I have a form HomePage.aspx containing an empty asp:Panel, a dropdownlist letting the user pick an SPFielType... on index changed, my HomePage.aspx.cs page will get the text selected and will load a user control inside the panel, this user control will generate a control based on the spfieldtype chosen by the user and a button calling the validateForm() function... my problem is that the Page_ClientValidate() function inside the validateForm() cant find the validator, i also tried to give a groupname but still not working.
When Im putting the button inside my aspx page (not rendering dynamically) it is validating my page.( <asp:Button ID="submitbutton" Text="Validate" runat="server" />).
But when Im rendering it dynamically , cant validate the form..This is what Im trying to do:
protected override void CreateChildControls()
{
try
{
fieldRenderingControl = this.CreateFieldRenderingControl(this.FieldType);
this.Controls.Add(fieldRenderingControl);
Button button = new Button();
button.UseSubmitBehavior = false;
button.Text = "ValidateButton";
button.ID = "ValidateButton";
button.OnClientClick = "validateForm()";
this.Controls.Add(button);
RequiredFieldValidator newValidator = new RequiredFieldValidator();
newValidator.Text = "***";
newValidator.ID = "valideee";
newValidator.EnableClientScript = true;
newValidator.Enabled = true;
newValidator.SetFocusOnError = true;
newValidator.Display = ValidatorDisplay.Dynamic;
newValidator.ControlToValidate = fieldRenderingControl.ID;
this.Controls.Add(newValidator);
}
catch (Exception ex)
{
}
}
// the CreateFieldRenderingControl() function will generate a control based on the argument fieldType chosen by the user.
thanks in advance.
Sharepoint has an ugly quirk where it can assign a Guid to be the id of a control. I've seen JavaScript that was generated by Sharepoint trying to use these Guids as variable names. This is no good - it breaks scripts - dashes aren't allowed in JavaScript variable names. I suspect this is the problem you are experiencing. And, I'd guess the culprit is this.CreateFieldRenderingControl(). It looks like that method is generating an Id... is that Id a Guid? If so, try to overwrite the Id with something safe, perhaps just remove the dashes from the Guid.
fieldRenderingControl.ID.Replace("-", "");
If this isn't the exact solution, hopefully it's enough to get you pointed in the right direction.
After you loaded the control check the ID control By Firebug or just by see the source of the HTML because there are certain controls that when you put into other controls, their ID change at the rendering. If you can, write the code of the htmnl code also.
try this(pass group name as argument in Page_ClientValidation function)
Page_ClientValidation("group")
Try this:
newValidator.ControlToValidate = fieldRenderingControl.ClientID;
Instead of Page_ClientValidate(), use:
ValidatorValidate("id of field rendering control");
But, in one of your responses, this id is "Field_4a4ab3a1-d5cc-4fbb-a212-ec5697827c75" and this is not a valid client id. Hyphens cannot be used. First, ensure a valid id in client.
Maybe this post is too late... but here are some ideas...
There are several possible things:
(1) The validator and the control to be validated are in the same panel? It is possible that there is a hidden panel while the validation was being done.
(2) If you are creating dynamically, was this creation put on the Page Load? and if so, was created within a function to validate input for the first time? It is possible that it is not necessary to do so.
(3) The use of protected override void CreateChildControls() eventually not runs on all the process of reloading, especially if the ViewState changes in some controls. You can put it in the Page Load.
(4) Other alternative is to place the button inside the Panel, but the visible attribute = false and also the validator, with attribute enabled = false. When you run the action, you change these two States and you can work with the PostBack.
I got a list in Sharepoint 2010 with a choice column. The choices are checkboxes.
How do I query the choice column using the rest api?
I've tried using
http://sp2010/_vti_bin/listdata.svc/mylist?$filter=myChoicesColumn/xxx eq something
and then I get
No property 'xxx' exists in type 'System.Collections.Generic.IEnumerable`1[[Microsoft.SharePoint.Linq.DataServiceEntity, Microsoft.SharePoint.Linq, Version=14.0.0.0, Culture=neutral, PublicKeyToken=71e9bce111e9429c]]' at position 6.
What property should I use?
Just a shot:
Did you try
http://sp2010/_vti_bin/listdata.svc/mylist?$filter=myChoicesColumn contains something
You need single quotes around the value in the filter.
$filter=myChoicesColumn eq 'something'
Not sure you already have solved this. However:
Suppose you have a Product list with a lookup field to a country. And you want to filter the result on Products from France and you don't want to filter by Country ID, then you can filter on the $expand property like this:
http://sharepoint/_vti_bin/ListData.svc/Product?$expand=Country&$filter=Country/Title eq 'France'
I've expanded the REST call with the Country list and then set the filter to Country/Title to 'France'
I need to perform search impersonation in SharePoint 2010 for Claims users. To put this in context, I would like to first state how I get this to work with Windows accounts and then discuss Claims / WIF.
I can do this for "classic" Windows Integrated Authenticated users using:
WindowsImpersonationContext wic = null;
try
{
WindowsIdentity impersonatedUser = new WindowsIdentity("john.doe@mydomain");
wic = impersonatedUser.Impersonate();
// do impersonated work here...
// in my case this is a SharePoint KeywordQuery
}
finally
{
if (wic != null)
{
wic.Undo();
}
}
To get the above to work the impersonated account has to be in the same domain as the current user and I have to make sure that application pool owner is:
(Note: if anyone can figure out how to get around the issue where the current account must be in the same domain as the impersonated account I am all ears.)
I would like to do the same with Claims / WIF accounts. These accounts are not necessarily associated with AD accounts (I need to assume they are not).
Is there a way to tell the STS that I want to impersonate a particular account and for it to give me the appropriate token for that account? I won't have the password of the user I am impersonating.
Quoting SharePoint Brew I have to contend with my code which runs on a SharePoint web front end (WFE) that calls a Query Processor via a WCF call. I want that WCF call to be in the context of the impersonated user.
The WFE's (Server1) search web part talks to service application proxy. The associated search service application proxy calls the local STS to get a SAML token for the user. Once SAML token is collected, the search service application proxy then calls a server running the Query Processor via WCF call. I'll call this server, "Server 2". Server 2 receives the incoming request and validates the SAML token against its local STS. Once validated, Server 2 connects to various components to gather, merge, and security trims search results. Server 2 sends the trimmed search results back to Server 1 which are then presented to the user.
A little more research is leading me towards looking at ActAs and OnBehalfOf. I believe I would want to use OnBehalfOf, but I'm not certain that either would work yet. Some references I have found are listed below. Any guidance is appreciated.
From what I understand, you cannot use directly any other identity but yours. If you want to use function like to OnBehalfOf, you need an STS that is able to handle delegation. so the STS will check your identity and then permit to use delegated identities.
I've been looking at Sharepoint script files and I've come across this bit that I don't get:
function ULSTYE() {
var o = new Object;
o.ULSTeamName = "Microsoft SharePoint Foundation";
o.ULSFileName = "SP.UI.Dialog.debug.js";
return o;
}
SP.UI.$create_DialogOptions = function() {
ULSTYE:; <----------------------------- WTF?
return new SP.UI.DialogOptions();
}
Actually every function definition in this file starts with the same ULSTYE:; line right after the opening brace. Can anybody explain what does the first line in the second function do?
Firefox/Firebug for instance interprets this function as something that I can't understand either:
function () {
ULSTYE: {
}
return new (SP.UI.DialogOptions);
}
And I thought I knew Javascript through and through... ;) Must be some obscure feature I never used in the past and is obviously seldomly used by others as well.
The first bit defines a function that creates an object with a couple of properties and returns it. I think we're all clear on that bit. :-)
The second bit, though, is not using that function. It's defining a label with the same name. Although it uses the same sequence of characters, it is not a reference to the function above. Firefox's interpretation makes as much sense as anything else, because a label should be followed by something to which it can refer.
For more about labelled statements, see Section 12.12 of the spec.
Off-topic: I would avoid using code from this source. Whoever wrote it is apparently fairly new to JavaScript and doesn't show much sign that they know what they're doing. For instance, they've left the () off the new Object() call, and while that's allowed, it's fairly dodgy thing to do. They could argue that they were doing it to save space, but if they were, they'd be better off using an object literal:
function ULSTYE() {
return {
ULSTeamName: "Microsoft SharePoint Foundation",
ULSFileName: "SP.UI.Dialog.debug.js"
};
}
There's never much reason to write new Object() at all; {} is functionally identical.
And, of course, there's no justification for the second bit at all. :-)
After wondering about this for a long time, I finally sat down and worked it out. It's all part of a relatively sophisticated mechanism for collecting diagnostic information on the client which includes the ability to send a javascript callstack (including function name, and javascript file) back to the server.
Take a look at the first 250 lines of the file init.debug.js which is located at
%Program Files%\Common Files\Microsoft Shared\Web Server Extensions\14\TEMPLATE\LAYOUTS\1033\init.debug.js
This file defines all the functions the 'ULS' implementation on the client.
Of course, you'll need to have SharePoint 2010 installed for the file to exist on your local machine.
UPDATE -- The following is an overview of roughly how the mechanism works. The real implementation does more than this
Consider the following html page with a few js includes, each of which can call out into each other.
<html>
<head>
<script type="text/javascript" src="ErrorHandling.js"></script>
<script type="text/javascript" src="File1.js"></script>
<script type="text/javascript" src="File2.js"></script>
</head>
<body>
<button onclick="DoStuff()">Do stuff</button>
</body>
</html>
We have two js include files, File1.js
function ULSabc() { var o = new Object; o.File = "File1.js"; return o; }
/* ULSabc is the unique label for this js file. Each function in
this file can be decorated with a label corresponding with the same name */
function DoStuff() {
ULSabc: ;
//label matches name of function above
DoMoreStuff();
}
and File2.js
function ULSdef() { var o = new Object; o.File = "File2.js"; return o; }
function DoMoreStuff() {
ULSdef: ;
DoEvenMoreStuff();
}
function DoEvenMoreStuff() {
ULSdef: ;
try {
//throw an error
throw "Testing";
} catch (e) {
//handle the error by displaying the callstack
DisplayCallStack(e);
}
}
Now, say our ErrorHandling file looks like this
function GetFunctionInfo(fn) {
var info = "";
if (fn) {
//if we have a function, convert it to a string
var fnTxt = fn.toString();
//find the name of the function by removing the 'function' and ()
var fnName = fnTxt.substring(0, fnTxt.indexOf("(")).substring(8);
info += "Function: " + fnName;
//next use a regular expression to find a match for 'ULS???:'
//which is the label within the function
var match = fnTxt.match(/ULS[^\s;]*:/);
if (match) {
var ULSLabel = match[0];
//if our function definition contains a label, strip off the
// : and add () to make it into a function we can call eval on
ULSLabel = ULSLabel.substring(0, ULSLabel.length - 1) + "()";
//eval our function that is defined at the top of our js file
var fileInfo = eval(ULSLabel);
if (fileInfo && fileInfo.File) {
//add the .File property of the returned object to the info
info += " => Script file: " + fileInfo.File;
}
}
}
return info;
}
function DisplayCallStack(e) {
//first get a reference to the function that call this
var caller = DisplayCallStack.caller;
var stack = "Error! " + e + "\r\n";
//recursively loop through the caller of each function,
//collecting the function name and script file as we go
while (caller) {
stack += GetFunctionInfo(caller) + "\r\n";
caller = caller.caller;
}
//alert the callstack, but we could alternately do something
//else like send the info to the server via XmlHttp.
alert(stack);
}
When we click the button on the page, our script file will call through each of the functions and end at DisplayCallStack, at which point it will recursively loop through and collect the stack trace
Error! Testing
Function: DoEvenMoreStuff => Script file: File2.js
Function: DoMoreStuff => Script file: File2.js
Function: DoStuff => Script file: File1.js
Function: onclick
Isn't it just a statement label? The fact the label has the same name as the earlier function doesn't mean anything, I think.
it looks, like it creates an empty object which should be filled with some data, but due to code generator that creates this code it is not deleted so it sits there empty
My company have started to use SharePoint. Now, as a software developer I simply can not understand the advantages of such a system. To me it just looks like a browser based application through which you access/edit files; has Windows not allowed this for more than 20 years? I can understand it is an intranet for messages, etc., so why not just a normal website? Why would someone choose it? On top of all that, it only seems to work in Internet Explorer (ActiveX I'm guessing) so it's restrictive as well.
Please enlighten me.
To add to Otavio's comment, in the corporate intranet world, it is really useful as a replacement for an old fashioned fileserver:
SharePoint is a collaboration platform and a content management system. It is also has a very powerful search crawling indexer. Combine those with what everyone else has said and you open a lot of possibilities for enterprise use cases.
It has a ton of plumbing code everyone takes for granted. Even down to something as simple CRUD operations for data.
If somene approached you and said I want to have a data and document repository that I can have full control over and connect with my office suite(word,excel,powerpoint,etc.) and I want to be able to build my own reports and share with my colleages. Oh and I want to manage permissions myself, and it needs to have a robust search function.
That'd be a TON of custom development, with sharepoint that can be setup and transitioned to the end user with zero custom code written in an extremely short amount of time.
A great site to get ideas for use cases is www.endusersharepoint.com
SharePoint is an excellent platform, but if used in the right context. I myself have learnt this the hard way. The core elements of SharePoint like content and asset management, user management, as well as version control are some of the excellent "out of the box" elements of the platform.
However, be warned, customisation on any level is costly and time consuming. You will need to work hard to understand how much longer things may take you when programming against the platform and to be honest this can only really be achieved with exposure and experience with the product yourself.
Another thing to consider -- and again I learnt this the hard way -- is customer expectation. Make sure, if you are selling a 'quick' Sharepoint solution (i.e. everything out of the box, quickly reskinned and deployed for a company) that you educate the consumer as to exactly what to expect - i.e. the fundamental behaviours and patterns of the system, else you (and they!) may be sorely disappointed and unhappy. There is nothing worse than a customer turning around and saying 'that's not how I imagined it would work' because then comes the obvious 'I want to change that to this' and that's where the cost will fly up immediately with the time and resource needed to amend the solution, meaning their 'cheap' solution suddenly gets very costly indeed!
Good luck.
It was only for Internet Explorer, but that has changed in SharePoint 2010. No ActiveX as far as I'm aware. It's a collaborative environment, like a file server ++. The best description I can think of is intranet in a box. A non-technical user can set up an extranet fairly quickly (and potentially very badly).
Advantages over a file server are:
For .NET developers it's pretty easy to create mashups to bring in corporate data into the mix, write widgets, etc.
On the negative side, most people do not use SharePoint to its full potential and without a lot of work you are pigeon-holed into the SharePoint look and feel which can get dreary pretty quickly.
SharePoint provides organizations with a web-based platform for content management, information-sharing, communication, collaboration, and much more.
Why use SharePoint?
A software developer should be consumed daily in the best way of helping the company meet it's objectives not setting up a team site because Sales wants to but rather building Silverlight or ASP .NET or WinPhones application to helps sales sell the widgets.
It is Microsoft's attempt at a Content Management System, where you can route, approve and share documents. It also serves as portal to other "nice" Microsoft products like "MS-Project" You get what you pay for though...
As told in the wiki and tutorials, SharePoint is based totally in .net platform, that means you have the freedom to develop what's in there and to make it on your own in a very smart way. Tutorials with asp.net and sharepoint integration are very useful.
And another tip, just think that you have a database in the background that catches all your users moves and you don't have to care about this, sharepoint is made to deal with this easily.
I have developed in SharePoint and it was a very useful experience.
I know there's a lot of questions on SO similar to this, but I couldn't find one for this particular issue.
A couple of points, first:
I am trying to write a simple console app to manipulate Sharepoint data using Sharepoint Web Services. I have added the Service Reference, and the following is my app.config:
<system.serviceModel>
<bindings>
<basicHttpBinding>
<binding name="ListsSoap" closeTimeout="00:01:00" openTimeout="00:01:00"
receiveTimeout="00:10:00" sendTimeout="00:01:00" allowCookies="false"
bypassProxyOnLocal="false" hostNameComparisonMode="StrongWildcard"
maxBufferSize="65536" maxBufferPoolSize="524288" maxReceivedMessageSize="65536"
messageEncoding="Text" textEncoding="utf-8" transferMode="Buffered"
useDefaultWebProxy="true">
<readerQuotas maxDepth="32" maxStringContentLength="8192" maxArrayLength="16384"
maxBytesPerRead="4096" maxNameTableCharCount="16384" />
<security mode="Transport">
<transport clientCredentialType="Ntlm" proxyCredentialType="Ntlm" />
</security>
</binding>
</basicHttpBinding>
</bindings>
<client>
<endpoint address="https://subdomain.companysite.com/subsite/_vti_bin/Lists.asmx"
binding="basicHttpBinding" bindingConfiguration="ListsSoap"
contract="ServiceReference1.ListsSoap" name="ListsSoap" />
</client>
</system.serviceModel>
This is my code:
static void Main(string[] args)
{
using (var client = new ListsSoapClient())
{
client.ClientCredentials.Windows.ClientCredential = new NetworkCredential("username", "password", "domain");
client.GetListCollection();
}
}
When I call GetListCollection(), the following MessageSecurityException gets thrown:
The HTTP request is unauthorized with client authentication scheme 'Ntlm'.
The authentication header received from the server was 'NTLM'.
With an inner WebException:
"The remote server returned an error: (401) Unauthorized."
I've tried various bindings and various code tweaks to try to authenticate properly, but to no avail. I'll list those below.
Using a native Win32 Impersonator before creating the client
using (new Impersonator.Impersonator("username", "password", "domain"))
using (var client = new ListsSoapClient())
{
client.ClientCredentials.Windows.ClientCredential = new NetworkCredential("dpincas", "password", "domain");
client.GetListCollection();
}
This produced the same error message.
Setting TokenImpersonationLevel for my client credentials
using (var client = new ListsSoapClient())
{
client.ClientCredentials.Windows.AllowedImpersonationLevel = TokenImpersonationLevel.Impersonation;
client.GetListCollection();
}
This produced the same error message.
Using security mode=TransportCredentialOnly
<security mode="TransportCredentialOnly">
<transport clientCredentialType="Ntlm" />
</security>
This resulted in a different error message:
The provided URI scheme 'https' is invalid; expected 'http'.
Parameter name: via
However, I need to use https, so I cannot change my URI scheme.
I've tried some other combinations that I can't remember, but I'll post them when I do. I'm really at wits end here. I see a lot of links on Google that say "switch to Kerberos", but my server seems to only be accepting NTLM, not "Negotiate" (as it would say if it was looking for Kerberos), so that is unfortunately not an option.
Any help out there, folks?
http://servername/sites/SiteCollection/SubSite/_vti_bin/Lists.asmxListsWebServiceHere is the code.
using System;
using System.Collections.Generic;
using System.Text;
using System.Xml;
namespace WebServicesConsoleApp
{
class Program
{
static void Main(string[] args)
{
try
{
ListsWebService.Lists listsWebSvc = new WebServicesConsoleApp.ListsWebService.Lists();
listsWebSvc.Credentials = System.Net.CredentialCache.DefaultNetworkCredentials;
listsWebSvc.Url = "http://servername/sites/SiteCollection/SubSite/_vti_bin/Lists.asmx";
XmlNode node = listsWebSvc.GetList("Issues");
}
catch (Exception ex)
{
Console.WriteLine(ex.ToString());
}
}
}
}
http://servername/sites/SiteCollection/SubSite/_vti_bin/Lists.asmxChange your app.config file from:
<security mode="None">
<transport clientCredentialType="None" proxyCredentialType="None"
realm="" />
<message clientCredentialType="UserName" algorithmSuite="Default" />
</security>
To:
<security mode="TransportCredentialOnly">
<transport clientCredentialType="Ntlm"/>
</security>
Change your program.cs file and add the following code to your Main function:
ListsSoapClient client = new ListsSoapClient();
client.ClientCredentials.Windows.ClientCredential = System.Net.CredentialCache.DefaultNetworkCredentials;
client.ClientCredentials.Windows.AllowedImpersonationLevel = System.Security.Principal.TokenImpersonationLevel.Impersonation;
XmlElement listCollection = client.GetListCollection();
Add the using statements:
using [your app name].ServiceReference1;
using System.Xml;
After a lot of trial and error, followed by a stagnant period while I waited for an opportunity to speak with our server guys, I finally had a chance to discuss the problem with them and asked them if they wouldn't mind switching our Sharepoint authentication over to Kerberos.
To my surprise, they said this wouldn't be a problem and was in fact easy to do. They enabled Kerberos and I modified my app.config as follows:
<security mode="Transport">
<transport clientCredentialType="Windows" />
</security>
For reference, my full serviceModel entry in my app.config looks like this:
<system.serviceModel>
<bindings>
<basicHttpBinding>
<binding name="TestServerReference" closeTimeout="00:01:00" openTimeout="00:01:00"
receiveTimeout="00:10:00" sendTimeout="00:01:00" allowCookies="false"
bypassProxyOnLocal="false" hostNameComparisonMode="StrongWildcard"
maxBufferSize="2000000" maxBufferPoolSize="2000000" maxReceivedMessageSize="2000000"
messageEncoding="Text" textEncoding="utf-8" transferMode="Buffered"
useDefaultWebProxy="true">
<readerQuotas maxDepth="32" maxStringContentLength="8192" maxArrayLength="16384"
maxBytesPerRead="4096" maxNameTableCharCount="16384" />
<security mode="Transport">
<transport clientCredentialType="Windows" />
</security>
</binding>
</basicHttpBinding>
</bindings>
<client>
<endpoint address="https://path/to/site/_vti_bin/Lists.asmx"
binding="basicHttpBinding" bindingConfiguration="TestServerReference"
contract="TestServerReference.ListsSoap" name="TestServerReference" />
</client>
</system.serviceModel>
After this, everything worked like a charm. I can now (finally!) utilize Sharepoint Web Services. So, if anyone else out there can't get their Sharepoint Web Services to work with NTLM, see if you can convince the sysadmins to switch over to Kerberos.
