WSRP Conference Call – August 22, 2002

Roll Call

Chair:  Thomas Schaeck, IBM

Adrian Fletcher

Madoka Mitsuoka, Fujitsu

Carsten Leue, IBM

Lothar Merk, IBM

Rich Thompson, IBM

Jon Klein, Reed-Elsivier

Adam Nolen, Reed-Elsivier

Petr Palas, Moravia IT

Michael Freedman, Oracle

Mike Hillerman, Peoplesoft

Sasha Aickin, Plumtree

Jeff Broberg, Silverstream

Alejandro Abdelnur, Sun

Yossi Tamari, SAP Portals

Andreas Kuehne

Andre Cramer, Citrix

Tim Jones, CrossWeave

Agenda

Report on Specification Progress

Duration: 10 min

Spec Editors

Issues/Questions about Spec Draft

Duration: 10 min

WSRP Implementation and Compliance Test Suite

Let's discuss the roadmap for a free open source implementation as well as for a compliance test suite.

Duration: 40 min

Discussion

TS: 

Report on Specification Progress

Rich:  The 0.4 version of the specification is available and I have received comments that I have migrated in.  Encourage more of this, especially in areas that are not clear.  Several areas still undergoing significant updates.  Carsten is working on fault messages and those are being worked into the spec.  The security chapter is still hanging out there.  The user profile section is work in progress.

MF:  When should we expect a 0.5 version?  How frequently will we be issuing new revisions of the spec?

Rich:  Less than once a week, although I will be sending changes to folks who are active.  Shooting for end of month for 0.5

MF:  Can you send me what you have around 3PM next Friday so I can read it while I am away?

Rich:  OK.

MF:  Did Mark talk to your or Carsten to incorporate the security changes.  I think he is away for a couple of weeks.

Carsten:  No.

MF:  Can one of you contact him to see if he is going to provide a first draft, or if someone else needs to take a crack at it?  Would be important to have before the f2f.

Carsten:   Are you saying we should pass roles with each API call?

MF:  Yes.

Carsten:  This seems to be highly redundant.

MF:  Let’s take this off-line.

TS:  Other remarks?

Carsten:  Added chapter on UDDI

TS:  Other remarks?

Issues/Questions about Spec Draft

TS:  Do we have questions or issues that need to be resolved?

MF:  This is the almost last call before f2f.  What are you going to do to get an agenda together for the f2f?

TS:  …Breakout sessions to work through various parts of the specifications.

MF:  You would like folks go through 0.5 of the spec and send comments by late the following questions?

TS:   I would like everyone to review the spec before the f2f and send comments prior to the meeting so that we can plan on how to resolve them.

MF:  Especially if you get them by Thursday prior to the f2f

TS:  Thursday would be ideal.   I can read my email on Saturday as well.

TS:  Other topics?

MF:  Question on 0.4….some inconsistency between WSDL and text.  Which is right.

Carsten:  The text.  We will regenerate the WSDL.

MF:  The factoring in the WSDL will need to be discussed at the f2f so it should be updated in 0.5.

TS:  Other topics?

WSRP Open Source Implementation 

<Note:  see appendix for detail description of Thomas’ proposal in this area>

TS:  We need a name for this.  Let me summarize current thinking.   Home for this would be Apache Jakarta.  This is the home for SOAP and other projects in this general area.  Goal is provide a framework to provide WSRP producers without having to implement everything from scratch.  Important call into reference implementation of JSR168.  Also important to provide some examples.  Something we would also provide would be a WSRP consumer.  In previous discussions about this we agreed the programming language will be Java on Jakarta.  …. programming model:  we need to allow …. Need to support simple java classes as well as JSR168 portlets.

TS:  If you just want to provide a very lightweight service that just has a JSP in it with no interactions, in that case you would implement….

Alejandro:  I’ll take this off-line with you.

MF:  Do you intend to publish a functional spec for the JSP case?

TS:  I wouldn’t call it a functional spec.  …I think what we need to support is a simple java interface that plugs into the WSRP framework.  From that interface we should be able to call into the JSR168 portlet container.

Andre:  Might be interested …in .Net.

