OASIS Web Services for Interactive Applications

 Technical Committee

15 February 2002

teleconference 12:00-1:00pm EST

Minutes

Attendance

	William Cox
	BEA
	
	

	Graeme Riddell
	Bowstreet
	
	

	Greg Giles 
	Cisco
	
	

	Sean Fitts
	Crossweave
	No
	

	Timothy N. Jones
	Crossweave
	
	

	Dale Moberg
	Cyclone Commerce
	No
	

	Peter Quintas
	Divine
	
	

	Robert Serr
	Divine
	No
	

	Sandra Swearingen
	DoD
	
	

	Alan Korpp
	Epicentric
	
	

	Chad Williams
	Epicentric
	No
	

	Dean Moses
	Epicentric
	No
	

	Patel Ashish
	France Telecom
	
	

	Aditi Karandikar
	France Telecom
	
	

	Jacques Durand
	Fujitsu
	No
	

	Royston Sellman
	HP
	
	

	Carlos Chue
	Kinzan
	
	

	Garland Wong
	Kinzan
	No
	

	Sim Simeonov
	Macromedia
	No
	

	Charles Wiecha
	IBM (chair)
	
	

	Dan Gisolfi
	IBM
	
	

	Ravi Konuru
	IBM
	
	

	Rich Thompson
	IBM
	No
	

	Shankar Ramaswamy
	IBM
	No
	

	T.V. Raman
	IBM
	No
	

	Rex Brooks
	individual
	
	

	John Kneiling
	individual
	
	

	Kevin Brinkley
	Intel
	No
	- represented by Mary Mountain

	Michael Mahan
	Nokia
	
	

	Tyson Chihaya
	Netegrity
	
	

	Terry Cline
	Peregrine Systems
	
	

	Sasha Aicken
	Plumtree
	No
	

	Jeffrey C. Broberg
	Silverstream
	
	

	Suresh Damodaran
	Sterling Commerce
	
	

	Eilon Reshef
	WebCollage
	
	

	Gil Tayar
	WebCollage
	
	


Agenda

1. Roll call

2. Approval of previous minutes

3. Action items from previous telecon:

4. List of any additional scenarios still to complete

a. 2nd rev of Financial Charting – IBM

b. Amex – WebCollage and IBM

c. MapQuest – WebCollage

5. Review of new scenarios

a. Wireless Stock Trading (Aditi Karandikar, France Telecom)

b. Supply Chain Aggregation (Kevin Brinkley, Intel Labs)

c. Universal Bank (Shankar Ramaswamy, IBM)

d. Institutional Scenario: ADA Educational Studies (Rex Brooks)

e. Insurance Enrollment (Peter Quintas, Divine)

f. Contact Search (Peter Quintas, Divine)

6. Process discussion for moving from scenarios to Use Cases

a. review of Use Case template

b. harvesting Use Cases from scenarios

Meeting

12:00
roll call

12:05
review of minutes and actions from last meeting.

Minutes approved. 

Previous Action: Sasha: scenarios will be sent out again, there was a problem with the distribution list/subscription

action: Charlie to follow up, there may be one we haven’t covered.

Previous Action: Charlie: this might be an issue for OASIS Legal ? needs follow up!

Resolution: The OASIS submissions should be treated as public and so confidential information should not be included in our docs or posted. When documenting client scenarios we should make sure we have their approval to publish that information.

Previous Action: Divine: it would be interesting to understand the controls at the data/message level in this (financial charting) scenario that give the ability for adaptation / extending, maybe we can get some of that detail into this doc? 

action: Peter - volunteered to post that information to the mail list.

Previous Action: Eilon: Mapquest scenario might be good to elaborate as it probably has a metering payment scheme with it's consumers.

action: Eilon - to do.

Previous Action: all: probably give ourselves about another week to review these scenarios, introduce new ones.

Resolution: Done. Regarding timeline, we’ll plan on spending just one or two meetings discussing these scenarios. Mapquest and Portal are still to come in.

action: all – John K is posting the scenarios on the OASIS site now, feel free to review them there.

12:10
List of additional scenarios / status

There are the three as listed in the agenda + the Portal scenario from IBM. Dan is adding to the financial charting. AMEX and MapQuest are expected early next week. No other new ones known, Nokia and France Telecom are working on expanding on Aditi’s Wireless scenario. Plan on reviewing that + the Contact Search scenario over the mail list.