If I recall correctly, there are some issues with adding SharePoint web services as a VS2K8 "Service Reference". You need to add it as an old-style "Web Reference" to work properly.
I have the same setup that you do, and this works fine for me. I think that maybe the problem lies somewhere on your moss configuration or on your network.
You said that moss resides on the same domain as your application. If you have access to the site with your user (that is logged into your machine)... have you tried:
client.ClientCredentials.Windows.ClientCredential = System.Net.CredentialCache.DefaultNetworkCredentials;
I had exactly the same issue last week - http://stackoverflow.com/questions/3197484/wcf-program-behaves-strangely-on-one-server-why
For me the solution was rather simple. Sharepoint has its own set of permissions. My client tried to log on as a user that wasn't explicitly given access to the webservice through Sharepoint's administration panel.
I added the user to Sharepoint's whitelist and bang - it just worked.
Even if that isn't the issue, please note that
The HTTP request is unauthorized with client authentication scheme ?Ntlm?. The authentication header received from the server was ?NTLM?.
Means (in English) that you simply don't have permission. Your protocol is probably right - your user just doesn't have permissions.
I would try to connect to your Sharepoint site with this tool here. If that works you can be sure that the problem is in your code / configuration. That maybe does not solve your problem immediately but it rules out that there is something wrong with the server. Assuming that it does not work I would investigate the following:
I think there is nothing wrong with using security mode Transport, but I am not so sure about the proxyCredentialType="Ntlm", maybe this should be set to None.
Try this
<client>
<endpoint>
<identity>
<servicePrincipalName value="" />
</identity>
</endpoint>
</client>
I've encountered this error before when working in a webfarm and this fixed it for me.
I have had this issue before.
client.ClientCredentials.Windows.AllowedImpersonationLevel = TokenImpersonationLevel.Impersonation;
do this against your wcf proxy before making the call.
I'm working on a custom current (left) navigation on a SharePoint solution.
What I need is that the root of the navigation is a variation web, the immediate child of the root web. All the sites and pages which are immediate children of this variation should be visible, though not expanded. Only sites which are ancestors of the current site should be expanded... all the way down to the current site/page.
An example... if I start on page http://spsite.ex/variation/site2/subsite2.1/subsite2.1.1/subsite2.1.1.3/page.aspx I should see...
Site1
Site2
SubSite2.1
SubSite2.1.1
SubSite2.1.1.1
SubSite2.1.1.2
SubSite2.1.1.3
page.aspx (YOU ARE HERE)
SubSite2.2
Site2Page1
Site2Page2
Site3
Site4
Site5
If I then click on the link for SubSite2.1 I should see something like...
Site1
Site2
SubSite2.1 (YOU ARE HERE)
SubSite2.1.1
SubSite2.2
Site2Page1
Site2Page2
Site3
Site4
Site5
If I then navigate to http://spsite.ex/variation/site5/subsite5.1/page.aspx I should see something like...
Site1
Site2
Site3
Site4
Site5
SubSite5.1
SubSite5.1.1
page.aspx (YOU ARE HERE)
I've written a solution, but I feel like it's not one I should feel proud of; I've given the AspMenu a near-inifinite StaticDisplayLevels and then extended PortalSiteMapProvider, overriding GetChildNode(node) to not get child nodes, except for ancestors of the current web.
@ScottE, I think I've managed to reproduce the code I used to solve this problem:
using System;
using System.Web;
using Microsoft.SharePoint;
using Microsoft.SharePoint.Publishing;
using Microsoft.SharePoint.Publishing.Navigation;
namespace StackOverflow.SharePoint
{
public class Question2602537PortalSiteMapProvider : PortalSiteMapProvider
{
public override SiteMapNodeCollection GetChildNodes(System.Web.SiteMapNode node)
{
bool expandChildNodes = false;
if (SPContext.Current != null)
{
expandChildNodes = NodeIsAncestorOfCurrentNode(node);
}
if (expandChildNodes)
{
return base.GetChildNodes(node);
}
else
{
return new SiteMapNodeCollection();
}
}
private bool NodeIsAncestorOfCurrentNode(System.Web.SiteMapNode node)
{
bool returnvalue = false;
SPSecurity.RunWithElevatedPrivileges(delegate()
{
using (SPSite thisSite = new SPSite(SPContext.Current.Site.ID))
{
using (SPWeb nodeWeb = this.OpenWeb(thisSite, node))
{
using (SPWeb currentWeb = this.OpenNavWeb(thisSite))
{
returnvalue = this.AncestorDescendantWebs(nodeWeb, currentWeb);
}
}
}
});
return returnvalue;
}
private SPWeb OpenWeb(SPSite thisSite, System.Web.SiteMapNode node)
{
// need to use Uri objects, as sometimes the node URL contains a query string
// but calling OpenWeb(...) with a ? in your URL throws an exception
// using Uri.LocalPath removes the Query String
Uri siteUri = new Uri(thisSite.Url);
Uri nodeUri = new Uri(siteUri, node.Url);
return thisSite.OpenWeb(nodeUri.LocalPath.Split(new string[] { "/_" }, StringSplitOptions.RemoveEmptyEntries)[0], false);
}
private SPWeb OpenNavWeb(SPSite thisSite)
{
using (SPWeb currentWeb = thisSite.OpenWeb(this.CurrentWeb.ID))
{
SPWeb web = currentWeb;
PublishingWeb publishingWeb = PublishingWeb.GetPublishingWeb(web);
// Loop all the way up the webs until we find the one which doesn't inherit
// (there's gotta be a better way of doing this)
while (publishingWeb.InheritCurrentNavigation &&
!web.ID.Equals(thisSite.RootWeb.ID))
{
web = web.ParentWeb;
publishingWeb = PublishingWeb.GetPublishingWeb(web);
}
return web;
}
}
private bool AncestorDescendantWebs(SPWeb ancestor, SPWeb descendant)
{
// check the URLs to determine if descendant is a subweb or ancestor
// (there's gotta be a better way...)
if ((descendant.ServerRelativeUrl + "/").ToUpper().StartsWith(ancestor.ServerRelativeUrl.ToUpper() + "/"))
{
return true;
}
return false;
}
}
}
Perhaps not the best solution... but a solution.
If you want to do a custom coded solution you could create a class inheriting from HierarchicalDataBoundControl. Hook it up with the PortalSiteMapDataSource in you masterpage/pagelayout. This will give you full control of the output and is as optimized as can be.
What does your code look like... a typical menu like this using standard SiteMapProvider can't be made much simpler than this
public class SideMenu : Control
{
private SiteMapNode _rootNode = SiteMap.RootNode;
public SiteMapNode RootNode
{
get { return this._rootNode; }
set { this._rootNode = value; }
}
public SideMenu()
{
ID = "SideMenu";
}
protected override void CreateChildControls()
{
var div = new HtmlGenericControl("div");
div.Attributes.Add("id", ID);
Controls.Add(div);
CreateMenuNodes(RootNode, div);
base.CreateChildControls();
}
protected override void Render(HtmlTextWriter writer)
{
if (!ChildControlsCreated)
{
CreateChildControls();
}
base.Render(writer);
}
private void CreateMenuNodes(SiteMapNode node, HtmlGenericControl container)
{
if (node.HasChildNodes)
{
var ul = new HtmlGenericControl("ul");
container.Controls.Add(ul);
foreach (SiteMapNode child in node.ChildNodes)
{
var li = new HtmlGenericControl("li");
ul.Controls.Add(li);
var a = new HtmlAnchor()
{
InnerHtml = HttpUtility.HtmlEncode(child.Title),
Title = child.Title,
HRef = child.Url
};
li.Controls.Add(a);
if (SiteMap.CurrentNode.IsEqualToOrDescendantOf(child))
{
li.Attributes["class"] = "selected";
CreateMenuNodes(child, li);
}
}
}
}
}
Here is another option that is a lot more elegant. http://sharepoint2010customnavigation.blogspot.com/
I am going to be writing documentation for two web services that I developed, and I started wondering what people on here do for documentation.
Do you create it in an HTML file so it can be viewed in the browser? Word document? Wiki? What do you guys/gals use?
I was originally leaning towards creating an HTML page since it seems a little more open and friendly than a word document. Plus I can use the prettify javascript to make code samples look nice. Our company has a Sharepoint though, so an HTML file may not be the best choice given that most documentation is put up in spreadsheets and word documents.
There is no right or wrong answer. I've seen many projects done effectively with both Word (or the equivalent) and online/html/wiki. I've also seen many projects fail under both types of documentation technologies.
Bottom line: it's up to you and your team as to which is the most effective way to communicate, but if you don't communicate, you're going to fail.
Wikis are a very easy way to get started IMO; if you have a technology available already, why not go for it. Really depends on what you are comfortable working with.
Related/duplicate questions with good results and a lot of inspiration:
I use Sandcastle, and the Sandcastle Helpfile Builder. I author the doc in .aml files, then generate from that a .chm or a set of .htm files.
Think of it as a project system for documentation.
XML, which is what DocBook is, essentially. XML works everywhere on any platform with any programming language, can be transformed into anything, and is human readable.
There are a lot of document generation programs that will create documentation for you from source code, I believe they generally output xml, and can transform that into html for you. IMO HTML is the way to go as it is the most cross platform/browser format. Sharepoint has no problem storing HTML documents.
The biggest problem I see with Word (or other binary data) documentation is versioning. If you keep your documentation under version control (CVS, Subversion, ...) you do not get proper diffs unless you stick to text formats (HTML, DocBook, ...).
I would recomend DocBook as the source for the documentation. From DocBook you can generate all sorts of neat output formats (HTML, PDF, ...) if you want to distribute the documentation.
I use the doxygen tool to generate documentation from the standard C# xml comments. I then write introductory text and extra pages in the doxygen format and place it in one or more simple text files that I include in the doxygen build.
The best solution I've found is to use pod format, which can then be easily transformed into text, html, pdf, man, hlp, or just about any other format you can think of by freely available tools. It was originally created for perl documentation but is quite usable for any project, even if it has nothing to do with perl
Using an automatic mechanism such as Javadoc or Doxygen has the advantage that documetation stays in line with the code. But in my opinition it can lead to documentation that is good in detail but lacking overview.
We are using fogbugz wiki. With some plugins for latex and graphs, it is rather pleasant to work with. Every document has a nice Wxxx number, which can be referred to as an ID of a convention or a meeting. All information can be linkified, every investigation report linking to cases, every design linking to revisions in source control, etc - very comfortable.
Subscriptions are very useful. This way, anybody can change anything, and the document's owner will review the fix. Another important feature is search: with more than 2000 documents, there's one place to find things in. If you don't find, you will find something related which will point to your document as "See also".
Sometimes we need to perform small administrative tasks in SharePoint. A simple PowerShell script is a really good tool for that. For instance, such script can enumerate event handlers of a list:
[System.Reflection.Assembly]::LoadWithPartialName("Microsoft.SharePoint")
$site = new-object Microsoft.SharePoint.SPSite($args[0])
$site.RootWeb.Lists["MyList"].EventReceivers > C:\MyListHandlers.txt
It's known that objects like SPSite and SPWeb have to be Dispose()-d after a call, otherwise memory leaks occur. The best would be to call
$site.RootWeb.dispose()
$site.dispose()
at the end of this script. But if this is a Powershell script which will only be run once, and we know that PowerShell cleans up after execution - is it so bad to not call dispose()?
So, my question is - is there some danger if sometimes I run scripts like this; will it affect the overall stability of SharePoint farm (or of the server on which I'm running the script)?
This has been edited to include a safe, nonspecific answer.
IN GENERAL: dispose everything, because Dispose is the .NET framework's way to free up external resources (such as file handles, TCP ports, database connections, etc). Resources are not guaranteed to be released unless you call Dispose(). So beware. This is the general, non-SharePoint answer.
SPECIFICALLY WHEN DEALING WITH SharePoint: When you close the PowerShell.exe process, the memory is freed. If you need to dispose objects to keep memory pressure down (important in production environments or if you're looping over all sites/webs), make sure to dispose. If not, you don't need to worry about disposing.
The reason why we're so crazy about disposing in the first place is because most SharePoint code runs in long-running processes (either in an ASP.NET worker process or OWSTimer.exe) and failing to dispose can cause difficult-to-troubleshoot, sudden catastrophes (i.e., web server go boom). These catastrophic performance issues/OutOfMemoryExceptions don't affect me most of the time when working in PowerShell. I run ad-hoc scripts, I waste ~3-50MB of RAM because I fail to dispose my objects, I close the PowerShell window and the memory is freed. Most of the time it's a nonissue.
I've built scripts for working with SharePoint, and most of the time I don't bother disposing.
Here is a script wherein I dispose SPSite and SPWeb objects
Here is a script in which I don't bother to dispose an SPSite object
Ideally, you should call Dispose when possible. Even inside of PowerShell.
The SharePoint libraries include a lot of code that is just a wrapper around COM objects - and to make life more fun, many of those COM objects have their own pools and caches. The .NET call to Dispose really just instructs the COM objects that they can free their own objects (that may have a lifespan outside of the calling process).
Here is some more relevant info: http://blogs.msdn.com/sharepoint/archive/2009/02/11/sharepoint-and-powershell-knowledge.aspx
If the shell is accessing an external resource that has a lifetime longer than the life of the PowerShell script, then it should call Dispose.
However, if it is a resource allocated by the script, then there is no need to clean up. When the script exits, then all memory allocated for the script will be cleaned up.
While closing the process will clean things up, be careful. If you were to do a loop involving all the sites in your farm, a missing dispose can quickly eat up significant amounts of memory which will slow your server to a crawl. Since scripting is most helpful for batch operations, always keep that in mind.
Just follow this.
Even if it's a simple script that frees memory once executed, you never know whether at some point that gonna be copy/pasted into an inner loop of a bigger script :-)
For correctness, you should always dispose SP objects as specified in the link above.
There's been a lot of developer frustration working with SharePoint but we all hope Microsoft has been listening. With that in mind...
What updated and new features for developers excite you about working with WSS 4.0 and SharePoint Server 2010?
One answer per feature please so the community can vote on each one.
Official LINQ support. Seriously, CAML is stupid, and replacing it with LINQ in most cases will be a blessing.
The new Client Object Model (OM), which will make it a lot easier writing SharePoint apps running on remote machines. It looks a lot easier than working with the current set of inconsistent and cumbersome Web services.
I would have to say clean XHtml output. That has been bugging me for the 3 years i've worked with sharepoint.
SharePoint is now a first class citizen in Visual Studio. You can throw away WSP Builder and Sharepoint Manger, both great tools for SP2007
You no longer have to do your development on Windows Server. You can use Win 7, Vista, or WS08R2.
Business Connectivity Services (BCS) - In MOSS it was known as BDC - Ability not only to read the data from External data Store, but to write back. As show in the demo video there will be a List of type for External Data, that will let you to connect External data store and automatically the Add/Edit form gets rendered.
My personal 'want' is the developer dashboard!
XSLT based Rendering for the List Views
Visual Web Parts: Design-time experience for web parts. No need to dynamically create controls or use kludgy user control workarounds. This should ease the pain ASP.NET developers find getting up to speed with SharePoint.
Small change, but lets you search the logs folder for a correlation ID A correlation ID for errors. You can use this ID to view the error in the Logs folder.
Anything you could do with STSADM can now be done by using the fully power of powershell. There will be feature parity between the two.
The sandbox.. being able to deploy custom code to SharePoint Online and other hosted solutions will skyrocket SharePoint usage
They say they've streamlined the performance so I'm anxious to see the results of that. I don't know a user or developer who enjoys using SharePoint. Prior to 2010 it's the most bloated website I've ever used.
Ability to add Custom List Forms for the List using the InfoPath. Also you can Specify the validation logic for the Fields.
More control over Sync Event Handlers:
Currently in 07 We have an option to cancel the event set the ErrorMessage that will be displayed in the Plain Boring Page of SharePoint. It has been improved in MSS 10 ,now that we can set the redirect Page to which we want to redirect the user to.
is there a sharepoint "home" version that I can install and use for home learning purposes?
Thanks
Preconfigured Sharepoint 2007 installation from Microsoft: http://www.microsoft.com/downloads/details.aspx?FamilyID=67f93dcb-ada8-4db5-a47b-df17e14b2c74&displaylang=en
Some great tips regarding Sharepoint dev environment setup: http://www.sharepointdevwiki.com/display/public/Building+a+SharePoint+Development+Environment
Update 19/08/2010: SharePoint 2010
http://www.sharepointbuzz.com/archive/2010/05/11/sharepoint-2010-virtual-machine-rtm-download-links.aspx
You can also use MSDN Virtual Labs. They have a pre-configured environment you get to use for a certain amount of time.
Virtual Machine is the way to go, along with the time-bombed SharePoint 2007 dev environment VM. This VM expires in 30 days, but if you are an MSDN or TechNet subscriber then you can activate it for another 4 or 5 months.
Use Virtual PC or Virtual Server, they're both free and they read VHDs.
The "run MOSS on XP/Vista/Win7" from Bamboo is not a bad solution, if you're just looking to learn. But the virtual machine is the best way to go.
Unfortunately, no. SharePoint has to be installed on an instance of Windows Server (and developed against it). Generally, the recommended practice is to create a virtual machine for you to have a dev environment locally.
I should mention that there are some "Make SharePoint run on XP/Vista" articles out there. I've yet to see that go smoothly, and I certainly don't recommend it.
Further to the VM answers above, you can download trail (60 / 90 day) copies of :
so as long as you are happy to live with the knowledge that your environment will blow up soon (-ish) & you'll need to rebuild & move sites/code, you can bowl along quite happily like that.
Updated 06/08/2009 15:52: Short answer NO. Original question:
I can't find any reference which gives guidance on SPWeb.Site regarding disposing. I've gone through some of the more popular best practises documentation on disposing SharePoint objects:
Unfortunately none of these guidelines mention SPWeb.Site. To give some context, I'm writing a public extension API which accepts an SPWeb as an argument to a method i.e.:
public static void GetWebPartFromCatalog(this SPWeb web, string webPartName)
{
......
SPSite site = web.Site;
......
**OR** ??
using (SPSite site = web.Site)
{
....
}
}
I've looked as the Close() method in refelector for SPWeb, which is called by SPWeb.Dispose() and there is nothing in it to indicate the actual SPSite member field is disposed of.
Update: 06/08/2009 13:47
At Alex's suggestion
"Put it in a loop which runs 100 times and use the SPRequestStackTrace registry key described in Troubleshooting SPSite/SPWeb leaks in WSS v3 and MOSS 2007 to check that your test code is the source of the problem."
I ran the following piece of code included inside a webpart:
for (int i = 0; i < 100; i++)
{
using (SPWeb web = SPContext.Current.Site.OpenWeb(""))
{
SPSite site = web.Site;
Debug.WriteLine(site.Url);
}
}
Nothing appeared in the SharePoint logs.
Whilst I would hesitate to make any real conclusions from this naive experiment, It would suggest that it's not necessary to dispose of SPWeb.Site. It would be really nice to get a concrete answer from someone more informed on this subject.
Update: 06/08/2009 14:52 Prompted by Greg's Comment I worked out the assignments of m_Site and it appears it's ultimately always passed into SPWeb via the internal constructors. E.g. SPWeb.OpenWeb passes in this to new SPWeb(). So I'm more sure that SPWeb.Site should not be disposed, indeed could cause problems if it was.
Kirk's answer is correct. You must have some handle to an SPSite before an SPWeb can be created, and that is the same SPSite instance you will have when you call SPWeb.Site.
Let's think through the implications of that - if you do not control the creation of the SPSite, but one of its child webs is handed to you from external code, and you dispose the site, when control is returned to the calling code, you've disposed a Site they may not be done with! Put yourself in the calling code's shoes: you pass an SPWeb into a method, and when that method is done, the SPSite you were using has been closed. It is always the instanciator's responsibility to clean up resources they allocate. Do not dispose the SPSite in this case.
Just thinking off the top of my head (dangerous sometimes)...
It seems that you cannot really have a SPWeb without having a SPSite. So, if you got the SPWeb without going through SPSite to get it (either by doing a new SPSite or one being provided to you), then you probably do not need to worry about disposing the SPSite.
This is just conjecture, though. Good question!
This isn't clear. There is Stefan's blog that states "You need to ensure that you only dispose SPSite and SPWeb objects that your code owns". Then there is this thread from Michael Washam (Microsoft) that states this pattern does leak.
Unless you can find another reference or someone else knows, why don't you test it out in your development server and add your results as an answer to this question? Put it in a loop which runs 100 times and use the SPRequestStackTrace registry key described in Troubleshooting SPSite/SPWeb leaks in WSS v3 and MOSS 2007 to check that your test code is the source of the problem.
