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Agenda

1. Roll call

2. Minutes and action items from 3/1 meeting

3. Brief report on WSIA talks at OMG workshop (Sean) and XML/WebServices 2000 conference

4. Review of current drafts of Use Cases

5. Update on April 17-19 face to face at HP Labs, Palo Alto

Meeting

12:00
roll call

12:10
review of minutes and actions from last meeting.

Minutes approved. Actions all set.

action: Royston – to mail out a logistics announcement next week for the next face-to-face. At HP Labs, Palo Alto, April 17-19.

12:10

Sean Fitts represented us at the OMG Workshop, perhaps get an update from him on that on the next call.

Charlie represented us in London at XML/WebServices 2000. Gave a walkthrough essentially of our Use Cases and also the WSRP whitepaper on developerworks.

action: Charlie – to mail out the presentation he gave.

Checkpoint of where we’re at. Today is the 2nd of three intended reviews of the Use Cases. Between now and the face-to-face we should start to pull out requirements.

action: all – review Use Cases and email suggested requirements to the list. eg, in form [use case name – requirement ]. The owners of the individual Use Cases should incorporate and number them and then they can be referred to as “Use Case X, requirement N.n”. (Careful to append new requirements and not mess up numbering).

So we have another week or so reviewing the Use Cases, but we should also be starting on extracting requirements from the Use Cases now.

12:20
Review of current Use Case drafts

12:20
Review of Embedded – Rich Thompson

This is the most basic of our Use Cases. The consumed services are not interacting with each other. This Use Case will help drive requirements between us and WSRP.

The main problem is URL rewriting and routing of inputs to the correct producer. Options are that the producer does rewriting when generating markup, or URLs in the output stream are tagged so a consumer can do it. We’re suggesting using namespace-like tagnames so they’re obvious. 

Also the consumer will need to insert some kind of keytag into the markup so when it is posted back from the user he has a way to lookup the producer that the data is associated with, state of that session, etc.

Q: Is it maybe possible to introduce a generic producer wrapper that can wrap all simple producers and do the markup modification in a generic way?

A: Probably not everything can be done at the producer end. Eg javascript embedded references. Sometimes the producer knows the URLs that need rewriting, sometimes only the consumer knows. eg, in a vpn/intranet/internet scenario sometimes some URLs will need rewriting, sometimes not.

Q: Are we avoiding use of cookies?

A: Maybe – if a producer appears multiple times on a consumer page then it can get confusing, and there are also security/privacy issues where other people (consumers) are seeing the producer’s cookie contents.

Q: Are we limited to URL rewriting or will this extend to colors, etc?

A: We feel that colors, attributes, etc is an orthogonal issue to all these Use Cases. Currently detailed in the Customized case.

Note: We should start categorizing these levels of interfaces as we go. Lifecycle, service properties, getOutput, etc. Eg, see 7.2 in the Embedded doc.

12:35
Review of Customized - Ravi

Addresses previous Customized and Integrated scenarios. Have reorganized flow and subflow. Identified two main categories of customization:

1. operational, where the producer supports operations that the consumer calls to set properties etc to influence the service request

2. stream-oriented where the producer enhances the output with metadata (tags) that allow the consumer to identify and change data items/attributes.

action: all – try to think of particular scenarios that might be particularly appropriate to 1 and 2 above. The distinction might be driven partly based on the type of markup being returned by the producer.

Q: Any session thoughts for the embedded case?

A: The general requirement of the need for stateful interaction is noted. It’s typically done today with HTTP Session objects. Not all protocols support that, so that’s led to the “key” concept with the key embedded in the request, allowing the consumer/producer to identify the state of the “session”. Ideas for this are documented in WSXL and WSRP. We’ll put this information into the Embedded Use Case since it applies to all Use Cases.

Q: Might some information from Customized be more appropriate in Embedded? Eg, 3.2.9 

A: Probably. We might even pull common themes into a separate document. But we might want to keep Embedded as simple as possible. Embedded relies on minimal change / functionality at producer side. This needs more discussion. 

action: Greg to post an email on this to continue the discussion through the list.

12:50
Review of Coordinated and Orchestrated – Charlie

These are consumer strategies. Coordinated addresses multiple producers in a single page with the need for coordination of their data and presentation states. Orchestrated is time-based, navigation in time across a single or multiple producers. At each point time there might be capability for Coordination across those producers.

Like Customized, breaks into properties/operations-based and datastream-based. Need to consider specific scenarios that might fit better into one category vs the other.

Thought – the Use Cases that we’ve broken out might map into subcommittees. Think about this one going into the face-to-face.

We seem to be short on business requirements for the Orchestrated case, need to research business requirements for this.

12:55
Review of Republishing – Alan

It’s becoming clear that this is really a generic case in publishing. It exposes the idea of a contract and the need for a repository for those properties and other information that a consumer might need. (Customized and Embedded refer at length to properties, portTypes, etc). Need to consider public registries, etc.

Any component, single or multistep flow are all candidates for Republishing. 

Seems like the republisher can (a) act as an intermediary / conduit of the producers’ output, or (b) just publish the description and get out of the way (a broker).

The main requirements gathering here will be around the contract, probably want to think about service definitions.

action: all – use the email list for consideration of subcommittee break outs, consideration of whether the Use Cases are good candidates for those subcommittees.

1:00
adjourn