12:15
Review of Wireless Stock Trading - Aditi + Vinay Settepalli 
Q: What’s meant by offline – only to access or is there some specific behaviour? 

A: Offline stock trading is profiled behaviour defined for when the network is down. Instructions are stored on a device and kick in when the network is back.

Q: Definition of content here? – Producer serving UI to EZTelecom and they transcode it to other devices?

A: Yes.

Q: Wireless end user to personalize – how?

A: Typically think of offline preferences. Dynamically push GUI to mobile device. Essentially properties that affect visuals.

- Multi-modal voice is interesting, need to consider how to relate it to w3c activities.

Q: Offline implies page flow is resident on the device during disconnect?

A: Maybe – depends on the capabilities of the device.

Q: So we expect to store a definition of the process/flow on the device?

A: Yes.

Q: Messaging functionality – where is it being done? EZTelecom decides on device format?

A: The carrier would use a transcoding engine to send appropriate info to the device.

Q: Is it data or visuals sent from S-Trade to EZTelecom? 

A: Could be both. S-Trade provide content in various forms so Telco chooses and sends appropriate stream to the device.

Q: Telco does not really add to the app? Just a gateway?

A: Telcom (industry) hopes to learn more about the app and add value there. If the user has multiple devices (eg, audio) the carrier might filter content.

12:30
Review of Supply Chain Aggregation - Kevin

Core of this scenario is exception handling which cannot be done today.

Q: Where do screens that show exception handling come from?

A: Maybe as an addon from a webapp. Also maybe something in back of existing spreadsheet would feed overriding data to the backend to fix the problem.

Q: Seems like supply chain generates exception, also there are analysis tools? Needs to be a way to look at exception messages integrated into 3rd party analysis tools, not necessarily the supply chain. Seems this is more related to an offline activity for data and messaging than it is for visuals?

A: Yes – want user to use tool of their choice.

Q: Seems datasource supply chain is incidental. This is like JIT use of tools (producers) and composition (consumer app) that ties them together. Seems this is more traditional than WSIA?

A: Maybe presentation from spreadsheet could feed into (portal) display – implies a producer might be an app.

- This raises an issue re synchronization of internal data models of the producer app (eg Excel) and the portal display.

Q: Presentation is integral to WSIA – Is UI required for consideration in WSIA?

A: Yes – we’re focusing on the interactive piece!

12:40
Review of Universal Bank – Ravi

Interesting part is that producer needs Mountain Bank to convert to being a WSIA component.

Q – Universal Bank defines that?

A: Yes – unusual but true. Universal Bank controls and establishes the interface. (might want to go into this offline, it seems restrictive).

Q: Doesn’t it put Universal Bank as both Producer and Consumer?

A: Yes, seems to. This might be a good scenario of someone as both Producer and Consumer. Would like to emphasize that the interface must be sufficient to allow Universal Bank to do what it needs to do – there’s still WSIA freedom available tp Mountain Bank to define their contract. So they both probably get to define stuff and Universal Bank as owner of Mountain Bank gets to define extra stuff and influence things.

Q: Confused how Universal Bank is a producer?

A: Universal Bank is rolling out the consumed products from its owned banks/subsidiaries in a unified portfolio to all its subsidiaries.

Q: Does it expose a WSIA interface though?

A: Maybe not, maybe it’s just maybe a browser interface to everyone else.

- Seems that control (in a business sense) is with Universal Bank.

12:50
Review of Institutional Scenario - Rex

Q: More variability here. Control and variation of permissions and roles?

A: Yes, and 2 kinds of information (a) public (b) eg, access numbers/totals of disabled people but without access to names. Also different routes to public – GSA-to-congressional office-end user, and GSA direct to end user.

Variability is in the permissions and functionality. So its like more service adaptation/flow adaptation hinging on variables like permissions, privileges. Seems like we’re starting to see commonality across these scenarios, but varying by different switches.

action: Charlie - to send out chart of communications, variabilities.

12:55
wrap-up

Suggest we take smaller group of folks to propose what categories of Use Cases we have, what buckets the business scenarios fall into, and write general purpose scenarios representing different buckets.

action: Charlie - to send note out for call next Friday (2/22).

Not forming a subcommittee, lighter weight than that.

Q: How do we relate to WS-I.org?

A: Maybe it alters our backdrop – they’re set up to build up test suites and reference implementations of standards. Be good if we fed into it in a coherent way.

1:00
adjourn