Reflector tells us that this is the code that runs inside the SPWeb object when you call the Site property:
public SPSite Site
{
get
{
return this.m_Site;
}
}
It's not creating a new SPSite object, just returning the one it already had, which would be up to the SPWeb.Dispose() to take care of, if necessary. So, you can safely use it, and I would avoid disposing of it, lest SPWeb dependencies go all wonky on you.
Have you tried to check your assembly with SPDisposeCheck ? Perhaps it gives you a tip how to handle your problem.
I often use this pattern in my SharePoint code as a rule of thumb if calling depose does not crash anything I call it. The other rule that I follow is I try not to create extensions that don't cause a net gain in SPRequest objects (the SPRequest object is the .net object that talks to all of the heavy weight com objcets)
now breaking down your example
for (int i = 0; i < 100; i++)
{
using (SPWeb web = SPContext.Current.Site.OpenWeb(""))
{
SPSite site = web.Site;
Debug.WriteLine(site.Url);
}
}
The key here is the SPContext.Current.Site The SPContext will clean up after it's self correctly (one of the few objects that does) since we know that the site is cleaned up correctly I expect that the webs got cleaned up to, however this is far from the correct answer to you question. (note you should be leaking the webs you got via OpenWeb)
public static void GetWebPartFromCatalog(this SPWeb web, string webPartName)
you need to get the SPSite to do thing with the web parts.
SPSecurity.CodeToRunElevatedWith those in mind I would end up writing this as . . . now Dispose check will go off in this case because the the SPSite being passed in as an argument because it can't track down in what scope it is disposed in.
public static void GetWebPartFromCatalog(this SPSite site, string webPartName) {
SPSecurity.CodeToRunElevated( () => {
using(SPSite suSite = new SPSite(site.Id)){
//do what you need to do
}
};
}
Stefan Gobner has an excellent article on this: Troubleshooting SPSite/SPWeb leaks in WSS v3 and MOSS 2007
...And be sure to use the SPDispose check tool on your codebase.
You need to delete the SPSite / SPWeb instance if it is a new object
eg
using(SPSite site = new SPSite("url"))
{
DoSomething;
}
here using will take care of deleting the object however if you have got the reference of the object from the SPContext.Current you should not explicit dispose the object as the reference should be available from SPContext.Current.
Like the other "Hidden Features" questions, what are your favourite parts of the SharePoint API and development platform (both WSS 3.0 and MOSS 2007) that help you get the job done?
Please share your tips, tricks and secrets!
Here are a few of my favourites:
SPUtility.Redirect with the SPRedirectFlags.DoNotEndResponse flag. Avoids ThreadAbortException for you without the need to clutter your own code.
SPUrlExpressionBuilder. This class allows you to build dynamic URLs using tokens such as ~site, ~sitecollection, ~language.
SPContext.Current.Web.CurrentUser. Simply does what it says on the tin.
Microsoft.SharePoint.SPBuiltInFieldId. STOP!! If you ever find yourself hardcoding a GUID (e.g. updating the DataTable in the ProcessItems method, Content Query Web Part). You'll find it in this class.
My favorite feature (though it isn't an API object) is "feature stapling". Being able to automatically attach and activate a feature based on the site template being used. This is great for swapping out the MasterPageUrl.
As far as API I would have to say the SPSite overload that accepts a user token.
SPUserToken systemAccountToken = SPContext.Current.Site.SystemAccount.UserToken;
Guid siteGuid = SPContext.Current.Site.ID;
using(SPSite site = new SPSite(siteGuid,systemAccountToken))
{
//...do something
}
This is the prefered way to elevate privledges unless you require network access rights.
Custom Provisioning Providers (SPWebProvisioningProvider)
They let you do stuff on a site after it has been provisioned.
Feature stapling can cause race conditions since you, in some situations, cannot be sure if an artifact is provisioned or not (stapled features are executed in random order inside their scope).
Also provisioning providers only need a new template ID in webtemp, so it's a pretty clean approach!
My Favourite feature would have to be delegate controls.
The idea is that you can replace the standard sharepoint controls with your own user controls. The normal feature deployment process can be employed, so you can easily deploy and retract your changes, but most importantly you don't touch the SharePoint system files.
The delegate control is normally used to help brand the SharePoint site or to provide alternate functionality.
A good example can be found here
It has to be SPSecurity.RunWithElevatedPrivileges(delegate).
There are plenty of bits of the SharePoint API that I am not a big fan of, but this one makes me feel quite dirty every time I use it. But I often use this to wrap all of my Data Access code so that I can use Integrated Authentication.
private DoStuffInStandardUserContext()
{
//do code that does
//not require elevation
//
//
//then run this method with Elevated Privileges
SPSecurity.RunWithElevatedPrivileges(ExecuteDataAccess);
//do other non elevated tasks...
}
private void ExecuteDataAccess()
{
using(MyDBDataContext context = new MyDBDataContext())
{
context.DoDataAccessStuff()....
}
}
SPEmailEventReceiver class. Allow e-mail enable lists like Contacts that don't have this ability out of the box.
Custom Search Results pages - not really hidden, but very powerful, and frequently overlooked. You can really improve the results pages with a bit of XSL and a few changes to the Core Results web part.
If I had to select a class, though, I'd nominate the `SPSiteDataQuery' (MSDN)
Making schema.xml View elements concise by referencing all the guff using
<ViewStyle ID="0" />
or
<ViewStyle ID="17" />
One of my favorites despite the ugly implementation is the SPWeb.ProcessBatchData method that lets you process multiple operations in batch. It also lets you do stuff otherwise not possible via the object model. For example creating a new uncustomized Web Part page.
I got a job offer today for a position as a SharePoint developer. One of my friends is telling me that sharepoint is a big mess and not something I would want to be doing.
What are some of your experiences/thoughts in working with SharePoint?
I'm going to buck the trend here a bit. I see SharePoint as a development platform - plain and simple. It utilizes other technologies such as IIS, ASP.NET, SQL Server, and Windows Workflow so I don't have to reinvent the wheel. It lets me focus on solving business problems instead of worrying about plumbing and system-level code.
Don't get me wrong, SharePoint does come with baggage, but if you like to solve real-world business problems and not just sling code, it has a lot to offer. I am continuously amazed at how rich the platform is with WSSv3 - which is free.
If you like to align yourself with Microsoft technology, then you need to realize that SharePoint is here to stay and will continue to get better and be more commonplace. The current version (v3 - WSSv3 / MOSS 2007) is lacking in AJAX, social networking, and other functionality/technology. The v4 version is just around the corner and is bound to improve in these areas.
In regards to some of the negatives I have read in this thread:
I have written web parts that live in SharePoint that utilize the AJAX toolkit and so have co-workers of mine. One co-worker is very active with Silverlight web parts.
Yes, you do tend to develop on Windows Server 2003/2008. This doesn't bother me and I don't spend much time at all on installation and configuration. I do use virtual machines for development environments sometimes and agree that can sometimes be a pain.
What I am able to do, however, is configure some things instead of develop. Authorization, done; provisioning, done; row-level security, done; basic UI CRUD, done; deployment to multiple front ends, done; search, done. Now I have time to focus on solving the business problem.
If you are going to do SharePoint development, you need to get started on the right foot. I highly recommend Inside Microsoft Windows SharePoint Server 3.0 to get to the meat of what a developer can/should do within SharePoint.
For what it's worth, I've been a developer for over 20 years working on Unix and Windows in several different languages and technology. I've been focusing on SharePoint v3 since it's beta days and am happy with the direction I have chosen.
I'm surprised at all of the positive responses. Let me just ask, do you mind creating your markup in code? As in HtmlWriter.BeginTag("br") (or whatever, sorry for not knowing the HtmlWriter api). That's considered best practices for creating redistributable web parts.
How about the Ajax Toolkit? Oops, off limits. Doesn't work due to a missing doc-type in the header.
And your laptop is running Windows server 2003, right? Because of course Sharepoint won't run on anything else.
I understand people defending their platform, but as someone who has had to do some work in Sharepoint, but doesn't any more ... let me say that developing for Sharepoint is the worst development experience of my life. Now, I've been pretty careful in my choices to date, so it's not the worst possible experience, but it's down there. Or, to put it another way, I would much prefer working in PHP than Sharepoint.
My small web shop briefly embraced SharePoint a couple of years back; we did consulting, customization, training, and so on. It's true that you get a lot out the box, and I understand it's improved a lot; but the overall experience was very negative and we've never looked back.
In general, SharePoint falls short of its promise in a number of ways that are just mystifying: Things that would seem like no-brainers require all kinds of custom development.
We've gone back to rolling our own solutions for customers; they're much happier with that arrangement, and so are we.
good =============================[=]=== bad
I have like Kirk also worked with SharePoint since the 2003 beta version and am still liking it. You can of course always wish for something to have been better thought through - but I guess you can say that about almost any Enterprise product. To me, the positives far outweight the negatives when it comes to building solutions on top of the SharePoint platform.
Let me as a developer share with you my top 5 good things and top 5 bad things about SharePoint:
Top 5 Good Things about SharePoint
and #6: more girls involved in SharePoint projects (Maybe this should have been #1 ;-)). Women typically handle many of the softer aspects of big SharePoint projects, which they are often better at than their male counterparts. A successful SharePoint project is sooo much more than coding some Web parts and styling some Web pages. Just read the excellent series Why do SharePoint Projects Fail by Paul Culmsee.
Top 5 Bad Things about SharePoint
I find that the biggest frustration with SharePoint, even the latest release, is the lack of attention to documentation. There are so many poorly-documented API calls. I can feel my blood pressure rising just from posting this answer.
Sharepoint IS a huge mess.
It has to be said, the platform makes money, but more as a money making scheme. Developer skills in Sharepoint are rare and people with those skills are paid well. Clients pay through their teeth for Sharepoint custom dev and development houses as a result do their best to convince their clients that Sharepoint is the perfect fit for everything.
My opinion, Sharepoint is not a development platform, but a money making platform.
Edit: I also forgot to add 11. Its a resource pig like nothing you've ever seen before.
I knew nothing about SharePoint 3 months ago. Since then I've had to create a couple of custom web parts for my company's new support site and I have to agree with your friend, it's a big mess.
At first I was impressed by how much you could do with the platform without any coding at all. But it's been frustrating getting my stuff to work properly. I tried to incorporate a user control I had written earlier that worked great in a regular web app, but a key part simply wouldn't work in SharePoint for reasons that are still beyond me. I managed to find a workaround, but lost two weeks in the process.
It was also disheartening to learn that the development environment has to be a machine actually running SharePoint, which has to run under Windows 2003/2008. I had to set up a virtual machine on my existing system, which isn't a big deal but it's one more hurdle you have to overcome.
In all, it seemed way too confusing for what you're trying to do. I agree with the sentiment that a lot of time is spent on installation, configuration, and deployment versus actual development. Maybe the 2010 version will be better. It's certainly not a product I would look forward to working with.
SharePoint can be frustrating at times. It's a "maturing product" according to Microsoft, so when you do something wrong, you get nice errors like "an error occurred" or "cannot complete action". CAML is something that requires great patience. The documentation on it is not very good and you can waste a great deal of time over a stupid syntax error.
All in all, it's a decent platform, but it will probably cause you to get gray hair sooner than your peers.
It's a (good?) way to pay the bills....
SharePoint is a v2 product...v3 is due in 2010, and it's the fastest growing product in MS's history (supposedly). v2 is short of mature, and it definitely leaves something to be desired for those of us who develop, but there's a lot of tools out there that make developing against it easier (stsdev, being one).
It's something that you'll be seeing more and more of if you stay in the Windows realm. It's a powerful platform and the future of it looks very promising.
From a developer's perspective, it's a bit frustrating that they've thought about developing against it as sort of an afterthought, as most Windows-based applications are. The end user wins in priority, that's for sure.
SharePoint work is challenging and rewarding, even without the development aspect of it. You're affecting the entire organization and actually helping businesses run better. The development aspect will frustrate you from time to time, but it all tends to even out.
It varies a lot depending on the way the project is run - if you work within the design of SharePoint you can achieve a lot without much effort. If you get requirements that go against that and the client isn't willing to compromise, it can get pretty frustrating.
You also tend to get a lot of environments that haven't been set up right - even things as basic as source control and reproducible deployment are often left out. The infrastructure people often don't understand SharePoint, so you get issues like not being able to connect your development environment to a network.
However, most of these issues are quite easily solved if there is someone involved who knows what they are doing. Once you get past any project and environment issues it's quite a good platform to work with.
The official documentation isn't particularly helpful, but the available unofficial documentation and tools have improved a huge amount since I started working with the platform.
It's clear from the other answers that there's a lot of frustration for SharePoint developers.
The givens are:
It is definitely a technology that is still maturing for developers. The amount of information available from the developer community and Microsoft has grown enormously in the last 2 years. There's a lot of guidance coming out of the patterns & practices team for SharePoint which can be found here: http://www.codeplex.com/spg
As for some of the other comments - it's the fastest growing Microsoft product measured on licenses sold, not necessarily on installations! And yes, the functionality that comes with WSS 3.0 for free is pretty amazing.
There's a very wide scope of what 'SharePoint development' could encompass. It could be pure web content development driven through the web browser and tools like SharePoint Designer. Or getting down and dirty writing custom ASP.NET web parts, Windows Workflow, custom ASP.NET web services and pages hosted in SharePoint and much more.
There are a lot of out-of-the-box web services that come with SharePoint that allow integration with other systems and some people might call programming against that API 'SharePoint development'.
I think the rule of thumb with SharePoint in general is that on the surface it appears to be an all encompassing product that tries to be everything to anyone. Sometimes you don't have to scratch the surface very far to realise that the platform isn't going to solve your particular business needs without significant customisation. It's sometimes that last 10% of required feature that costs you 90% of the effort!
I have decent .net dev experience and 3 months on SP, my experience so far:
The good:
I think SP is good for application with simple data model, preferably read-heavy. A huge strong point is what users/administrators can achieve with configuration only. Change data structure on the fly, modify look and feel, etc. A wonderful platform for "my books" kind of things..
The bad:
But there are lot of things where SP stumbles and falls (on you). For example it is hard to work when non-trivial logic is required, especially aggregation functions over foreign key relationships. And of course the lack of transactions. Maintaining data integrity could become a problem. Beware of this when you consider working on a specific project.
There's little compile-time support, majority of your tasks will include messing with resources looked up by calling it by name as a string. It can be considered "flexible" and "simple", but its just too error-prune for my taste and slows down development. Of course this is not only SP thing, but MVC/webforms seem more easily pushable toward the strongly typed world.
If you like managed world then deal with the fact that the vast majority of SP is non-managed code, giving you exceptions like "HResult 8000072F" with next to no stacktrace to hint you on what could have failed.
Deployment and bug reproducibility has caused quite many frustrating days. WSS takes the whole machine for itself, files needed to run the app are scattered around DB, file system (and quite often GAC). To have a basic separation of projects, expect to be working on lots of different VMs.
The tool support is quite poor (not tried VS 2010). Better expect to make friends with command line and scripting. Expect debugging experience to be slow. Unit-testing is quite hard to do..
My personal conclusion: SP has it's niche but it is not a platform a .Net programmer can enjoy. The user experience may have some occasional "WOW", but the developer experience did not. This could be the "steep learning curve" talking, but maybe it's just the way it is.
It's simultaneously the most frustrating and the most rewarding experience you'll have. While the reward comes (at least partially) in the form of a great salary (compared to straight web dev), the frustrations are nothing that can't be overcome with stackoverflow and google at your side.
I've been doing SharePoint development since 2003, and the valleys of "I FREAKING HATE SHAREPOINT!" are always off-set by the moments of "DUDE, THAT'S FREAKING AWESOME!"
If you are offered an entry-level position doing SharePoint, I'd take it in a heartbeat. You'll get on-the-job training on one of the hottest technologies around.
If you have a background in web development, I think you might be frustrated at the lack of flexibility that Sharepoint offers developers. Being restricted to think in terms of "web parts", isn't a lot of fun if you've previously had the flexibility to write a little closer to the HTML.
In addition, I found that a lot of time was spent on configuration / implementation issues, relative to regular web development.
You do get a reasonable amount of functionality "out of the box" though.
I am happy to report having a positive experience with SharePoint programming. I agree that the out-of-the box masterpages and css are pretty bad, and the here and there lack of documentation in the API can be very frustrating at sometimes, but these are minor setbacks if you see SharePoint as a development framework instead as a finite product which can be customized. I have read someone at MS describing the SharePoint as "modeling clay", with the out-of-the-box templates merely as "demos" of what can be achieved.
I find it quite easy and straightforward to build a custom master page (with the proper Doc Type in the header to remove the awful BackCompat and enable CSS1Compat, for example) or have my aspx pages with code-behind or whatever. Bottom line is - whatever you can do within a website in pure asp.net 2.0, you can do the same with SharePoint and benefit from its scalability, deployment techniques, API, permission model, audits, document storage system, InfoPath integration, workflows, etc.
I guess that in the end it really depends on your point of view: is SharePoint a development platform with a "demo" collection of site templates, or just a semi-finite product which allows you to customize it here and there?
I was originally an ASP.NET developer building Web Content Management Systems and working with Document Management Systems. SharePoint was a natural progression in this space leveraging on the skills that I already had on top of a platform.
I did a presentation on this last year that may be of interest.
More information is available here: http://sharepointdevwiki.com/x/HYBfAQ
I am 3 months into a SharePoint project that will be ending soon.
I spend my days going through error logs trying to figure out why various SharePoint components do not function like MS says they should. Documentation is regarded by many in development industry as "...worst I've ever seen". Good luck finding anything useful on an MS related site.
Many "social features" depend on UPS (User Profile Service) which is notoriously buggy and difficult to configure; google it and you'll see. On my project it took multiple developers weeks and a Ph.D in EE to get UPS working at all. All this for a webservice! Due to ongoing stability problems said company eventually hired a SharePoint author who proclaimed "I believe in this platform!". Yea right. I wonder how much he's getting paid to say that. However take heart, with each new MS Cummulative Update, UPS gets closer and closer to being viable, at least for a development environment. It has come a long way from the initial release when it completely didn't work at all.
You will spend much of your time configuring Active Directory, IIS, ForeFront Identity Management Services, SQLServer, and Server2008 settings. Keep in mind most of these settings will conflict with one another so be prepared to spend plenty of time on SharePoint blogs looking for work-arounds. In fact most SharePoint blogs are dedicated to workarounds and hacks just to get SharePoint to work or at least bring it up to functionality of basic website. I thought the whole point of a platform with pre-built functionality was to decrease your work load, not increase it. If you like to lay code and not play admin or blog sleuth, this is not the platform for you.
As mentioned elsewhere development requirements are insane. SharePoint Server(the full version of the product) can/should only be run on Windows server. For me this means virtual machine. 8GB ram is really minimum you can get away with. I ended up buying core i5, 16GB, and SSD just to build reasonably fast dev environment. This is web development, not video editing.
If you and/or your team are lucky enough to get SharePoint mildly stable in a production environment, end users will be treated to 5-second page loads, slow response times for almost any type of request, and possibly the most unintuitive UI in recent computing history. One of SharePoint's major attractions is that you can edit web pages on the fly by adding various types of webparts or using SharePoint Designer to actually change structure of page. This can get experienced developers into a lot of trouble so non-technical user's whom I believe this feature is targeted towards, will die. They will be met with a chorus of Correlation Id errors that give them a very helpful and informative GUID.
Developers and end users both loose when it comes to this mess. The only thing SharePoint is good for is making me believe in necessity of opensource.
PS - Please don't attack my spelling or grammar. I am not an English major.
Definnately a good technology and i think this may be the future of most of the website/ web apps!
Let's se what Sharepoint 2010 has got for us!
Anybody may say anything. But i knows that sharepoint technology does not offers high paying jobs as compared to JAVA or C++ and I feel really bad that i am in this technology especially for this reason. :(
SharePoint 2007 (WSS or MOSS) logs are not easy to read even on a large screen, has anyone come across a log viewer that is able to:
A subset of the above features would be acceptable, as would a range of tools either WinForms or SharePoint Features.
The list below isn't in any particular order other than the order in which they came to my attention. I have posted the log viewers that I found, if you have had any experience with the products upvote/comment in the answers below.
Found so far:
I haven't test it myself but give this one a try: http://www.codeplex.com/SPLogViewer
Sharepoint Features has a Log Viewer too. (And not at least an 'Attach to debugger' feature.)
It depends on where you going to investigate your logs. SharePoint Feature, as mentioned before allows you to check logs from the Central Administration. But, when you don't have access to the box, and have only logs available I'd recommend to use http://www.codeplex.com/ULSViewer desktop viewer. Really good WPF desktop applications with powerful features to sort and filter logs
Author of ULSViewer is really nice guys and very responsible. I've contacted him several times regarding some improvements and he released new version in reasonable time
Honestly I think your best bet is to use logparser (its been around for a long time and typically used for IIS logs and event logs, but can also do sharepoint logs)
Check out this post for some examples
http://blogs.msdn.com/scaravajal/archive/2008/03/15/logparser-processes-uls-logs.aspx
If you have a multiple server farm, I think your best bet is to have all your log files goto a shared drive. Then use LogParser to run queries against that directory, that way you can easily query all the log files at once as well as filter, etc.
Another option is to use SSIS to dump the logs to SQL: http://www.keirgordon.com/2008/04/load-sharepoint-2007-usage-log-data.html
http://sharepointlogviewer.codeplex.com/ SharePoint Log Viewer by Overroot Inc.