TS:  ….<missed this>

MF:  that sounds good.

TS:  Let’s talk about the scope.  Provide integration with JSR168, Examples, on consumer side provide simple WSRP client, …, take the JS168 ref implementation and take a proxy portlet and …

MF:  It may be useful to take folks through what you just said in two weeks because many of us don’t understand.  It sounds like you want to take the JSR168 ref. impl. And modify it, but I don’t know what it looks like.

TS:  Ok, we can do this and explain how the WSRP ref. impl. Run on top of this.

TS:  Also need to think about a stateless consumer, but I don’t think we will have time to do it.

TS:  The proposed roadmap:  next f2f have first implementation that provides WSRP services that we can distributed to TC members……hopefully functionally complete sometime in Nov. …

MF:   Is IBM’s funding of this project dependant on using IBM’s ref. implementation?  It may be another vendor wants to make a donation and we may be faced with having to pick one.  Are there any conditions that would prevent this?

TS:  I don’t think this is very expensive.  

MF:  Is the answer then that there are no restrictions?  It is very feasible that the open source group  will have to choose between more than one.

TS:  I think there should only be one, we should talk about this.  It would be very confusing to have multiple open source implementations.

MF:  It is likely that more than IBM will be willing to provide their source, I agree that we don’t want to have n implementations.  

TS:  If another vendor wants to donate to open source then we should discuss this in advance so that we can determine if we should merge them.

MF:  It sounds like there may be restrictions that there will be a lot of restrictions….

TS:  Yes, there is no good process in IBM to make code available to others prior to it being donated to open source.

MF:  Ok, I agree that we need to know about any vendors who are planning to do this in advance.

TS:  We can find out at the f2f and try to consolidate this to ensure we have one project.  We can make our source available to others via a standard CDA.

TS:   This is it for the work that IBM wants to do in this area.  Let’s take a quick poll for others who want to do this.

MF:  We plan to do an implementation, but don’t plan to donate it to open source.  I think Jeff said the same thing.

TS:  That is good that you are doing implementations.  There is a rule that at least three companies have an implementation of a standard in order for it to be approved by OASIS.

TS:  Mike, you are planning on using Java?

MF:  Yes, based on JSR168.

Other: Is anyone planning on doing something with .Net? 

Other:  Interested but don’t know that I have the time.

TS:  This would be very useful.  It should work, but sometime details can cause a problem.

TS:   We will have at least 1 open source project and IBM is willing to do some work here.  This will give people the opportunity to download this implementation.

Compliance Test Suite

TS:  We need this to ensure we have interoperability between WSRP services.   Some discussion about whether this should be controlled by the TC or a open source project.  One recommendation to keep it in TC.

Scope:  Compliant test cases for producers and consumers.

MF:  Can you clarify what you mean by a compliance test of a consumer.

TS:  That the consumer adheres to the WSRP protocol, the right order, right parameters and so forth.

MF:  OK.

TS:  Lother has some experience in this.  Can you give us some detail on this.

Lother:  They had a open source ref. implementation and a compliance test in the TC.  Companies could get a certificate of compliance.  This was a way for people who were not a member of the TC had to pay for getting compliance.  This was a lot of work in this committee.  Lots of discussions about defining what is “compliant” vs.  not “compliant”.  It took them about 1 year to come to a valid process.    Big problem appear when the content of different parameters led to errors.

MF:  Our issue is with all of the “optional” stuff in the protocol.  It’s going to be hard for vendors to have interoperability.

TS:  How was this process managed to get compliance?

Lother:  In the beginning there were just documented manual test cases.  In the end, they had an entire sub group committed to managing the process.

TS:   Was this outsourced?

Lother:  The document was done in the TC, but the programming was outsourced.

TS:  Did the separate company run the tests?

Lother:  Yes, but the company charged applicant companies money to run the test.

TS:   The first step would be for our TC to decide what the test cases would be for consumers and producers.  Then there would be a significant amount of work to implement these test cases.  Who might want to participate in this area?

<long silence>

TS:  Who would be interested in participating in this?

MF:  It would depend on the timing.  I could participate at the beginning of next year.