SharePoint Log Viewer a recent project from CodePlex.
Precaution is better than cure. I will recommend using SPTRACEVIEW. which can instantly tell you about all errors and problems right from the low level. Link to SPTraceView Download
Sharepoint NinjaToolkit has a SharePoint ULS Log Parser.
The WSS / MOSS Log File reader from Starznet adds a link in Central Administration.
SPSDev.com has a great tool - the ULS Log Reader that I use. It's free and offers some nice features. ULS Log Reader
This one is really cool... http://www.stonebond.com/Products/OpenSource/SharePointLogViewer/tabid/326/Default.aspx
I have only been doing development work in SharePoint the last 6 months. Coming from a client server background the tooling situation in SharePoint was a rude surprise, but I think that I have by now picked up the majority of the Must Have tools.
Which tools should be in every SharePoint developers toolbox in your opinion ?
My list so far includes:
Powershell (PowerGUI is my current editor)
Event Handler tool by the late Patrick Tisseghem
Our VMWare ESX server (fast, easy to make snapshorts)
VMware Player (nice to be able to
work even when offline)
Reflector or one of its open source alternatives
A home made Active Directory explorer in order to verify against the AD
Seems like I invented the wheel again, sigh. Now I use an AD browser from MS
Edited:
the U2U CAML Query Builder is awsome, thanks for the tip
-Being a consultant more than a developer I have to stress how important PowerShell is in my daily work: learn it, live it. Love it!
I am sure that you also use Visual Studio, but beside from this I have a couple of additional tools that I would include in my toolbox:
WSPBuilder (for building SharePoint solutions - couldn't live without it)
SharePoint Designer
STSDEV in my view is good tool for creating solutions, like WSPBuilder and better than VSeWSSv12.
Another great tool for SP developers:
It is a SharePoint object model explorer which exposes pretty much everything.
WSPBuilder for automated builds.
WSS SDK for quick offline WSS documentation, samples, white papers, etc.
MOSS SDK for quick offline MOSS documentation, samples, white papers, etc.
SharePoint Solution Installer for easy deployment of WSP packages
Imtech Fields Explorer for auto generating content type-based Page Layouts and features.
SharePoint Dispose Checker Tool for checking for potentially undisposed webs/sites.
Get SharePoint to Validate to make those ugly HTML-table based web part zones into XHTML.
YACAMLQT for us who can't be bother with how to nest CAML into valid statements.
SPSReport for generating reports of the farm when an error is hard to track down.
SmartPart for hosting web user controls inside web parts without a line of code.
Typemock Isolator for writing Unit Tests in SharePoint
Fiddler for tracking what's going on between client and server
IIS Diagnostics Toolkit for easily enabling SSL (and other stuff)
Should check out the list of tools on the SharePointDevWiki.com page 'Other Development Tools'.
If you are doing anything with Search, then I can recommend our SearchCoder toolset: SearchCoder
In addition to being a great persisted object browser, MAPILab Spy for Microsoft SharePoint is a fantastic tool learning the SharePoint object model and how types interrelate. Many of the one-off command line applications that are needed to read, set, or observe object instances can be avoided with this tool.
MAPILab Spy does run $69, so something like SharePoint Manager 2007 (mentioned above in both Kasper's question and Tudor Olariu's reply) gets you some of the same functionality for much less (that is, for free!) For me, though, it's been worth the money for the tool in the development work I've done ... and no, I'm not a spokesperson (paid or otherwise) -- just a satisfied user :-)
SPTraceView hooked up with DebugView is an excellent combo for production debugging.
Since most of the interesting stuff is going on in the database behind the scenes, Sql Profiler is a must if you want to know what stored procedure is being called etc.
SPVisualDev from CodePlex is another excellent tool to try out.
I've found that SP-Lint+ has helped me a number of times when I've mis-typed a value in a configuration file. See link text
I'm using sharegate to replicate my Dev/QA/Prod environment
Notepad++ For handling encoded XML, linearizing XML, etc. Very handy when SharePoint designer gets on the way.
Sharepoint 2010 Diagnostic Log Compression this tool is life saver for big files in verbose mode for troubleshooting
When I try to retrieve a column which is a hyperlink I get two items that are comma delimited instead of one.
When I pull item["ColumnName"] I get its value:
Why is it showing the link, and title?
You can extract the actual url and the description from the column value this way:
SPFieldUrlValue fieldValue = new SPFieldUrlValue(myItem["URL"].ToString());
string linkTitle = fieldValue.Description;
string linkUrl = fieldValue.Url;
Because at the lowest level, all Sharepoint fields are stored as strings. The GetFieldValue method of an SPField accepts a string, and it is up to the logic of that field class to read that string and convert it into a meaningful value object.
item["FieldName"] returns a generic object that represents the field value. By itself the object is usually useless, except as the raw string representation of the data.
If you use the GetFieldValueAsHtml() method, it will return <a href="url">title</a>:
//if field is of type Hyperlink, returns <a href="url">title</a>
item.Fields["FieldName"].GetFieldValueAsHtml(item["FieldName"])
Or
//if field is of type Hyperlink, returns Url, Title
item.Fields["FieldName"].GetFieldValueAsText(item["FieldName"])
Or
//if field is of type Hyperlink, returns Url
item.Fields["FieldName"].GetValidatedString(item["FieldName"])
The SPListItem URL property does return the URL for the SPListItem including the List/Documetn Library name, but it doesn't return the full URL including the server and site names.
To get the full URL, you can either concatenate the SPLIstItem.Web.Url and the SPListItem.URL, or extract the full URL from the SPListItem.XML data like this:
foreach (SPListItem item in list.Items)
{
XmlDocument xmlDoc = new XmlDocument();
xmlDoc.LoadXml(item.Xml);
XmlNamespaceManager nsm = new XmlNamespaceManager(xmlDoc.NameTable);
nsm.AddNamespace("z", "#RowsetSchema");
string fullURL = xmlDoc.SelectSingleNode("z:row", nsm).Attributes["ows_EncodedAbsUrl"].Value;
}
http://insomniacgeek.com/code/how-to-get-the-full-url-from-splistitem-in-sharepoint/
That is how SharePoint stores links. First the URL and then the Title that's actually shown on the page.
From the SharePoint documentation:
"The URL field uniquely consists of two strings separated by a comma and space. One string contains the URL path and the other contains the description used as hyperlinked text."
You have to split the string to get two parts.
string url = field["URL"].Split(',')[0];
string title = field["URL"].Split(',')[1];
Code is not optimal, but just to show you exactly what I mean.
Oliver, you didn't specify SharePoint version. My answer is for 2003 version. If you have MOSS, take a look at SPFieldUrl and SPFieldUrlValue classes.
I am working on setting up a method for my company's developers to share documentation and information about our various internal systems. This would range from information that would be useful for bringing a new employee up to speed, to descriptions of common problems users have with the systems and their resolutions.
This seemed like an ideal job for a wiki to me, and since our company only has the ability to host ASP.NET applications, I set about researching the available ASP.NET wikis. ScrewTurn Wiki seemed to be the most appropriate one, it's very full-featured and there are several plugins available that would be useful for my situation, including syntax highlighting and AD integration.
However, upon starting the process to have ScrewTurn deployed to our intranet, it was suddenly remembered that, hey, Sharepoint 2007 has a wiki, and since we already have Sharepoint set up, couldn't we just use that? I did a bit of evaluation of the Sharepoint "wiki" (in quotes because it barely qualifies), and was able to demonstrate that it wouldn't be suitable due to its many deficiencies, which I won't list here.
Now at this point, it's been suggested that perhaps I don't need a wiki at all, couldn't we just do everything in Word documents and use Sharepoint's document management functionality instead?
So what I'm looking for is some additional ammunition, preferably from people with experience. What are examples of things that will be difficult or impossible with Sharepoint in the context of internal developer documentation? What is a wiki better at? Hey, I'm open-minded, what is Sharepoint better at?
What will make it worthwhile to deploy a wiki instead of simply using what we already have?
I'm hoping this is going to be some use - extra points or not :)
SPS or WSS is VERY good if you are working with office documents - you can version, check in/out, share, search etc. I dont think there is anything on the market which comes close for that function (it also does custom lists and stuff really well).
But as you point out, the WIKI function is, well, sub-standard.
For developer documentation, a wiki is much better, as you can easily interlink documents, and even if for the sole reason that developers tend to LIKE the wiki markup! Makes it feel like they are writing code, not a document. Well, ok, I like it. Word documents? endless frustration, especially for code snippits and things like API's. Wikis' usually handle code and structured formatting really, really well.
But here's the main point of me posting:
If you can host ASP.NET - and if you have SPS you can already! - then just install BOTH OF THEM. Make a new IIS virtual host, put STW in that one ('cos SPS will be in it's own virtual host)*. Massage the DNS a bit (so you can hit http://wiki or something), and just go for it.
As it's all internal to your company, and STW has windows security and versions, security isn't a huge issue. Each page can be linked to from anywhere - it's an HTML page after all - so you can link to it from the SPS wiki if you really want to. There is some lock in, I guess, but not a lot.
Here at BBC Worldwide, we use a number of technologies:
there are links between the STW, Trac and SPS - eg we try not to store docs as attachments in trac, rather link to them in SPS, etc.
Works well.
As for ammo: SPS works well if it fits what you want to do (or YOU can fit what IT does). If not, you are either screwed, or need to do a lot of dev, which is really the same thing :)
But aside from management getting all funny about it, I can't see a problem with installing both. STW is free after all. You have server(s).
And it gets dev's writing docs, which is seldom a bad thing. Ok, it's a bad thing if real humans have to read it, but docs for other dev's? All good.
*note: virtual HOST. Not virtual DIRECTORY.
I've done both. After those experiences, here is my suggestion:
As for the why to use a wiki, whether screwturn or sharepoint -- it beats word docs in Sharepoint hands down. To use Sharepoint, first off you have to download the doc, edit, upload, or use Office integration which is chancy at best. Wiki's eliminate all the friction and make it dead simple to update. Eliminating friction is key, because when you have to work with word docs you end up just not updating them as often as you should. With a wiki, it's a 2 second pop in/edit/save transaction. With a word doc, it takes minutes to load word, open the doc, edit, worry about formatting, save, etc.
Hey I've got experience here. We started to use ScrewTurn at work, but we were asked to switch since the company had already bought SharePoint. Documentation quality went down because Word documents are no match for a wiki, and as others have pointed out, SharePoint's is not up to par.
In my opinion, nothing beats a wiki for documentation. I think it's mainly the ability to create links to pages that don't yet exist. That way I can stub out documentation and the rest gets filled in as needed. It makes documentation more concise and readable.
With Word docs, hyperlinking is not very likely to be used, but it's so helpful to the readability of documentation. I could go on...
Here is an open source extended wiki for SharePoint that may be more suitable:
http://www.codeplex.com/CKS/Wiki/View.aspx?title=Enhanced%20Wiki%20Edition&referringTitle=Home
As a generalisation, word is pretty awful for technical documents. Because it works very poorly for large, structured documents it encourages a proliferation of small documents with no cross-referencing between documents. Scale this up to any significant size and you will have trouble finding which documents pertain to an issue you are trying to investigate. As time goes on you will find people wasting more and more time hunting through a jumble of word documents, spreadsheets, visio diagrams and even powerpoint presentaions to find information that may or may not be recorded.
Putting them into sharepoint just forces you to route your searching through a browser.
Any technical documentation tool must support cross-referencing between documents to avoid losing those references. A wiki achieves this far better than word ever will. Also, it is much easier to incorported generated content such as data dictionaries or API docs into a wiki, and you can make the XRef targets stable.
First, check out this StackOverflow thread. A similar question was asked about Sharepoint wikis, and the answers there both pro and con are really useful and outline the "impossible in Sharepoint" part of your question.
I'm in the middle of trying to implement a team wiki in Sharepoint right now for almost he exact same thing as you, after having used Sharepoint for team documents for a couple years. My observations:
My experience is that Sharepoint for documents is decent. It can be flaky and you'll sometimes lose edits or have performance issues, although a good Sharepoint support team can help with some of that. I did find the Sharepoint document libraries better than storing things on the network. It makes the docs and libraries easy to link to. Judicious use of the metadata properties can make a Sharepoint list view very useful for seeing what the document is, what it's for, and what status it is in, so our analysts, PMs, developers, etc., all know at a glance who has the ball and when something is waiting on them. That was started for a project a couple years ago; today Sharepoint 2007's workflows can probably provide notifications.
There's also version control for the documents. But as some others have noted doing things in documents has overhead and flaws involved in composing, downloading, and sharing. Check-outs of documents help, but loose cannon developers can download docs, edit them, and than store them elsewhere thus defeating the version control. This has happened to us, although that's a discipline issue and not Sharepoint's fault.
Per the Chris Hynes answer, friction is a good word to describe the issue. For quick reference of a team's internal infrastructure details the wiki seems to work better for us. The wiki makes the data almost instantaneously visible, without having to click a link first and wait for Word to load. Edits are quicker and easier too...and although I'm still experimenting with it, the Sharepoint wikis have version control and allow "check outs" of wiki articles.
As you and the other SO thread pointed out, compared to other wiki engines, Sharepoint is lightweight. What is it better at? Well, I'm using it because it's there, didn't require any special setup, better than nothing, and frankly, it works fine for internal stuff that doesn't have to be robust or customer-facing. It's easy to sell to the boss because it doesn't cost anything more than what we've already spent. The wiki also can't as easily be compromised by the loose cannon types I mentioned earlier, and we'd be able to view the audit trail or rollback if necessary.
It's easy to add and cross-link entries, although if you want to embed graphics, you have to upload them first to a Sharepoint library. You can edit the HTML in the wiki too, although I'm not sure what limitations there are with that, and controlling the CSS I believe is not available without security access and Sharepoint Designer. So anything other than text (like tables) is not very robust.
So far I like it better than storing everything as documents. The immediacy of seeing and editing the data gives the wiki a real edge. It is certainly easier than pulling down a document and checking it back in. With the average documentation-averse developer, it helps to remove the barriers around keeping information updated.
Something else to consider. Do you expect your devs to be enthusiastic and actively involved in editing the wiki? If so, you might want the discussion features of a different wiki engine. My developers are like most; the two things they hate most are testing and documentation. So I'm the guy creating articles explaining the build procedure, the database environment usage, the application instances, server map, the SOX documentation chec
A wiki is much more likely to be used than a bunch of word docs simply because it is quicker and easier to find an entry to edit or create a new page than a bunch of word docs will ever be!
The question then becomes which wiki
Almost any wiki is better than the SharePoint wiki, that one is beyond a joke
Screwturn is excellent, has ACLs and WYSIWYG in v3, and is very easy to extend
e.g. Using the XSLT plugin is great for embedding the output of server processes, CI builds, tests, source control stats etc
e.g. We have a OLEDB plugin that reads critical values out of various company databases and embeds them into pages describing what the data is and what values it should have. We have one master page that lists all the pages that have data outside of prescribed ranges. Sort of a blend of FIT and a systems monitoring tool
If you have a management possition on "everything" has to be in SharePoint, then there are Screwturn plugins that render out the Screwturn pages as PDF, HTML, xml etc (you can convert to docx then) and have a script to dump changed screwturn pages each night to SharePoint for searching and "management" purposes
You might want to check out Confluence, as it is likely the leading enterprise wiki on the market. There is a SharePoint Connector for that wiki as well. As one of the contributors to the SharePoint Connector I am a little biased, but you are probably doing yourself a disservice if you don't check out a few of the options that are out there. Wikis can be powerful and contagious, but this won't happen if the wiki is sub-par.
I use Sharepoint quite regularly, and I find it kind of slow and all kinds of annoying. If everything is already an Office document AND if you're company is willing to keep everyone's computer up to speed with Office versions, then Sharepoint can work fine. If you've got a variety of Office versions (like we do) then it's far less good. My machine has some older versions of office components and the integration doesn't always work correctly. I've learned to not try to use integration at all.
The most important thing with either solution is to make sure your people know how to use it. We had some problems early on (versions of files with different names instead of using the versioning built into sharepoint) that were really just gaps in people's training.
We are currently using a combination of both, sharepoint for specs and formalized docs and a Wiki for "tacit knowledge". Each of our solutions has a page in the wiki and this works very well due to the ease of adding content.
Nobody could ever be happy with the SharePoint wiki by comparing it to any other wiki system.
So, don't compare it. It has the basic features necessary for a wiki to be useful: you can enter (somewhat) richly-formatted text, along with links to other pages, whether or not they exist. Clicking a link to a nonexistant page will take you to an edit page for the new, empty page, allowing you to save the page.
Yeah, the picture support sucks. You have to create the picture first, then paste the URL of the picture. So, take two minutes and create a picture library to post wiki pictures in.
Remember the main goals for a wiki - not to compete with other wiki tools, but to get ideas written down, quickly, and without stopping to structure them. Structure can be added later, if at all.
As others have said, telerik offers a replacement for the Rich Text editor, there is a CodePlex procject working (slowly) on improvements, and, people, it's SharePoint - if you don't like it, you can customize it. It's ASP.NET, web services and Windows Workflow Foundation.
I don't recommend anyone go out and buy a MOSS license just to implement a wiki (or blog, for that matter). But if you've already got the SharePoint infrastructure (perhaps as part of Visual Studio Team System Team Foundation Server), then go for it. I've seen several SharePoint wiki libraries used to hugely improve the amount and quality of developer documentation available to several groups within a large software development organization. Once we shut down discussion on how great other wikis were, quite a lot of documentation just happened, by itself, just like it's supposed to do.
I've been asked to create a website in SharePoint within the next couple of weeks or so and I'm entirely new to SharePoint.
Does anyone have any good examples/tutorials on how to do some basic operations such as creating custom forms, using basic CRUD operations, with a custom SQL Server database?
Also is there any way to code in ASP.NET (with code-behind pages), but use the SharePoint look and feel and authentication stuff?
SharePoint is not quite like what you're used to. My two main gripes are:
Deployment:
If your requirements are for a single production site (no staging/test/development sites) your best bet is probably to go with the SharePoint Designer and hack stuff together directly on the production site (yes I know it's dirty).
If you need those other environments you should produce deployment packages for everything (no xcopy deployment). Deployment packages are a PITA IMHO and are very easy to get wrong.
IIS
SharePoint basically takes over your IIS installation and introduces a new set of rules for where things are located etc. One gotcha is "ghosted" files. i.e. whenever a file is changed using the SharePoint Designer the file is backed up to a database and from now on IIS will only use the file in the database, so there is no use changing the one in the file system.
To sum up:
In my humble opinion if you are making a site where uptime isn't that important and you can afford to make mistakes in production, SharePoint can be good enough with the designer. If you are making a CMS site where you need the code to go through multiple environments before it reaches production, (with continuous integration), I can think of no other .NET based CMS that does a worse job. You will spend a LOT of time grokking how to get the deployment routines to work for you, and you will spend a LOT of time with issues relating to "ghosted" files
Good luck.
Technet has a bunch of virtual labs for SharePoint products.
These are some good links:
The first thing to remember is that SharePoint is just an ASP.NET application. It has a ton of framework, and various things like security, etc, built-in. But from your perspective, you can just build a Web Control, and basically deploy it right to the server. Check out this post from MikeG, and especially look at SmartPart on CodePlex. That will help you get up and running without too much fuss. Since you are using standard web controls, you have access to CodeBehind. The one caveat is that your assemblies have to either be deployed to the GAC or granted Full Trust in the config files - something SmartPart will help you through.
SharePoint Designer is just FrontPage, rebranded. It very much could help you with some basic stuff, and might be worth looking into if this is an occasional thing. But if you are going to be doing any kind of long term work, I highly recommend taking a class on developing SharePoint applications. It can be quite a beast, and you may find yourself in quicksand faster than you think.
A very good start, to get you rolling in the right direction, is Microsoft site for SharePoint Development, at http://www.mssharepointdeveloper.com/. This will get you a long way towards understanding what you need to prioritize in your learning efforts.
To answer your second question, in short: yes, you can create pages that use code-behind, just like regular ASP.net. The longer answer is a bit beyond the scope here since it requires a better understanding of how SharePoint works with master pages, customized pages, and the layouts or application pages concepts in SharePoint.
Get Ted Pattison's book, Inside Microsoft Windows SharePoint Services 3.0. It's an absolute must if you are going to do any sharepoint develelopment.
We build our Sharepoint apps through a combination of SmartParts (as mentioned above) for simpler apps and _Layout applications for more complex stuff.
A _layout application lets you build a traditional ASP.NET web app and pretty much plop it right into Sharepoint. Here's a link to get you started.
Perhaps the fastest and easiest way to get started is by using the SharePoint Designer application that is part of one of the Microsoft Office versions. If you just need to create simple Forms, Microsoft InfoPath will go along way. I would then go ahead and buy a book on SharePoint development since its a big landscape. Channel 9 is a good resource for SharePoint bits as well.
I just started using SharePoint about 3 months ago. I learned all of the basics and got a good foundation for SharePoint using the Pilothouse Consulting SharePoint training DVD (http://www.pilothouseconsulting.com/dvd/sharepoint-training-dvd-development-benefits.html). It was very helpful and all of the tutorials, demos, and code examples for development are in C#.
The fastest way to get up to speed is to use smartpart. It allows you to build ASP.NET usercontrols and deploy them in sharepoint.
http://www.codeplex.com/smartpart/Release/ProjectReleases.aspx?ReleaseId=10697
Sharepoint designer/CAML: - Nice for starter apps.
Visual studio tools:
IMO Microsoft has to come up with something better. Until then, smartpart is great.
I believe, sharepoint is a kind of technology which is best learnt through videos. There are so many online resources available. i personally liked appdev but i actually did not buy and downloaded it, so called illegally(although i personally does not believe knowledge transfer is illegal, thats why writing here). anyhow you to can download through torrents websites like isohunt and watch on any video player.
I'm trying to work out a way to display the contents of the version column from sharepoint (i.e. the value that changes every time a file is checked in) as a field (or something similar) inside of a word document.
Ideally, I'd like to know how to configure sharepoint so I could click something like "Insert > Quick Parts > Document Property > Version", and it would include the version in the document. The goal is to make it easier for someone to corrolate a printed version of a document with the version history of sharepoint.
I have been able to add editable text columns to the Document content-type and have them show up as document property quick parts. I've also been able to add a calculated column which gets the version as a text string... however this calculated colum isn't showing up in word as a document property. (Perhaps I'm missing a setting on the calculated column)
This is one way to get the version in your document, it's a bit painful to get it working...
In the Label Format field, enter the metadata fields in the following format:
Version : {Version} \n
Set the label appearance and click on preview.
This requires configuring both SharePoint and your Word document.
TO CONFIGURE SHAREPOINT'S DOCUMENT LIBRARY:
{Version} into the "Label format" box.TO CONFIGURE YOUR WORD DOCUMENT:
These instructions were based on Erwin's answer.
The RevNum field that I think jaloplo is referring to is not the same as the SharePoint document version number. It updates every time you save the document, but seems to keep its own revision numbering system, correlated to (but independent of) the SharePoint version numbering system.
I followed Rachel's instructions and they worked great. However, capturing this version update in the document does create a problem if you want to do electronic signatures. For instance, if your version is 1.6 and you decide this is the one for people to sign; you'll find that when they sign it, the document will be saved as version 1.7. When you open the document again, the version 1.7 will not match the authorized version of 1.6 and you'll be informed that all the signatures are invalid.
Erwin's answer is spot on, but I wanted to leave this in case someone runs into the same issue I did. If you attempt to set the label for version on the site collection content type rather than at the document library level, you will get the error "The label reference, Version, could not be found." when previewing or saving the Information Policy. Also, you will be unable to save a policy at the document library level if you have previously defined one at the site collection content type level. It must be set to "None" on the site collection content type. Probably should have been obvious to me from the start, but it wasn't, and maybe this will help someone else down the line.
IMPORTANT: In SP2010 you cannot save as a site template when Labels are enabled within a document library under Information management policy settings. The document library will get corrupted and even if we disable the policy, the save as site template function is still broken. The only option seems to be to permanently delete and rebuild the list.
Try creating a calculated field in a custom content type. The field can be equal to the Version. That will give you the ability to add it as a property in the document. This only works well with Office 2007 docs.
Once a custom content type is created, you create a new document based on the content type. After creating the document, you can extract the document information panel and save it. It is an info path form, so you can customise it if necessary and upload the customised panel to the content type.
All columns of a document library are document properties for a word document. To take the version of the document you have to show document properties and then select "advanced properties". In thit moment, you'll see the classic document properties window and you can see the "Version" property in the last tab.
So, you can add the value of this property to your document in the place you want, for example, the footer.
UPDATE An interesting time to revisit this question. Is perception still the same now that SharePoint 2010 is beginning to take hold? Certainly implementing 2010 is not without its own challenges, but is business perception one of them?
UPDATE: Our implementation is now kicking into high gear with some high profile projets going live in the coming weeks, so I am quite interested to see if the environment has changed out there.
Original Question
We have an issue within our working environment where the perception of SharePoint is either:
a) The golden bullet, the answer to all our problems.
b) An application which either does or does not solve a specific problem.
c) A frustrating tool which does not deliver their exacting requirements.
Now in my opinion SharePoint (or more specifically in our case Microsoft Office SharePoint Server 2007) is a framework on top of various lower level Microsoft technologies (IIS, ASP.Net, WSS 3.0, .Net Framework, Windows Workflow Foundation amongst others) and as such can be developed to do most anything (given time and resources).
The attitudes that have been formed in my organisation (and others I'm sure) is a combination of the Microsoft Marketing Machine and an organisaton's desire to get the 'golden bullet' in front of as many people as possible wihtout saying 'What for?' or 'Why?' or in some cases even 'How?'
Is this an attitude and perception shared by other SharePoint devs?
In the organization that I work for, it completely depends on the level of technical understanding that a person has. The business staff look at it as an opportunity to take a pre-built platform and slap on some minor changes with relative ease. The reality of it, however, is that for the technical staff, it's a nightmare to work with. The trade offs are often from one extreme to another, meaning that if we do something using the built in functionality, it's relatively easy, but the end user experience is far from satisfying. On the other end of the spectrum, we can usually come up with a better user experience, but at the cost of an extreme amount of intensive labor.
Personally, as an individual on the technical side, I wouldn't recommend SharePoint for any environment because when you factor in the cost of licensing, in addition to the development time to make anything worthwhile (which, in my experience, always takes more time than a custom ASP.NET application) you end up with a ridiculous net loss. Most intranet sites are able to get by with the free version (WSS) with relative ease; however, they typically aren't doing a lot of customization and just use it as a document repository.
For whatever reason, the business staff have a completely warped opinion of the product. They believe that SharePoint ultimately saves them money. I say that this is a warped opinion because every single project that I have ever seen that used SharePoint has far exceeded my estimates for a custom ASP.NET application (both long and short term). In one particular case, I have been involved with a project that would have literally taken one month at the very most (including development time, QA, etc.) in a custom ASP.NET application. The same application in SharePoint, however, has been under development for almost a year. The bottom line is that the project simply did not belong in SharePoint, yet the business staff refused to accept this until they had no choice to.
If you are considering SharePoint for your organization, I would strongly advise you to do your homework, first. Expect a very large learning curve and a lot of frustration. Most of your technical staff will immediately recognize the flaws of the product and point them out with extreme frustration. This is normal in a SharePoint development environment. If, in the end, you're willing to make these sacrifices with little or nothing to gain, SharePoint is the right solution for you.
My current company is of the opinion we should empower the intranet user by giving them SharePoint.. this way, they can manage/add/remove users, sites, pages at will. And IT can use its time more productively like Googling for lol cats.
We do use SharePoint well and extensively..plenty of SharePoint lists all over the place..
What doesn't happen is that self service idea that actually sells the product internally..and 99% of the departments that should be "doing it themselves .. or simply just use it.." have never even touched it!!
-- The only Software most people here know about is Excel
People here send screenshots images for troubleshooting and make manuals with just pasted images inside Excel files!
(I used to work with an old Solaris machine, without Open Office, so even though I use XP now.. it still hurts to see this happen)
The internet to them is Yahoo homepage and email.
They (the evils) want these people to solve their business needs via SharePoint use.
Reality check: Self service or not, that just doesn't happen..they don't use SharePoint to solve any problems by themselves, but noone notices anyway...
..well thats a lie, people notice it but mentioning the disparity between how management thinks SharePoint is used and the reality, is a sure way of becoming the redheaded step child in the company.
This empowering of the "normal user" is a ghost feature, we in IT always end up doing the work..any work..that should have been solved by having the super tool SharePoint.. we end up creating the sites, the lists, the workflows, and usually we are the only ones who use them.
None of this is meant to be humorous..
(the only workflow used outside the IT Department with SharePoint is the monthly company lunch announcement, which comes from GA or HR on an automatic email after they add a new list item to a sharepoint list made by IT)
SharePoint is seen as this golden bullet to make IT more productive by releasing IT from the said smaller tasks but those smaller tasks remain PLUS we have the added cost of trying to make the other departments do it themselves
I think that after years of internally hammering the product down people's throats, there is now some minimal understanding of what SharePoint is, and its used quite a bit.. Problem being that the way people use it is as promised by Microsoft, but not upper management:
SharePoint List based document storage and Workflows --Great!
But the powers that be should understand that this will never be something with its own legs which can be free from IT nursing and nurturing.
It brings up a point I hate about the whole "let them do it themselves thought process", let non IT users develop stuff themselves is counter productive at all points
(Enter InfoPath forms....)
We in IT spend our lives learning how to make software and how to maintain it (and still do it wrong), and now have someone who just wants to do Marketing [or whatever] manage their own data and internal work process UI+logic!!
It is an unnecessary learning curve (for everyone) that will drive us all to go look for work elsewhere and leave IT with the impossible task of debugging insane unmanageable half cooked business objects.
Enter buzzword galore: MOSS does CMS...
Result: We are now moving from Interwoven as a CMS (was being used as a glorified automated FTP client server tool) to MOSS.
I have over a year of experience on SharePoint and now MOSS, but the whole idea again from upper management, is:
"have the marketing department do it themselves, because MOSS is SharePoint++.. self manageable"
I think MOSS is a really cool tool, but here is my comment in a recent meeting:
"Well, I think Marketing should have a quick look at SharePoint Designer so they know whats coming to them"
answer received: "That's too technical.." <<<< They are really expecting to perform full branding by using the out of the box functionaliy of click click on the sites' options..
They are planning to outsource development of branding initially and wing it from then on..and there is absolutely no point in trying to explain to them otherwise..
Me?.. I think of job search whenever we have a meeting on this project and thank the gods I'm not the project manager on this one.
Bottom line: I do not blame the tool SharePoint, but I can see how people are probably using it with the wrong frame of mind in offices everywhere..its hugely misused and misunderstood in my company at least, and will remain championed for the wrong reasons by the powers that be for years to come.
Never figured out what to do with it. Just left us dazed and confused and we ended up moving on to other things.
Our experience of SharePoint at my previous company, an FMCG group in South Africa, was positive in many ways (mainly WSS, though we did also implement MOSS).
We held back on customising too much and determined to use as much of the boxed functionality as possible, customising only when really needed.
Several groups of business users adopted it quite well for collaboration and knowledge management purposes around projects or departmental issues, and in some cases extranet sites dedicated to particular customer partnerships. By far the most effective sites were those where the CIOs of the various business units were directly involved - they seem to be positioned well to both understand the tech and help the business folk see the light. I think an important factor was also the fact that one of the CIO's had been pushing the general vision of an all-encompassing perspective-based portal as part of the information strategy for years before we actually had any product in place. I believe strongly in spreading SharePoint organically from a few points of high value rather than a heavy top down drive. But as SharePoint was implemented, the spread was well supported by our change management function which was housed in I.T. but well entrenched around the business.
For one of the businesses, we set up a general extranet collaboration site and trained up a person in SharePoint. It was a big win for a business user to be able to create, in minutes, subsites for collaboration with any business partner of theirs (apart from the account creation, which I.T. still did). These types of need were previously laboured over by website design folk and developers for months.
For my team (the dev team), we used WSS extensively for collaboration, KM, etc. but it also impacted our solution delivery meaningfully. For one thing, we'd been tied up many times in developing small niche apps which departments desparately wanted but which, quite frankly, cost way more than they should and took too long. By being very familiar with the WSS offerings, we increasingly found we could help them set up an adequate solution, using just WSS, in a fraction of the time. While some were simple enough for them to then run with themsleves (some progressive secretary types are adopting SharePoint sites like they once adopted Outlook) others required our ongoing assistance - but the maintainability was vastly more lightweight than that of a custom-written C#/ASP.NET app. Bottom line - we could deliver value faster and use code only where it really made a difference, lowering TCO.
I think SharePoint is helping us into a class of solutions where we compose rather than code everthing. In one case, for example, a company wanted to place orders by having humans send them in an Excel spreadsheet. The purist in us resists and wants to go for something more watertight - but we were not in a position to dictate and needed to deliver within those constraints and with agility. So we created a WSS site (by simply creating a subsite off the root extranet collab site we'd previously set up) and had the folk attach their spreadsheets into a list. We set up BizTalk to pick those up, extract the data, push orders to the ERP system and come back and flag the WSS list items with a status. So we still wrote code, but used WSS out-the-box functionality for the whole user-end experience.
I still have high hopes for SharePoint as a general web application development platform too (ie. here's a whole lot of plumbing, now leverage and extend as you need). We haven't gone deep there yet as there's a learning barrier and also the slippery slope of a whole lot of code in a place that might be difficult/messy to maintain. I do plan to keep exploring whether that's true, but in the meantime I reckon there's tons of value to exploit out of the box in a solution composition mindset.
I meet a lot of people and Organisations where there has been some "silver/gold/magic bullet" sales going on.
I see people wanting to unify the information stored in thier business, usually with large shared drives and documents scattered everywhere, disparate applications some web based.
The organisations want everything to be available to their employees easily (findability) and they want it to appear as if it is all part of one huge application so users across the organisation have a consistent place they can go for everything they need to do.
The confusion that sets in is that people think that it has to be done "in" SharePoint, instead of using SharePoint to pull all the bits together and give it context within the orgnisation (e.g. the large "find a flower" application sits in the gardening section section of the site).
The problem is that a good Information Architecture requires a hell of a lot of work and planning on where stuff has to go. Too often, SharePoint is used like a new shared drive and stuff is just dumped wherever.
For developers, this just is not important for their day to day job, but it is important for the pm or the manager. Developement can spawn a lot of documents and a well created development site can make it easy to find that "design doc for that project we never got around to doing, but we need yesterday".
SharePoint is not really for developers core work (i.e. it is not the developement environment or the source control).
tl;dr: Sharepoint doesn't give the impression of being focused on helping me get my job done.
Not very well.
In our work, we find that Fogbugz provides the capability that we really want (and do) use in a fashion that is distinctly more intuitive, quicker and, therefore, more useful. Sure, you can create a Sharepoint workflow for many of these things but why would we? We get sensible workflow and features directly from a system that seems to be much more focused on helping us do our work.
The final damning fact: we have had Sharepoint here for quite a long time with no real interest from the developers. We introduced Fogbugz and nearly immediately the development team embraced it and made it a part of their everyday routine.
NOTE: this reads like a Fogbugz ad but there are other tools that seem to want to help much more the Sharepoint.
We have SP here (non-MOSS just vanilla).
Most people are not sure what to do with it. It's not used to its potential but nobody (including myself) want to invest that kind of time.
The way its used here could easily be replaced with a remote share and a predefined folder/directory structure.
As long as you or someone in the company is tech savvy your company will benefit from the free version of Sharepoint. Ensure you purchase Sharepoint Designer 2007.
My company isn't really aware of what sharepoint is and does. It is actually the "backend" to our simple production scheduling and part tracking system. The users see basic aspx pages created in sharepoint designer.
Sharepoint allows me to quickly create Lists for managing information. I see sharepoint as an extension of Excel to a web environment. Most people use Excel to create lists of information. Sharepoint enables web functionality to that list information.
I use the free version of Sharepoint and have customized it extensively using Sharepoint Designer. I am an engineer with some programming skills. I know enough that I have been able to create simple but useful data collection web pages.
I first used WSS 2.0 to create a software bug tracker. At the time(2003) I just discovered Fogbugz and we actually used the trial version of Fogbugz. Everyone loved Fogbugz mainly because you could assign issues and emails were automatically sent. A standard Sharepoint issue tracking list achieves this as well. Fogbugz clearly had lots more features but management decided that we would use sharepoint.....
In the end sharepoint was used extensively to manage project information and communicate with customers. This was done with little customization. Just created some site templates and every time a new project was created a new site was created with appropriate document libraries, issue tracking lists, calendars,etc.
I am a sharepoint FAN!!! Oh and yes it has many limitations and its top level items violate Database best practices but Sharepoint WORKS!
From what I?ve observed across a range of organisations and third party commentary it comes down to one word: Expectation. There are those that have the expectation that SharePoint is the panacea to all problems. This school of thought is that it?s the best of all worlds; a rich, out of the box product offering a broad set of collaboration tools which you can also code against to extend aforementioned features. And because SharePoint is a .NET product you can grab your average Microsoft developer and start getting all that RAD goodness immediately.
Starting out with this expectation is setting the bar at a level which a) Microsoft never really intended and b) is very unlikely to be achieved without knowledgeable SharePoint developers and a suitable environment. It doesn?t take too long to realise that it?s a little more complex than that. Yes, you can code against SharePoint but you can?t jump in expecting it be analogous to building a .NET app. Everything from the development environment requirements to the release process to the ongoing maintenance is more complex than simply building an ASP.NET app. This also needs to be contextualised with the fact that in many organisations SharePoint is a centralised, shared environment which often brings with it a level of governance which isn?t going to allow you to simply deploy solutions at will.
Back to expectation; when you proceed with the assumption that this is a great tool for collaboration activities, portals or document management it?s a fantastic product. Even proceed with developing on the platform with the expectation that it will require some specialised skills and the deployment and management process will differ to the traditional .NET stack but do so with eyes wide open as to the implications.
So in summary, it?s a great product and can be perceived very positively within an organisation so long as the expectations are set appropriately. However, if you get caught up in the hype without fully understanding the implications there?s a good chance you may be setting an expectation you will not be able to deliver on.
I would say sharepoint is not bad! The way it manages information is awesome! However,one thing that bother me is it is a little bit too complicated to end-users, our organization spent two months educating them but the result is far behind our expectation. Sometimes it looks like we got a supersonic plane in 50s last century----we can not put it in full use!
So I notice that nobody has really had a truly positive experience of SharePoint to date, and yet everyone is buying it. It confuses me how MS have managed this?
There are many simple projects that we have in the pipelines that will greatly benefit from an injection of SP. But I imagine that in most cases we will be looking to 'blend' SharePoint into our mix of products and technologies. What it does well it does really well, but for specific scenarios it is almost always going to need some elements of customisation (be that CSS, JScript, or server side code), and it might not always be the appopriate solution.
I recently heard a MS analyst refer to SharePoint as modelling clay and that summed it up for me!
Regarding your update of "if the environment has changed out there"... In my experience things have got a little worse. This is mainly because of the user interface.
As a dev, I often hear the "it looks like SharePoint" comment showing that the product is increasingly looking dated. (I've been disappointed with the look since release.) This means a lot of CSS and graphics work which is painful since there's so many tables in use and flat-out crap HTML.
Aside from the look, a lot of people find the interface unintuitive and frustrating. Particularly for less knowledgeable users just uploading a document is many clicks and different pages.
Also because of the deficient UI, I'm getting asked to do a lot of Web-2.0/AJAX/jQuery stuff to spruce up the interface and give better feedback to users. The product wasn't designed for this. It's time consuming when jQuery needs web services which are very disappointing in the 2007 release. (Fortunately someone has finally started a jQuery Library for SharePoint Web Services.)
As often happens when the next version of a product is close on the horizon, I'm desparately hoping SharePoint 2010 is rock-solid so there is little reason to start new projects on the 2007 platform when we reach RTM for 2010.
I know this question was for devs (and a bit old) but I'd like to share an opinion from the perspective of a business user. Our company (75,000+ employees world wide) deployed the "Team Site" template of MOSS 2007, retired our existing documentum e-Rooms and set us loose with ZERO training, ZERO information.
Users across the company use their team sites as document repositories, period. There are a few pockets of users that have a bit more understanding and have begun setting up and using the collaboration functionality of MOSS 2007.
I should also mention - that our company is still using IE6 and MS office 2003. (Pity all the things we can't do with SharePoint on that fact alone.)
Our company doesn't reward the end user who finds ways to take the tools provided to create better collaboration and our IS/IT departments refuse to assist in providing learning materials, opportunities or assisting end users in any way. In the current dog eat dog mentality -- lay-off after lay-off with 1 person now doing the work of what 5 or more did in the past, people just don't have time, if it's not a part of the core focus of their job.
It scares the hell out of me that I've learned and implemented for several groups some colaborative functionality -- even though I learned it on my own time -- does that mean I'll be perceived as not having enough work to keep me busy and therefore - expendable?
As far as how I feel about SharePoint: I love sharepoint. It does put quite a bit of capability at an end users hand... it may take me a bit for the ah-ha moment, but eventually, I get it. Sometimes I get a bit frustrated in building pages -- I wish it was CSS and HMTL -- but, of course, we are locked out the use of sharepoint designer.
It would have been a better deployment if 1. Training was included in the roll out. 2. Solid change management was implemented during the roll out.
We are about to undertake a rather large customization of SharePoint and I wanted to get some feedback prior to jumping in with both feet. One of the issues we are kicking the tires on is do we deploy the jQuery javascript library to the 12 hive directly (making it available in _layouts for each site etc.) or do we wrap it up in a feature and activate that feature for each site? I have also seen two projects on CodePlex that wrap it up in features and that could be a third option I guess.
Thoughts?
options and commentary on www.sharepointblogs.com
follow the link above or google it.
Summary is that modifying the 12 hive directly is easy but unsupported (i.e. Microsoft reserves the right to destroy your environment at will)
recommended option on above link is:
Use the AdditionalPageHead Delegate Control (my favorite!)
By providing the contents for the AdditionalPageHead Delegate Control that is used by all the out-of-the-box master pages, you can make sure the the jQuery library is loaded by all the SharePoint pages. The AdditionalPageHead Delegate Control allows multiple controls to provide contents, so it?s a great extensibility scenario. To accomplish this you need to build a web user control (ASCX file), that contains the script tag to load the jQuery library:
<%@ Control Language="VB" ClassName="jQueryControl" %>
You could also use the Google AJAX Libraries API. By adding some script to your SharePoint master page (for example), any version of jQuery you prefer can be downloaded from Google without any need to deploy the .js file.