TS: Can other contribute?

<long silence>

TS:  This doesn’t sound good.  Anyone else?

TS:  This is something we should discuss at the f2f.  No single company can take this on alone.  We need to split the work up.  I think we all agree that this is very important to do.

MF:  Yes.  

TS:  Ok, we will follow up at the next f2f.  I ask everyone to think about participating in this effort.

TS:  Other topics or issues.

Other:   Encourage everyone to RSVP for the f2f.   We have 21 right now.

TS:  Other topics?  Ok, then I encourage everyone to review the spec and send issues and comments as soon as possible.

Meeting adjourned.

Appendix (from email from Thomas Schaeck)

WSRP Open Source Implementation Proposal

Home: Apache Jakarta

Purpose:

Provide a framework for WSRP producers that allows for simple

implementation and deployment of WSRP services.

Integrate with the JSR 168 reference implementation, allow to publish and

expose portlets as WSRP services.

Provide examples and tools to help implementing WSRP services.

Provide WSRP Portal Consumer and simple Consumer for testing WSRP

Services.

Programming Language:   Java

Application Server:     Apache Jakarta Tomcat

SOAP Implementation:    Apache XML Axis

WSRP Programming Model: WSRPlets (simple servlets exposed as WSRP services)

                        Portlets (JSR 168) exposed as WSRP services

Scope:

Producer side:

- Framework/Runtime for WSRP Producers based on Tomcat

- Integration with JSR 168

- Various Example WSRP Services to teach the public how to

  write WSRP services based on the WSRP framework

  (e.g. simple Flight Schedule, Stock Quote Service,

  News Service, ...)

Consumer side:

- Simple WSRP Client

- Portal Client based on JSR 168 Reference Implementation

- Stateless Consumer ?

Proposed Roadmap:

Keep implementation in WSRP TC until Spec is well defined and

implementation is reasonably complete, then open-source the code in a new

open source project. Go towards this goal in three steps:

Phase 1. Prototype and Demo based on early WSRP draft as of September

Finish for 3rd Face-to-Face Meeting September, 9th.

Distribute implementation to TC members.

Phase 2. Complete Implementation of Final Draft for WSRP 1.0

Specification as available in November

Finish for 4th Face-to-Face Meeting November 11th.

Distribute implementation to TC members.

Phase 3. Open Source WSRP Implementation

Finish by January 2003, complying to WSRP 1.0 Specification

Found Open Source Project in January and donate initial code to Open

Source Community

WSRP Compliance Test Suite

Home: ???

      Alan's opinion was that this should not be open source, but owned

      and controlled by the WSRP TC (Alan, please correct if this is

inaccurate)

Programming Language:   Java

SOAP Implementation:    ???

Scope:

Compliance Test Cases for WSRP Consumers

Compliance Test Cases for WSRP Producers

Proposed Roadmap:

Prepare Compliance Test Suite based on WSRP Draft as of after

the September Face-to-Face

Finalize implementation based on the WSRP Final Draft to result from

the November Face-to-Face

Who should do the work:

The compliance test suite should not be done by the same team that works on

the

WSRP implementation to avoid consistent errors or misinterpretations of the

specification.

IBM Contribution:

To enable a quick start for the WSRP open source implementation, IBM is

willing to do the following work:

Initiate the new Open Source Project at Apache Jakarta with the charter to

implement and maintain a free WSRP implementation and potentially tools,

e.g. for publishing WSRP services to UDDI.

Provide and fund the project lead for the new Apache open source project.

Implement a modular, servlet-based framework for WSRP producers that will

allow WSRP services to use JSPs and taglibs for rendering markup, integrate

with the JSR 168 reference implementation and be able to expose portlets as

WSRP services and donate that as a starting point for the Open Source

Project to cover the "Framework for WSRP Producers" and "Integration with

JSR 168" parts of the scope proposed above.

IBM wants to provide working prototypes for phase 1 and 2 (see above) to

the TC and probably also via alphaworks

IBM may provide the source code for phase 1 and 2 prototypes to the

interested WSRP/WSIA TC members under an IBM CDA.