There are also numerous potential speed improvements:
This is an increasingly popular solution that I've heard nothing but good things about. Check it out at: http://code.google.com/apis/ajaxlibs/.
I'd say it depends on your scenario. If you want to make the jQuery library available for a single site only, using Features is the way to go. If you want to make it globally available however, deploying it to 12 is the way to go.
We deploy it to the 12 hive as part of our free SharePoint Infuser tool, which you may want to consider to deploy JavaScript (inc JQuery) to multiple pages in one go without using any messy changes to masterpages, core.js etc.
Internally it uses the delegate control approach proposed by Ric above, it is just a more generic solution and can be used for all kind of purposes.
For details see http://www.muhimbi.com/blog/2009/07/massage-sharepoint-into-submission.html. For a very powerful example of what this makes possible, see http://www.muhimbi.com/blog/2009/07/automatically-add-search-as-you-type-to.html
I couldn't get the code from www.sharepointblogs.com to work. I had better luck using this link http://blogs.msdn.com/b/kaevans/archive/2011/04/06/adding-jquery-to-every-page-in-sharepoint-with-delegate-controls.aspx
Our team has built a site using Sharepoint and a few custom webparts. We've noticed that the site takes a while to load when first accessing the site in the morning. Subsequent accesses are fine. We suspect that Sharepoint is reindexing its lists, etc.
Has anyone else seen this problem with Sharepoint? Does anyone have a suggested fix?
By default an IIS application will recycle its worker processes during the night. You can turn this off in IIS manager, but a better option may be to just add a warmup script to a timed job. You can do this in SharePoint but simpler is probably to just add a scheduled task in Windows to fire off the a warmup script after the recycling is done.
A google for "sharepoint warmup script" will yield several results, including this, which actually also explains the same situation :-)
My guess is that the application pool's worker processes are set to recycle at a certain time every night in IIS, which causes the delay first thing in the morning. Right-click the application pool in IIS -> Properties -> and look under where it says "Recycle worker processes at the following times:" to see for yourself.
You could disable this option to fix your problem but I don't recommend it because having the worker processes recycle every night will reclaim any memory that may have leaked. Memory leaks are especially possible during SharePoint development because as you may know many of the objects in the SharePoint object model perform most of their work in unmanged memory. If these objects are not properly disposed of a large amount of memory may be occupied while adding little memory pressure on the .NET garbage collector, delaying garbage collection.
Best Practices: Using Disposable Windows SharePoint Services Objects
I agree with seanb's suggestion of setting up a scheduled task to load the site in the morning to solve the delay problem. Just make sure you schedule it for a time after the worker processes have recycled obviously.
No. I would guess that the compiled components in the application have been unloaded from memory and have to be reloaded into the cache. This happens with my ASP.NET web apps, too. I especially notice it on the QA sites which don't get hit nearly as often and thus are almost always flushed from the cache when I go to access them.
You could look at increasing the amount of time the app pool for your site waits before recycling an idle worker process.
Agree with tvanfosson that it sounds a lot like that start up lag that you get with aspnet apps.
A quick and dirty fix might be to set up a scheduled task to point a WebClient at the site and kick it into life every morning before people start using it.
Of course, Bjorn highlight the main cause of the "issue". Application pool get recycled during the night.
However, this should take something like 30 seconds.
If it takes something like 2 or 3 minutes, consider reading this. If you server don't have access to internet, it main explain why it's so slow. Just try to download the certificate revocation list from microsoft.com to see if it makes a difference.
If you're running Windows Server 2008 R2, there is now an Application Warm-Up extension for IIS 7.5 available for free. At the time of writing it's in beta.
This "warms up" an application pool directly configured from IIS and can also be extended with custom initialization logic.
The Application Warm-Up extension is no longer available and will be "re-tuned for the next version of IIS" according to Microsoft.
I have been tasked with helping the deployment of a Phase 2 of a previous SharePoint deployment.
The original deployment has custom workflows that have been updated in phase 2.
Is there a "How-To" for this type of situation?
Some of the pitfalls we have seen requires you to mark the original workflow to not accept any new instances, then deploy its update as a new worflow. This would allow the previous items to finish processing under the old code and any new processes to spin up the new workflow.
One problem with this is we would then have to visit each site where the original workflow was attached and attach the new workflowV2. Now we have two workflow status columns in the doc library.
I am just getting into the project and these are problems the devs have noticed.
Any resources or hints you can throw at me would be appreciated as I am learning all of this as I go.
Here are some notes up from another dev who is giving me some background as to what he has seen:
If a version of a workflow already exists, then redeploying it as a feature will cause the existing workflow to have its status set to ?No New Instances?. This can be seen by going to a document library where the workflow has been attached, select Settings -> Document Library Settings -> Workflow settings -> Remove a workflow and noting the radio button setting for the workflow. Any current, in work, workflows instances will still complete as normal, but this setting will prevent any new instances of the workflow.
Once the 2nd ?version? of the same workflow has been deployed, you?ll need to revisit each document library where you want it to be associated and re-add it as if it were a new workflow. You?ll have to give it a unique name, like ?MyWorkflow_v2?. The other side-effect is that now you?ll have 2 workflow status columns in the document library. You can remove/hide the first one once all instances of it have completed and the status is no longer needed.
If you redeploy the workflow using the same feature and manifest XML files, then the internal GUID will be the same one as was used in the first deploy. SharePoint will recognize this as a second ?version? of the same workflow and automatically set the first version to the ?No New Instances? status. If however, you choose to use a different GUID in the XML files, then SharePoint will see this as a deployment of a brand new workflow and do nothing with the existing instances. You will need to manually set each instance in each document library to the ?No New Instances? setting.
After re-deploying the second ?version? of the workflow, you will still need to manually visit each document library where you want it used and add it to the document library. Keep in mind that its workflow template name will appear in the list of workflow templates as it is named in the XML files (which is OK), but once you add it you?ll be required to enter a unique workflow name for the workflow. This is the point you must choose something like ?Workflow_v2? as a new name.
The retract action removes all instances of the features within the solution, specifically for my workflow application, it removes all instances of the workflow from all document libraries that it was associated with. However, in the case of , where a task is created by the workflow, once the solution is retracted if a user clicks on a task item expecting to get the signature page, they?ll instead get a SharePoint ?Unknown error? page. The reason is because the retract process removed the workflow from the database and there is no longer a workflow associated with the task.
I think you already read Chris O'brien's comments on this topic. so here is the second link : http://msmvps.com/blogs/theproblemsolver/archive/2008/09/10/versioning-long-running-workfows.aspx
I have a simple 2D array of strings and I would like to stuff it into an SPFieldMultiLineText in MOSS. This maps to an ntext database field.
I know I can serialize to XML and store to the file system, but I would like to serialize without touching the filesystem.
public override void ItemAdding(SPItemEventProperties properties)
{
// build the array
List<List<string>> matrix = new List<List<string>>();
/*
* populating the array is snipped, works fine
*/
// now stick this matrix into the field in my list item
properties.AfterProperties["myNoteField"] = matrix; // throws an error
}
Looks like I should be able to do something like this:
XmlSerializer s = new XmlSerializer(typeof(List<List<string>>));
properties.AfterProperties["myNoteField"] = s.Serialize.ToString();
but that doesn't work. All the examples I've found demonstrate writing to a text file.
StringWriter outStream = new StringWriter();
XmlSerializer s = new XmlSerializer(typeof(List<List<string>>));
s.Serialize(outStream, myObj);
properties.AfterProperties["myNoteField"] = outStream.ToString();
Here's a Generic serializer (C#):
public string SerializeObject<T>(T objectToSerialize)
{
BinaryFormatter bf = new BinaryFormatter();
MemoryStream memStr = new MemoryStream();
try
{
bf.Serialize(memStr, objectToSerialize);
memStr.Position = 0;
return Convert.ToBase64String(memStr.ToArray());
}
finally
{
memStr.Close();
}
}
In your case you could call with:
SerializeObject<List<string>>(matrix);
Use the TextWriter and TextReader classes with the StringWriter.
To Wit:
XmlSerializer s = new XmlSerializer(typeof(whatever));
TextWriter w = new StringWriter();
s.Serialize(w, whatever);
yourstring = w.ToString();
IN VB.NET
Public Shared Function SerializeToByteArray(ByVal object2Serialize As Object) As Byte()
Using stream As New MemoryStream
Dim xmlSerializer As New XmlSerializer(object2Serialize.GetType())
xmlSerializer.Serialize(stream, object2Serialize)
Return stream.ToArray()
End Using
End Function
Public Shared Function SerializeToString(ByVal object2Serialize As Object) As String
Dim bytes As Bytes() = SerializeToByteArray(object2Serialize)
Return Text.UTF8Encoding.GetString(bytes)
End Function
IN C#
public byte[] SerializeToByteArray(object object2Serialize) {
using(MemoryStream stream = new MemoryStream()) {
XmlSerializer xmlSerializer = new XmlSerializer(object2Serialize.GetType());
xmlSerializer.Serialize(stream, object2Serialize);
return stream.ToArray();
}
}
public string SerializeToString(object object2Serialize) {
byte[] bytes = SerializeToByteArray(object2Serialize);
return Text.UTF8Encoding.GetString(bytes);
}
I try to instantiate a instance of SPSite on the farm server in a custom software (MyApp.exe) and I give in parameter the whole website (http://mysite:80/). I also made sure that the account running MyApp.exe is Site Collection Administrator.
However, I can't make an instance of SPSite whatever I am trying to do. I always gives back "FileNotFoundException".
Anyone got an idea?
StackTrace:
at Microsoft.SharePoint.SPSite..ctor(SPFarm farm, Uri requestUri, Boolean contextSite, SPUserToken userToken)
at Microsoft.SharePoint.SPSite..ctor(String requestUrl) at MyCompanyName.Service.HelperClass.GetItemStateInSharePoint(SharePointItem item) in C:\Workspaces\MyCompanyName\Development\Main\MyCompanyName.SharePoint\Service\HelperClass.cs:line 555
Another side note... I have a Web Application + Site collection that I can access through the browser without any problem.
Read this site http://community.bamboosolutions.com/forums/t/8179.aspx if you are running your OS x64 bit and are using MSTest (32bit) it will fail, use nunit works!!!
The FileNotFoundException is thrown by SharePoint when it cannot find the requested site collection in the SharePoint configuration database. My guess is that you have not yet created a site collection on the URL http://mysite:80. I see the following stack trace if I try and instantiate a new SPSite object with the URL of a non-existing site collection:
System.IO.FileNotFoundException : The site http://server/sites/bah could not be found in the Web application SPWebApplication
Name=SharePoint - 80 Parent=SPWebService.
at Microsoft.SharePoint.SPSite..ctor(SPFarm farm, Uri requestUri, Boolean contextSite, SPUserToken userToken)
at Microsoft.SharePoint.SPSite..ctor(String requestUrl)
Specify the proper URL of your site collection or open Central Administration and create a new Site Collection.
Changing the platform target in the build properties to x64 solved this issue for me on SharePoint 2010.
This Issue is more of user permission issue give the following permission
User Permission SharePoint Site --- Minimum Read Permission
Sharepoint Server --- Add to WSS_ADMIN_WPG group
Database --- Sharepoint Content DB (Site collection database) - db_owner permission Sharepoint Config DB (Config DB of sharepoint installation) - - db_owner permission
Read more in my blog
http://sharepointinstallation.blogspot.com/2010/12/minimal-permission-required-to-execute.html
Stacktrace of the exception would be helpful.
I think you possibly can get some idea of what file it is and what is happening by disabling "just my code" in tools -> options -> debugging and looking at the filename argument in the call stack of the exception when the debugger shows it (if you can debug it of course), or maybe the name shows up in the exception message.
Check your web.config and see if there's a config there with a file missing.
Look in you 12 hive for the log. If your log settings are correct, you'll get the file missing.
EDIT: Check also if ALL your DLL are in the GAC. Check if your web.config file contains all the information: namespace,Classname, NameSpace, Version=version_number, Culture-your_culture, PublicKeyToken=your_signed_token
It's also possible that the object model doesn't like the URL you're giving it. If you don't provide it with either the exact URL at which you created the site collection or an exact URL listed in your is configured in your Alternate Access Mappings, it will throw an exception that might not necessarily make sense. In your case you might try http://mysite or http://machinename.
I have recently discovered that this problem with the constructor can be cause by starnge behaviour of the constructor.
I'm taking about MOSS 2007. When you're passing a full site URL to the constructor, what it seems to do is to really consider only the site portion of the URL, choosing the web application which is 'currently seleced' in the web application selector control.
Thus, for example, when you have "http://webapp/sites/site" and have "http://weabapp:22345" currently selected (the last time you selected it in such a selector) when you call
SPSite site = new SPSite("http://webapp/sites/site")
It tries to actually create a site object for "http://webapp:22345/sites/site" and fails.
I had the same issue. I wanted to run console application with my user id. I am web application owner + Farm Admin. Still was not able to run the application.
Issue was resolved by
Changing the platform target in build properties to x64
In site settings -->Users and Permissions --> Site Collection Administrators there were two names. Removed other name and it started working.
I was plagued by this a few weeks ago. Ultimately I discovered that the file that could not be found was the SharePoint assembly itself. The runtime was failing to load the satellite assembly via late-binding.
The solution to my problem was to register the SharePoint 12.0.0.0 Assemblies in the GAC. It doesn't sound like it's the same as your problem, but just FYI.
We faced the same problem some days ago, and the solution was to set the application, that is trying to create de SPSite object, to use the same AppPool that the Sharepoint's web application.
Hope it helps.
The MSTest on x64 issue was the cause of this problem for me. Works in a console app.
I have similar kind of issue.
In my scenario, I was able to create the instance of SPSite from a console application, but when another team mate tried to do so, the application threw the same exception as mentioned above.
Solution: I added the other teammate as administrator on Content Db server box (this may not be possible for everyone), the code works fine and no error
I have also had a similar problem when the method that instantiates the SPSite is being run in an NUnit test. If I create a console or windows wrapper, it runs fine, but when it is called in an NUnit test, the same error is thrown. I haven't yet found a solution to this except to not use NUnit ...
If it is a console application accessing SharePoint 2010 you make sure your project's Build Target is x64 and the .NET Framework is 3.5.
You can keep the project compilation target set to "Any CPU". The important this is to configure the MSTest host process to run in 64bits. Open your .testsettings file, go to Hosts tab and set "Run tests in 64 bit..."
If after this when you run your tests VS tells you there aren't any, remove and add your test project again (I don't know a better workaround for this)
Hope it helps!
I'm looking into using SharePoint (WSS 3.0, specifically) for the document library and discussion board functionalities.
I'd like to ask those of you who have experience in SP (MOSS or WSS, since we might upgrade in the future) for a list of the items that ticked you off or required a difficult workaround.
Here's one from me - I found when I implemented forms authentication that a lot of the built-in integration with Microsoft Office disappeared, and I was also unable to use explorer view.
As this is a Developers Site, let's talk development:
And one not development related issue:
Microsoft calls Sharepoint "A maturing Product", which essentially means: It does do a LOT of things really well on the end-user side, but on the Developer and Sysadmin side, I think I have thrown more profanity at Microsoft than on any other company in history... And given the fact that Sharepoint is so expensive, I had expected a bit more from a product that first launched in 2001...
But overall, I think I'm happy with it, because as long as you use Internet Explorer and Office 2007, it offers a really neat and tight integration.
Edit: after an additional 18 months of leading one of the largest Sharepoint WCM deployments in the world, are these reflections still true? Yes.
I can't speak for all developers, only myself (but I suspect I'm not the only one). I have been working deep down in the EWCM side of Sharepoint/MOSS for about two 3.5 years now, and it has been the most wholly unpleasant of my career from a technical standpoint. I love my job, my company, my coworkers, my environment but the platform is a nightmare.
I struggle to fully articulate objective reasons why this is the case, but ultimately it's just not rewarding. Most of the time we developers tackle a problem and get satisfaction out of mastering the system. However, the more I learn about Sharepoint and the more I feel I've "mastered" it, the more I wish I didn't know anything about it. (Whether it can actually be mastered is another discussion altogether).
It's fun and easy to knock the product as crap, but I don't know the people who wrote it or why they designed it the way they did, and they may have had good reasons. It is a solid document sharing/collaboration platform. However, Microsoft has tried to make it so much more than just that. At an architecture astronaut level, it might seem like the fundamental patterns of a document management system are also the good basis for things like, say, an enterprise web content management system - so they built that on top of it. But in practice that may not be the case, and indeed there is a good bit of friction trying to force an EWCM paradigm to fit the Sharepoint model.
Sharepoint is touted as an application platform, but its usefulness ends at making very simple, basic web-part-widgets that get dropped on to a page. If you need to do deep, core application development using Sharepoint and MOSS as the foundation, it is extremely painful.
It was also shipped prematurely. Important things like application lifecycle management, maintenance and enhancements for systems built on top of Sharepoint seem to be afterthoughts at best. Nothing was built with post-deployment changes in mind. It also breaks some really useful things that come out of the box in ASP.NET, like donut caching.
Tools support is only now starting to catch up. Visual Studio 2010 will have some nice tools for Sharepoint development, but that means the community has spent more than 3 years hand-tweaking hundreds of overly sensitive XML fragments and using the command line for complex deployment work.
Architecturally, the system is extremely fragile. It's a black box, with many moving parts which are clearly loosely coupled, but the precise nature of the interactions between various subsystems is opaque at best, and it is alarmingly easy to take a MOSS site down. A bit anecdotal, but out of the maybe few dozen production deployments we have done so far, something different has gone wrong inside MOSS every time. A timer job fails to kick off, one of the servers in the farm doesn't get all the right files, the content database gets locked or worse.
I could go on and on (I might come back and add some more) but I think my point is clear - Sharepoint is great to pop straight out of the box and onto a server for collaboration and document management. Nothing else. The attempts to make it do more than that is precisely what has broken the souls of so many developers.
It's extremely Windows-centric. If you have any developers who like Firefox, or the Mac, or if you ever want to get those kind of developers, then Sharepoint will be a big problem. Also, its "wiki" is hardly a wiki at all: it's as if some marketing guy said, "I hear wikis are big, can we do that?", and they labeled an HTML editor "wiki".
In general, Sharepoint is good if you are a completely Windows shop, and like looking at documents as if they were stored on your disk (folder-heavy, list views). If you want to experience information management the way the rest of the software community does, Sharepoint will be a hindrance.
After considering all the various issues mentioned in the specifics, I guess I'd summarize it by saying that the biggest problem is that you end up working on SharePoint instead of working on the problem you're trying to solve.
I'm not even sure where to start:
As we are forced to use this for documentation over the previous system, CVS, which was vastly superior in every respect (despite CVS's own problems), I find all of these extremely annoying.
Late to the party here, but one small, simple thing that makes life with Sharepoint harder is the fact that Microsoft have decided to use terminology for things in Sharepoint based on really common words that mean other things in the rest of the world. So for example, if you want to create a custom add-on for Sharepoint it is a "Feature", forms and customised list entries are "Content Types" and so on. Once you get your head around it that's not too bad when you're working with Sharepoint, but the minute you need to put it into google, searching for "features" or "content types" is going to get you loads of stuff that has nothing to do with Sharepoint and quite possibly a bunch of stuff that is to do with Sharepoint but isn't to do with the context you are looking for.
I'm sure they were trying to be user friendly with that, and for some kinds of user maybe they succeed, but for anybody who ever needs to use a search engine it's a pretty irritating fail.
EDIT: And another thing: Why are the form elements mostly given guids for names? That is really annoying if you need to add any extra Javascript for whatever reason...
SharePoint is a big server product, but it is marketed like a tool you can just install and use.
It really requires people to manage it who really know the system and more than one person.
It needs informed server/hardware management to make sure that it is installed correctly and the underlying server and databases will run correctly.
It requires people who know SharePoint well so they will be able to avoid the pain described by people here (and elsewhere), not only for customising the look and feel, but even simple seeming customisations to functionality can end up being complicated.
On top of that, there are still very few people available with the knowledge of the product.
The upshot is that any first time install is going to have problems while people learn "SharePoint". Plan for server rebuilds and lots of learning time on your project , (then double it)?.
The discussion boards are rubbish. The community kit for sharepoint has an improved install for Discussion boards and I would reccomend installing this and evaluating against requirements.
The document storage of SharePoint is great, but there is some serious work needed to do outside of SharePoint in the management of document growth and organisation or SharePoint will rapidly devolve into a massive cluster f&*%.
http://technet.microsoft.com/en-us/office/sharepointserver/bb507202.aspx
I work full-time with SharePoint, and here's what I run into the most:
Addendum:
Also, a lot of development issues have been resolved in SP2010, but I haven't worked with it enough to figure out what is working now.
If you try to customize the layout and color of the sharepoint websites this can be a nightmare.
I also found troubleshooting difficult. There are different logfiles to search for the error, and it's never clear where to look.
Like others have said, the development experience is a complete nightmare. Expect any development to take 3 times as long as similar ASP.NET dev.
That being said, I think it works well for information storage in a corp environment. Unfortunately, my experience is that no one ever wants to use it just for that. In fact, most people expect it to be like developing for any regular ASP.NET site and will ask developers to make it do crazy things it was never intended for (and the MS marketing team seems to push this too, which doesn't help).
Dealing with Sharepoint since STS days and the following have been gotchas for us:
Perhaps most importantly: If you don't put some structure to your site(s) up front, and guidance for your users then anarchy rules. Files can end up anywhere and in any site. Compound this with the ability to create sites from Office, meeting workspaces from Outlook and soon you have a site map from hell. And Sharepoint can't generate a decent site map so you've no idea how bad things are getting.
Still, if you're in a corp environment and want to move up the food chain, you can do far worse than get involved with Sharepoint.
The overriding problem is that Microsoft seemed to care more about the marketing of SharePoint that it's use. They knew they couldn't make SharePoint do everything well so they decided to make it do everything 1/2 assed. Wikis, Blogs, Language support with variations sound great - until you actually try to use them.
Alot of things are just too buggy or simply don?t work well enough out of the box. To get a content query web part to recognize a list of links, I have to export it to my machine, change some property I can only see in the xml, re-import it and drag it onto the page? SharePoint is complicated enough and already destined for complexity, but because it was shipped before it was QAed in any kind of real use scenario it's far too easy to just explode into a useless mess.
Another overriding problem with SharePoint is getting data out of it. To aggregate data from SharePoint sites I either have to use a bizarre xslt model with content query web parts or list my sources individually with an kludgey data view web part. The architecture around content types is great, if they are actually implemented properly, but I wish I could use that data more easily. Starting to think that maybe I should auto generate sql views on the backend...
Of course the development model. I have to develop on a server? Really?
I just wish Microsoft would have focused more on the core of the product, QAed it properly, and given everyone a solid foundation to work on with good documentation. Maybe they could have partnered with 3rd parties to get all the little bells an whistles in this version if they felt they had to. I sincerely hope that MS does not continue to plop on use-less features in the next version and instead tries to firm up the foundation. It's not just the product that suffers, it's the legecy of messy implemenation that get created.
SharePoint is very promising and I hope it does become the shinning hub of Microsofts app platform, but It will have to become alot clearer and cleaner before it does.
Troubleshooting can be 'interesting'. A resource I've found useful is SharePoint Debugging and Logging Tips and Tricks. Also, this MSDN article, Development Tools and Techniques for Working with Code in Windows SharePoint Services 3.0 contains some great info.
sealed (enough said, and yes, I know the source is available, but still, how do you stuff that one up!)Where to start. Guys if you're out there holding your heads, and nearly crying in frustration, you're not alone. I've worked with a department of SharePoint developers, and I've never seen a product stab moral like SharePoint.
here are my observations
But the worst thing with MOSS is that there is an unwritten rule only to ever query MOSS through its terrible CAML or web service methods. So any junior who might think it would be a good idea to write some ADO.net to get list items or any other sharepoint object - will get shot down!
I really hope 2010 takes the MOSS out of MOSS. Its the only technology I truly despise.
It really requires people to manage it who really know the system and more than one person.
It requires people who know SharePoint well so they will be able to avoid the pain described by people here (and elsewhere), not only for customising the look and feel, but even simple seeming customisations to functionality can end up being complicated.
Nat brings up great points which need to be heard by many.
I've found that the best way to deploy an application in sharepoint is to adapt sharepoint to your needs and not to adapt your application to sharepoint. The second will lead to headaches and customization difficulties.
well there's many reasons but here are the most common I hear about.
Sharepoint is very restrictive. You have to work within a very specific set of confines which can make trivial tasks seem impossible at times.
Working with the security model is complex. It's an enterprise security model with enterprise complexity.
You're essentially working within a hosted environment which can vary greatly from production to test to development. You need to make sure your development environment resembles exactly the production environment or you're going to have pain.
There are so many extra steps to setup, administer, configure and deploy your sharepoint code. It's not easy to automate builds and it's also hard to replicate settings across multiple environments.
I was going to keep a running list of grievances in a Word document but I'll just do it here instead. Not evening touching on the user experience aspect of it, here are just a few of the infuriating issues that you WILL encounter if you touch the API:
UserList.Contains(user).ParserEnabled with, guess what... little to no documentation.item["fieldName"]? Nope. Try item[item.Fields.GetFieldByInternalName("internalName").Id].Hidden, Title, etc, which are common across many SharePoint classes are NOT encapsulated within an interface, but are instead declared separately in each class. So if you want to do something like show all hidden stuff on a SharePoint site, well you have to cast everything separately.schema.xml. Get ready to rip out all your hair. The practice of provisioning a list definition is the most essential, and yet most convoluted task you'll ever do in SharePoint. The way you go about it is much the same as it was in 2003. Seriously. SP2010 is marginally better in that it doesn't use "CAML spit" (replace the "p" with an "h" for a better name) to render the views anymore, opting instead for XSLT. VS2010 also does much of the work for you via the UI integration but it only takes you so far. Start doing something fancy like deriving from the Discussion List and suddenly you're in a world of hurt.~masterurl/default.master a replacement token instead of just replacing ~masterurl? Once again my code-smell sense is tingling and something tells me that they cut corners on this. I've also found that ~site and ~sitecollection do not always work as intended. There's nothing more beautiful than getting a yellow screen because SharePoint replaced ~sitecollection with the text "sitecollection" instead of the URL to my site collection.SPSite is a site collection and SPWeb is a site. Uh, what?MyCompany.MyTeam.MyList. If that were the case, then anything pointing to that list would be exportable. Instead they took the easy way out and now you, the developer, pay the price.I did some research into the history of SharePoint in order to understand why it is what it is, and stumbled upon some gems:
All of this leads to the following conclusion: SharePoint is the frankenstein progeny of FrontPage Server Extensions, plain and simple. That's why its API stinks so badly and why it has a host of nasty COM objects at its core. I would even wager a guess that large blocks of code at the heart of the SP code base are the original ones that Microsoft stole... er, acquired from Vermeer. In other words, it is likely that parts of SharePoint are over 16 years old! No wonder those error messages are so cryptic. This is technology from 1995! Its roots are plain for all to see: vti = "Vermeer Technologies Inc". When I came to this revelation I didn't know whether to laugh or cry.
Discussion (why SharePoint is horrible)
What is software? A piece of software is a machine built entirely out of pieces of logic (typically) in an iterative, fractal, emergent process. What is important here is the whole fractal/emergent process by which the software develops. If a system is built upon solid requirements, a holistic vision, and good coding practice, then as that system changes and evolves over time it will develop into something that is intricate, yet beautiful, that scales well, and is easy to extend. However, if a system is built from half-baked requirements by sub-par developers, then it will instead grow like a cancer into something that is unsightly, difficult to maintain, and ultimately unsustainable. It all comes down to beginnings, the germination phase, as it were. And that brings us back to SharePoint.
As outlined above, SharePoint entered existence as an ill-conceived product called Vermeer FrontPage, way back in 1995/96. It was supposed to be something which enhanced the user?s web experience, which made all the new technology more accessible to the less tech-savvy people, but in reality it was a silly product from an even sillier time in history. More cynically, one could speculate that it was a slopped-together piece of vaporware pawned off by a couple of non-programmers onto an unsuspecting mega corporation, Microsoft, with the belief that it would never again see the light of day. Unfortunately, it did emerge again, but as something new and warped and terrible to behold.
It?s likely that Microsoft, eager to recoup the $133 million that they spent to purchase FrontPage, started dumping countless man hours into the product in an effort to make it something worth selling in the brave new world of post dot-com software. However (remember what I said above?) software which starts out from a poorly designed, tenuous architecture will only get worse over time. And that?s exactly what happened.
SharePoint, at its heart, is a convoluted mess of anti-patterns and Rube Goldberg-like contraptions all operating behind a black curtain. To be more specific, it?s a bunch of tightly coupled COM objects which are wrapped inside .NET objects. Now, it?s anyone?s guess as to what?s hiding inside those COM objects, but for those of us who are intimate with the product it isn?t a conspiracy theory to believe that there is, indeed, a whole bunch of Vermeer code inside of them. There are clues, if you know where to look, and the horrors of the database schema are there in plain sight for your viewing displeasure. Speculating further, it?s likely that Microsoft only exacerbated the problem by putting their absolute bottom-of-the-barrel programmers and project managers onto SharePoint throughout the years. However, if you place the turd onto a silver platter and surround it with enough delicate trimmings, you can sell it to anyone as filet mignon, and that?s exactly what they do.
To conclude: caveat emptor?buyer beware! Know what you?re getting into before you sign your name (in blood). Expect a colossally high programmer burnout rate when working with this product, especially when you start deviating from its original intended purpose, back when it was still known as FrontPage? which was?
Merely a WYSIWYG editor, with the ability to throw some widgety things onto a web page.
Fin.
They use tables all over for layout, but not consistently. The 508 accessibility is not good.
In short, Sharepoint's HTML is not W3C compliant, and this is a BIG hindrance when you start customizing the UI. It is extremely difficult to apply any type of sophisticated CSS as there is an overuse of HTML tables for the web parts. Also, there are very limited use of DIV's. Fire up Firebug and inspect a web part - all you see are nested tables, with no footers so good luck applying rounded corners to the top AND bottom of the web part.
Another BIG short coming is all the inline javascript, and this makes it hard to determine when the DOM is ready for manipulating.
If you have customer base like we do, you find that want to introduce a Web 2.0 interface, and you can integrate jQuery into the frame work. This takes a lot of effort, but it's worth it when you get it working. My team found the jQuery articles at EndUserSharpoint to be key for us gaining control of the DOM.
There's a saying around my office:
As long as you are in Internet Explorer, a lot of the built-in stuff will work flawlessly.
I think it's a great product but my only "complaint" is that when you try to customize the hell out of it, you need to learn the API properly before doing things right.
So beside the learning curves, I think that WSS 3.0 is great at what it is doing. If you need more than WSS, SharePoint's licence is not for the "Personal" user. Quite expensive.
My biggest complaint is the development experience as a whole. Everything from setting up a development environment to deploying customizations to simple tasks like trying to customize the styles. To sum things up, developing anything for Sharepoint will take 3x as long as will end in failure.
I'd also like to voice my displeasure at trying to customise the stylesheets etc.
We use Sharepoint as our development wiki and trying to skin this involved extreme hackery.
Also not being able to replace the "HTML" editor (and I use the phrase loosely as it is a memo) in the wiki is frustrating.
Have to agree with the other answers; if you want to customize it, be prepared for a few headaches.
besides the already mentioned complaints the multilanguage / i18n support is not great. At least the german translation is crap and websites (SPWebs) with more than one language are simply not envisioned.
Microsoft.
I'm not an anti-Microsoft guy, but really I think that "Microsoft" in this case sums it up for me. If you're going to use Sharepoint, then you're locked in to the Microsoft way. You'll be running a Windows Server, accessing it with Internet Explorer and Microsoft Office, and developing with Microsoft-specific non-free tools.
For a "portal" type solution, I would prefer to work on something that is sensibly managed using standard, widely available tools (and have a wide choice of tools). I prefer working on Unix-based servers. I prefer being able dig into configurations in text files for those times when "standard installations" or "standard upgrades" go south. I prefer knowing where everything is installed and what the dependencies are. I prefer being able to choose the database that I'd like to run. I like being able to setup test machines without worrying about licenses.
That said, I have yet to see a solution that provides as much as Sharepoint, as simply as Sharepoint, and as cheaply as Sharepoint... especially in a Windows environment.
My first real exposure to Sharepoint was in a training session at a Microsoft building. Having did a view source and seeing nested tables to the nth power, I later tried to be diplomatic in asking one of the Microsoft employees, "How is it for disabilities?"
"If you mean like screen readers, it SUCKS" was his answer.
Sharepoint has incredible capabilities, though. Oh, wait, I mean it's documentation promises incredible capabilities.
I'd be much happier with only half of the features if they all actually worked.
I agree with a lot of the other users here have mentioned. One thing I might add is the poor performance of lists that contain many items. We once managed to get three million items into a single list, but after that happened it was impossible to clear those items or delete the list from the web GUI and from the SharePoint API. We managed to get rid of the list by applying batch CAML (yuck!) delete queries to the list.
Oh, and another major complaint that a lot of my customers have: SharePoint Search doesn't support wildcard (i.e. substring) search in the out-of-the-box Search Centers. This means that if you look for the word "share" it will not find "sharepoint". You have to rely on third-party software or code something yourself to fix this.
Considering the fact that SharePoint is positioned by Microsoft as a strong (enterprise) search solution this is a major shortcoming.
That it's quirky and its quirks are badly documented. For example, editing a web.config file locally with SPD was a logical enough thing to want to do, until I discovered it had covertly created a ton of folders to stay frontpage-compatible, without telling me (I found a tip in big, bold letters in a SP book - Professional Sharepoint Development, I think, along these lines - "Don't, whatever you do, use SPD locally, but only remotely via http!!!"
And secondly, when deploying a workflow .dll with SPD, if you leave SPD open, it will cunningly cache the .dll by renaming it, so what you think you just deployed to the GAC, is not actually what the SP is using.
If you want to debug SharePoint errors, then you're going to need Windbg since all you'll usually get is 'An unexpected error occurred' or something useless like that.
Sharepoint suffers from performance issues. Other portal solutions do a lot more with less impact on the user. How often does iGoogle reload the page? It's not nearly as often as when configuring Sharepoint web part pages.
Searching and indexing is a little bit unmature. Noone can explain why indexing takes so much time
Lack of transaction support, referential integrity... a lot of things are just to complex to manage...
Sharepoint doesn´t think about some internet Connections. It´s hard to load the pages and it´s a challenge to deal with performance in the plataform!
We have a Customer that always asks the consulting firm about the performance and how slow is the front page.
I hope Sharepoint 10 can deals better with this Slow mode on!
tks ernesto
Just plus nuances:
My inner-question was always as SPS developer: why so much for SPS marketing, and why so little for SPS development?
IMHO sharepoint is a good idea ruined by an awful implementation, but I can't say I've noticed sharepoint developers are any stranger than the rest of us.
I'm no expert in SharePoint but my guess is that 1) it is very unopinionated and 2) sets extremely high expectations amongst business stakeholders.
I have worked with SharePoint ever since the 2001 version (if you thought 2007 was bad, 2001 tops that easily).
I see developers struggle with SharePoint daily, it seems a lot of people have problems with the steep learning curve. Yes there is a lot to learn. If you know SQL and ASP.NET you are simply not there yet. It is hard for a single person to know 'everything' about SharePoint. It's a bit like the ads of companies that are looking for a PHP developer that knows ASP.NET very well, masters Flash, Photoshop and can talk to clients about requirements. Unlikely.
Community support for SharePoint has been high; there are loads of community sites, people creating tools, add-ons, etc. Someone mentioned terminology, type in "SharePoint searchterm" in google and you rarely miss, even if your searchterm is something generic such as "page" or "content type". Uptake with companies seems equally high, many use it as their Intranet platform and not only the small ones.
I for one like working with SharePoint. I would not want to go back to building Intranets or document management type applications from scratch. Yes you have to have some infrastructure in place; a Windows Server to develop on. Still I can do 'create webpart' in Visual Studio, choose 'deploy' in Visual Studio and be looking at my code rendering on a SharePoint page 2 minutes later. I won't say getting this set up is trivial but it is not that hard either. Also, WSS is free (if you have Windows Server).
If do have a question.. I'll admit to being very biased towards Microsoft & SharePoint because thats what pays my bills but what would the alternative be? (There is no single answer to this question because SharePoint can be used in many ways, I know.. still wondering though)
Lots of people complain about the fact that you have to develop on a SharePoint server within the farm (unless using SP or custom web services.)
But SharePoint is an ASP.Net framework. If you were developing a stand alone ASP.Net site you would also have to develop it on an ASP.Net server (it would just be your local machine), there is nothing stopping you from installing SP on your own VM and developing your solutions there. The only limitation on developing on your desktop machine is the OS (this is a server based product after all.)
The most frustrating thing so far for me having not customised the sites much is the idea that i attach an AD group to a Sharepoint group and yet the AD group is listed as a Sharepoint group in sharepoint.... I dont want to see hundreds of AD groups in sharepoint, just the groups that are directly associated to the sites... it just makes life complex when browsing the site groups... pian in the arse....
What gets me most are the whiners. This product is powerful and flexible enough to pretty much achieve anything you could ask for in the enterprise collaboration/CMS arena. Developers just have to get their heads around the fact that there is a relatively steep learning curve involved. But that's what we get paid for, right? ;-)
SharePoint is full of love, the kind of love that hurts.
1) SharePoint's calculated columns would have been a great idea if Microsoft had allowed us to extend/add functions. For some reason though you get limited to a small subset of Excel functions.
For example, to replace 0 to 4 spaces in a calculated column we had to write something like this. Not only that, but the level of nested calls is limited to 8 making it quite difficult to avoid complexities.
=IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])))), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))), REPLACE(IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]), FIND(" ", IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title])), 1, "%20"), IF(ISNUMBER(FIND(" ", [Title])), REPLACE([Title], FIND(" ", [Title]), 1, "%20"), [Title]))))
2) Importing and Exporting sites containing WorkFlows is a mission because items attached to workflows will not persist this information after importing. (EDIT isue may have been fixed with the latest service pack)
3) You can't do joins with CAML. CAML itself is a big limitation.
4) You can't use a lookup column or a people column in a calculated column.
SharePoint has only one absolute truth.
"If something works on the Framework, DOES NOT means it will work inside SharePoint."
Living by that you won't end up making tests/implementations outside SharePoint with the "Then I'll just copy the code inside that webpart" mindset.
I cannot stress this idea enough, get a good development environment, talk smoothly to your CAS restrictions, understand the impersonations done inside the 12 folder (14 in 2010) and know beforehand that the API probably HAS that one method you need but they ensured it was marked as internal just to test your reflection skills. (GetListByName() being the best example I have in mind).
SharePoint needs a Windows 7 take for the future. Redone from the ground up, no unmanaged STS COM to talk to the database and better structure in the todays homebrew Object Model/API.
Perhaps to illustrate SharePoint 2007 frustration when it comes to customizing its look..
<table>
<table>
<table>
<table>
<table>
Hello, SharePoint!
</table>
</table>
</table>
</table>
</table>
Luckily, Microsoft has heard/learned and 2010 will be full of enjoyable divs...
It versions files, but doesn't make comparing versions easy. Even text files or Word files that you figure Microsoft can handle. You can't (as far as I know) revert unchanged files.
It is just incredibly complex, compared to what it achieves (compare to N2 CMS for example).
And who came up with the idea that in order to derive a content type from another, you assign the id to be <id of parent>00<new id>? I really hope that person is not working on anything I will have to touch again.
Just struggling through some customisation at the moment...my main PAIN has been the uselessness of Lookup columns. Sure you can use them to join lists to present data, but using data from the lookup list in a form is far too much work!
Lookup cant be part of expressions....
Let's have a list of some good interview questions for SharePoint developers. Please provide one question per entry, and if possible, the answers.
Also, please feel free to suggest corrections if the provided answers are wrong.
I will go first:
Q: How does SharePoint store pages?
A: How-to-locate-sharepoint-document-library-source-page-on-the-server?
Q. When running with SPSecurity.RunWithElevatedPrivileges (web context) what credentials are being used?
A. The App Pool Identity for the web application running SharePoint.
Q: When should you dispose SPWeb and SPSite objects? And even more important, when not?
A: You should always dispose them if you created them yourself, but not otherwise. You should never dispose SPContext.Current.Web/Site and you should normally not dispose SPWeb if IsRootWeb is true. More tricky constructs are things along the line of SPList.ParentWeb.
Bonus Points if the candidate knows Roger Lambs Blog Post.
Q: What is the difference between System.Web.UI.WebControls.WebParts.WebPart and Microsoft.SharePoint.WebPartPages.WebPart?
A: Microsoft.SharePoint.WebPartPages.WebPart is provided in MOSS 2007 to provide backwards compatability with MOSS 2003 webparts. In MOSS 2007, it is recommended to use System.Web.UI.WebControls.WebParts.WebPart instead.
Q. When modifying a list item, what is the "main" difference between using SPListItem.Update() and SPListItem.SystemUpdate()?
A. Using SystemUpdate() will not create a new version and will also retain timestamps.
Q: What are "Features" and why should you know about them?
A: Anything from The concept of a "Feature" in SharePoint demonstrates an understanding.
sometimes I like to ask more open ended questions to get the prospect talking.
If I want to find out technical depth
Q: What bugs have you found in SharePoint? then Q: And what did you do to work around them?
Q. What is a site collection, why would you create a new site collection as opposed to a site?
A. Bit of a long answer, but they should know about site collection administration, quotas, seperation of assets, security model etc.
Dave Wollerman has a good article on some of the whys and wherefores.
Q: Describe the difference between a list and a library.
A: Lists are collections of metadata or columns, that can have attached documents. Libraries are collections of documents (Excel, InfoPath, Word, etc.) plus optional metadata.
Edited per ktrauberman's feedback.
Q. If you have an ItemUpdated or ItemUpdating event receiver and it causes an update to the item, how do you prevent another ItemUpdated and ItemUpdating event from being fired during your update?
A. Before performing your update, call DisableEventFiring(). After update, call EnableEventFiring().
Q: Explain how SharePoint render its content. A: Beyond scope here, but you can find some good information here: http://g-m-a-c.blogspot.com/2008/04/how-sharepoint-2007-renders-its-content.html
The applicant should at least get around the SharePoint's template rendering mechanism, and what's in the 12/TEMPLATE/CONTROLTEMPLATES/ and what it's used for with emphasis on DefaultTemplates.ascx. This is absolutely essential knowledge if you wish to do any kind of SharePoint customization.
Q: Name at least two shared services available in MOSS 2007
A: Shared Services Providers in MOSS 2007 can provide the following shared services:
Q. What is the difference between MOSS & WSS
A. MOSS uses the Shared Service Provider for search, profile import, etc... (see the answers posted by Lars Fastrup for a more complete list)
Q: What is the performance impact of RunWithElevatedPrivileges?
A: RunWithElevatedPrivileges creates a new thread with the App Pool's credentials, blocking your current thread until it finishes.
[via rexm]
Good ones. here are some really useful ones. http://megasolutions.net/qs/Sharepoint_Portal_Interview_Questions.aspx
Q: Why would you use a custom column?
A: It allows you to re-use the column in multiple libraries. Particularly useful if you use a Choice type to restrict the user input to a predefined set of answers, and when that list of answers will likely change.
Q: (i) Describe the purpose of a content type and; (ii) give an example of where they might be used.
A: (i) A content type groups a set of list columns together so that they can be reused in the same way across sites. (ii) They could be used as a set of metadata columns that need to be applied to every document in a site collection.
Q. What base classes do event receivers inherit from?
A:
Also see a collection of SharePoint Questions on: http://qmoss.blogspot.com/
Describe your experiences in applying custom branding to SharePoint 2007. What are some pitfalls to avoid? How do you deploy your custom branding to the farm?
When/why should you/shouldn't you make direct changes or additions to the files in the 12 hive?
Q: How would you programmatically retrieve a list item?
A: SPQuery and SPSiteDataQuery. Bonus points for knowledge of CrossListQueryCache, PortalSiteMapProvider. Negative points for use of foreach.
Q: What are the built in ways to backup a SharePoint install?
A: Through the central administration and the stsadm command
Q: (more advanced) You've created and deployed a Web Part, when you deploy to the server you get a page saying your Web Part couldn't be loaded, click here to go to the Web Part maintenance page, etc. to disable the web part. What step(s) should you take to get a stack dump from your web part instead of that error page?
A: Go to the web.config file for your website and find the CallStack Attribute in the SafeControls element and set the value to true.
Q. How would you create a Master/Detail page?
A. Creating a Content type inheriting from Folder Content Type for the master, and another Content type inheriting from Item and using them both on a List
Describe the Business Data Catalog (BDC), and provide at least one of a tangible application for it.
Q. What are the data types which are supported as Lookup column in SharePoint.
A. Only Single Line of Text and Calculated columns are supported as lookup columns.
Also I have consolidated some more questions on: http://qmoss.blogspot.com/
Here is a site dedicated for Microsoft Sharepoint Interview Questions for Developers
Q: What is a way of elevating SharePoint privileges without using RunWithElevatedPrivileges?
A: Pass the System Account User Token from the SPContext to the SPSite constructor.
A majority of times a developer can accomplish what they need using this method without needlessly elevating network credentials.
I would rather ask some open ended questions like Tell me something which you consider as an error that Microsoft has made in SharePoint? Possible answers are... For lookup columns you need to know the lookup field GUID in advance and you can?t easily provision a lookup field as a feature. MOSS does not have site level events such as an event for creating of lists. SharePoint designer is a crap and add unwanted stuff which increases the page size.
Lack of user group based trimming control as only permission based trimming is available by deafult (of cause you can create a custom security trimmer that does this)
Update urself - Check Out sharePoint 2010 Interview Questions
http://mysharepointwork.blogspot.com/2010/01/sharepoint-2010-interview-questions_20.html
I need to edit the web.config file on a live Sharepoint environment, but I'm unsure what will happen if I do (I want to output custom errors).
Will this cause the IIS6 worker process to recycle?
Will active users lose their session state because of this?
Or can I safely edit the file?
The application pool will restart and session state will be lost. Imagine each ASP.NET application (as defined in IIS) is a program on the desktop. Saving web.config will do something similar to closing the program and reopening it.
I believe this resets the application and user's will lose session state.
The app pool recycles and as such session state is lost.
Yes, the AppPool will recycle and session state will be lost.
If you have any thoughts of editing the web config, please look into the SPWebConfigModification class.
As already mentioned by some people: the application pool of the site in IIS will restart (this typically takes a couple of seconds). As a result the next page request(s) will be slower (since nothing will be cached anymore). Also the session state of the users will be lost; BUT in WSS session state is not used by default, in MOSS it is used by InfoPath Form Services. So it could be that you don't have big issues related to losing session state.
On the other side; to overcome those issues: what is typically done is to create a SharePoint Solution (WSP) that deploys and starts a Timer Job to make the changes to the web.config from code (using the SPWebConfigModification class of the Object Model). The nice thing is that you can schedule the execution of the change, so your users won't notice it.
It will make the application restart.
Also if Session state is configured as out-of-process (database or service) then recycling the app pool won't lose any session state. This is as true for Sharepoint as it is for vanilla ASP.Net.
Concur with all of the above, I'd also like to point out that a backup (just a quick file copy even) of any manually edited web.config file is handy in case you screw up a quotation mark somewhere and break your website :-)
I am developing, a simple SharePoint Sequential Workflow which should be bound to a document library. When associating the little workflow to a document library, I checked these options
Now I upload a document to this library and the workflow starts and for instance sends a mail. It completes and everything is fine.
When I select Edit Properties on the new Item and save a change, the workflow is fired again. Absolutely what we expected.
Even when copying a new Item into the library with help of the Copy.asmx Webservice, the workflow starts normally.
But now I want to update the item via the SharePoint WebService Lists.asmx.
My CAML goes here:
<Method ID='1' Cmd='Update'>
<Field Name='ID'>1</Field>
<Field Name='myDummyPropertyField'>NewValue</Field>
</Method>
The Item is being updated (timestamp changed and a dummy property, too) but the workflow does NOT start again.
This behaviour is reproducable on our development and test system.
Checking the error logs (C:\Program Files\Common Files\Microsoft Shared\web server extensions\12\LOGS) I discovered a strange error message:
09/25/2008 16:51:40.17 w3wp.exe (0x1D94) 0x1D60 Windows SharePoint Services General 6875 Critical Error loading and running event receiver Microsoft.SharePoint.Workflow.SPWorkflowAutostartEventReceiver in Microsoft.SharePoint, Version=12.0.0.0, Culture=neutral, PublicKeyToken=71e9bce111e9429c. Additional information is below. : The object specified does not belong to a list.
Anybody who can confirm this behavior? Or any solution hints?
I am keeping you informed of any developments on this topic.
Finally, we got through the support services processes at Microsoft and got a solution!
First, Microsoft stated this to be a bug. It is a minor bug, because there is a good workaround, so it may take some longer time, until this bug will be fixed (the support technician said something with next service pack oder next version (!)).
But now for the problem.
The reaseon
Let's take a look at the CAML code from my question:
<Method ID='1' Cmd='Update'>
<Field Name='ID'>1</Field>
<Field Name='myDummyPropertyField'>NewValue</Field>
</Method>
For any reason the Workflow Manager does not work with the ID, we entered in the second line. Strange, all other SharePoint commands are working with the ID, but not the Workflow Manager. The Workflow Manager works with the "fully qualified" document name. So, because we had no clue and didn't entered any fully qualified document name, the Workflow Manager defaults to the name of the current document library. And now the error message begins to make sense:
The object specified does not belong to a list.
Of course, the object (document library) does not belong to a list, it IS the list.
The solution
We have to add one more line to our CAML Query:
<Field Name='FileRef'>/sites/mySite/myDocLib/myFolder/myDocument.txt</Field>
The FileRef passes the fully qualified document name to the Workflow Manager, which - now totally happy - starts the workflow of the item.
Be careful, you have to include the full absolute server path, omitting your server name (found for example in ServerRelativePath property of your SPItem).
Full working CAML Query:
<Method ID='1' Cmd='Update'>
<Field Name='ID'>1</Field>
<Field Name='FileRef'>/sites/mySite/myDocLib/myFolder/myDocument.txt</Field>
<Field Name='myDummyPropertyField'>NewValue</Field>
</Method>
The future
Perhaps this undocumented behaviour will be fixed in one of the upcoming service packs, perhaps not. Microsoft Support apologized and is going to release an MSDN Article on this topic. For the next month I hope this article on stackoverflow will help developers in the same situation.
Thanks for reading!
We faced a similar issue with an Approval Workflow. To solve it, we wrote our own Event Receiver and attached it to the list. Depending on whether the item was updated or edited, we then fired the Approval Workflow.
Hope this helps...
I've encountered this issue as well and found out that once a workflow has started, it cannot be re-started automatically, no matter how you update the item. You can, however, manually start the workflow again, as many times as you like.
I have seen the same behavior. But then you get posts like this, showing people how to create one per day to set up email reminders.
We are setting up a new SharePoint for which we don't have a valid SSL certificate yet. I would like to call the Lists web service on it to retrieve some meta data about the setup. However, when I try to do this, I get the exception:
The underlying connection was closed: Could not establish trust relationship for the SSL/TLS secure channel.
The nested exception contains the error message:
The remote certificate is invalid according to the validation procedure.
This is correct since we are using a temporary certificate.
My question is: how can I tell the .Net web service client (SoapHttpClientProtocol) to ignore these errors?
Alternatively you can register a call back delegate which ignores the certification error:
...
ServicePointManager.ServerCertificateValidationCallback = MyCertHandler;
...
static bool MyCertHandler(object sender, X509Certificate certificate, X509Chain chain, SslPolicyErrors error)
{
// Ignore errors
return true;
}
Like Jason S's answer:
ServicePointManager.ServerCertificateValidationCallback = delegate { return true; };
I put this in my Main and look to my app.config and test if (ConfigurationManager.AppSettings["IgnoreSSLCertificates"] == "True") before calling that line of code.
Keith
The approach I used when faced with this problem was to add the signer of the temporary certificate to the trusted authorities list on the computer in question.
I normally do testing with certificates created with CACERT, and adding them to my trusted authorities list worked swimmingly.
Doing it this way means you don't have to add any custom code to your application and it properly simulates what will happen when your application is deployed. As such, I think this is a superior solution to turning off the check programmatically.
i solved it this way
call the following just before calling your ssl webservice that cause that error
using System.Net;
using System.Net.Security;
using System.Security.Cryptography.X509Certificates;
/// <summary>
/// solution for exception
/// System.Net.WebException:
/// The underlying connection was closed: Could not establish trust relationship for the SSL/TLS secure channel. ---> System.Security.Authentication.AuthenticationException: The remote certificate is invalid according to the validation procedure.
/// </summary>
public static void BypassCertificateError()
{
ServicePointManager.ServerCertificateValidationCallback +=
delegate(
Object sender1,
X509Certificate certificate,
X509Chain chain,
SslPolicyErrors sslPolicyErrors)
{
return true;
};
}
Interesting artcle on how to resolve the error: "The remote certificate is invalid according to the validation procedure" http://dzeee.net/sharepoint/post/2010/03/24/The-remote-certificate-is-invalid-according-to-the-validation-procedure.aspx
I hear the name Microsoft Sharepoint being thrown around a lot yet I am still not sure what its for and why I hear a lot of big companies use it. In short, the questions are, what is sharepoint and why is it popular?
The latest version of Microsoft SharePoint software is really two different products:
File Sharing SharePoint originally became popular because it was an easy way to share documents on the web. Many organizations that adopted SharePoint in the 2003 versions capitalized on the ability to upload documents to Document Libaries and share those documents with others.
Company Extranets One great example of this web based sharing, is a company extranet where users are not all in one location or authentication domain. Using form based authentication, accounts can be created for people across physical and company boundaries. By allowing one place for shared documents around a task rather than a corporate entity, SharePoint goes way beyond the common file share.
Content Management There are plenty of other Content Management Systems, but MOSS incorporated the functionality of the previously name Microsoft Content Management System which itself often cost more than MOSS alone. Check out this large list of public websites and blogs hosted on SharePoint And that is not all of them.
Search Search is greatly improved in SharePoint 2007 technologies. Search results are security trimmed, relevant and performant unlike the previous 2003 version. Bad search in SharePoint 2003 products lead to a lot of dissatisfaction with the product.
what is sharepoint
Sharepoint is really two different technologies: Windows Sharepoint Services (WSS) and Microsoft Office Sharepoint Server (MOSS). WSS is free and it comes with Windows Server 2003. MOSS isn't free.
WSS provides lots of out of the box functionality for managing documents and projects online. It manages documents in "document libraries." These are folders with permissions and different views of your documents. Projects, tasks, issues, or any tabular data, is managed in lists. Lists are similar to document libraries. They have permissions and views as well. It provides some simple search as well.
MOSS provides a better search (it's supposed to at least). It also has more publishing capabilities (WSS doesn't). And you have more control over page layouts. It's meant more for internet style sites while WSS is more for intranet sites.
and why is it popular?
WSS is popular partly because its free and partly because it just does so much out of the box. You can solve many common office requests with WSS. Stuff like issue trackers, project management and document management are trivial in WSS. That said, its a jack of all trades - good at many, master of none.
MOSS is probably less popular because its not free and having used it for a year, I don't see as much value in it as WSS. Search isn't that great. It does do a good job of creating a company directory.
I've been working with SharePoint since v.1 and I could tell you that SharePoint is a:
...but if I have to summarize in one sentence what SharePoint is I would say:
Sharepoint is Microsoft's Web OS.
That's real the secret of its success. Many people imagined the Web OS as something like these. A Web OS is not something that is meant to look like a desktop OS. A Web OS should be a WEB PLATFORM in which all sort of applications can be built on and users are able to collaborate with.
Think of SharePoint as the 2.0-era version of Windows :-)
Previous answers describe what sharepoint is, but don't do a good job describing why it's popular. Yes, it gives you all that neat doc-management stuff out of the box. Yes, it integrates tightly with Office.
The OOB features are 1/10th of the whole story. Sharepoint exposes a comprehensive .Net object model that lets you customize the thing to your hearts content. People are coding amazing things with MOSS 2007. With the object model, you can build and customize sites via code, in response to external events. You can write custom "web-parts" (controls hosted on special pages) that consume both internal (sharepoint) and external data.
Check out Sharepoint Blogs to see what people are doing with it.
Very good points so far but I'll try my best to add something. :)
SharePoint is not just 2 technologies. It is a set of products and technologies brought together by Microsoft into one immense product that comes in 2 flavors. The 2 flavors are Windows SharePoint Services (WSS) and Microsoft Office SharePoint Server (MOSS). MOSS does come in standard and enterprise.
[Some of the technologies used in SharePoint: Windows Workflow Foundation, ASP.NET, Web Parts, XML (included XPath, XSLT, etc), SQL, Web Services - to name a few I can think of off the top of my head]
No matter the version you choose, SharePoint allows for web-based capabilities to allow users to create, organize, distribute, and maintain information. Because of this, the most common uses for SharePoint sites are intranets and project/team sites.
SharePoint also has incredible possibilities as an application platform. Looking at the web part and workflow pieces alone you can begin to realize the potential. For example, automation of authorization processes within an organization can quickly be developed without any code using SharePoint Designer. (FYI: more complex workflows would require Visual Studio but many simple workflows can be designed using the point and click functionality of SharePoint Designer)
While MOSS only extends upon the WSS, it does add a large amount of functionality that can be very important and useful to a business. Some of the more important features available in MOSS and not in WSS are: records management, document retention and auditing policies, browser based forms (InfoPath forms without installing InfoPath on client machine), and some of the business intelligence capabilities. Amazingly we're seeing interest in the social networking features of MOSS too. (easy to read list of features not in WSS that MOSS has)
Why is SharePoint used? I was doing some research not to long ago on this exact subject and I found a research study that cited 5 key benefits:
Sorry if that turned into a bit of a ramble.
I think in this case Wikipedia have it right
Windows SharePoint Services (WSS) is the basic part of Microsoft SharePoint, offering collaboration and document management functionality by means of web portals, by providing a centralized repository for shared documents, as well as browser-based management and administration of them. It allows creation of Document libraries, which are collections of files that can be shared for collaborative editing. SharePoint provides access control and revision control for documents in a library.
In a nutshell Sharepoint is all about corporative management and collaboration features. Your company have a Windows 2003 server? Here you go. WSS 3.0 is here up and running.
SharePoint is the reason I'm considering taking advantage of a suicide booth.
In all seriousness, the rest of the answers are spot on. The differences between WSS 3.0 and MOSS 2007 commonly trip people up ("why pay for MOSS when WSS is free?" for example). SharePoint is a very complex and rich product that is integrated into other Microsoft applications, like Project Server 2007 and Team Foundation Server.
Why should you care about it? It depends. There are quite a few opportunities out there for experienced SharePoint developers and administrators. It can very quickly become the singular focus of your career if you decide to put a lot of effort into learning it.
It's a collaboration website. All of the members on a team can update a single calendar and upload shared documents to a single repository.
Microsoft Office Sharepoint Server (MOSS) is a combination of two previous products, Microsoft SharePoint and Microsoft Content Management System.
It has a large number of features out of the box that are very desirable for any single system, including hosting files with customisable metadata. Page and file publishing that is enabled for end users, excellent search... the list goes on.
Essentially it is designed to enhance and organisations collaboration activities across the entire enterprise, leveraging the organistations existing Office application to create an enterprise system.
I have consolidated various features of SharePoint/MOSS 2007 at following post: http://www.etechplanet.com/post/2009/11/27/Features-of-SharePoint-MOSS-2007.aspx
Sharepoint, MS OFFICE proxy circa 2003...
remember when you emailed a copy of that word doc out to the whole company, that's what sharepoint is for, but apparently you missed the introductory gotomeeting training course.
In a SharePoint list I want an auto number column that as I add to the list gets incremented. How best can I go about this?
All the best Kieran
Sharepoint Lists automatically have an column with "ID" which auto increments. You simply need to select this column from the "modify view" screen to view it.
If you want to control the formatting of the unique identifier you can create your own in SharePoint. MSDN also has a visual How-To. This basically means that you're creating a custom column.
WSS defines the Counter field type (which is what the ID column above is using). I've never had the need to re-use this or extend it, but it should be possible.
A solution might exist without creating a custom . For example: if you wanted unique IDs like CUST1, CUST2, ... it might be possible to create a Calculated column and use the value of the ID column in you formula (="CUST" & [ID]). I haven't tried this, but this should work :)
You can't add a new unique auto-generated ID to a SharePoint list, but there already is one there! If you edit the "All Items" view you will see a list of columns that do not have the display option checked.
There are quite a few of these columns that exist but that are never displayed, like "Created By" and "Created". These fields are used within SharePoint, but they are not displayed by default so as not to clutter up the display. You can't edit these fields, but you can display them to the user. if you check the "Display" box beside the ID field you will get a unique and auto-generated ID field displayed in your list.
Check out: Unique ID in SharePoint list
it's in there by default. It's the id field.
If you want something beyond the ID column that's there in all lists, you're probably going to have to resort to an Event Receiver on the list that "calculates" what the value of your unique identified should be or using a custom field type that has the required logic embedded in this. Unfortunately, both of these options will require writing and deploying custom code to the server and deploying assemblies to the GAC, which can be frowned upon in environments where you don't have complete control over the servers.
If you don't need the unique identifier to show up immediately, you could probably generate it via a workflow (either with SharePoint Designer or a custom WF workflow built in Visual Studio).
Unfortunately, calculated columns, which seem like an obvious solution, won't work for this purpose because the ID is not yet assigned when the calculation is attempted. If you go in after the fact and edit the item, the calculation may achieve what you want, but on initial creation of a new item it will not be calculated correctly.
As stated, all objects in sharepoint contain some sort of unique identifier (often an integer based counter for list items, and GUIDs for lists).
That said, there is also a feature available at http://www.codeplex.com/features called "Unique Column Policy", designed to add an other column with a unique value. A complete writeup is available at http://scothillier.spaces.live.com/blog/cns!8F5DEA8AEA9E6FBB!293.entry
So I am not sure I can really think of why you would actually need a "site collection unique" id, so maybe you can comment and let us know what is actually trying to be accomplished here...
Either way, all items have a UniqueID property that is a GUID if you really need it: http://msdn.microsoft.com/en-us/library/microsoft.sharepoint.splistitem.uniqueid.aspx
Peetha has the best idea, I've done the same with a custom list in our SP site. Using a workflow to auto increment is the best way, and it is not that difficult. Check this website out: http://splittingshares.wordpress.com/2008/04/11/auto-increment-a-number-in-a-new-list-item/
I give much appreciation to the person who posted that solution, it is very cool!!
Is it possible to use the Asp.Net MVC framework within SharePoint sites?
This might be of interest to you http://www.codeplex.com/SharePointMVC
I published it about 5 minutes ago.
It is basically a library to help rendering ASP.MVC inside a SharePoint masterpage.
Still early days but u get the idea.
Regards
Simon
In ScottGu's blog from February 2008, he writes:
Currently MVC doesn't directly integrate with SharePoint. That is something we'll be looking at supporting in the future though.
There's a project on CodePlex for getting ASP.NET MVC to work in SharePoint: http://www.codeplex.com/SharePointMVC
The following sharepoint site, www.themedicinecabinet.co.uk, was built using ASP.net MVC 2. This article explains how this was done http://vspug.com/mbailey/files/2010/04/Using-ASP.NET-MVC-2-with-Sharepoint-Publishing.pdf
One possible architecture is to use an asp.net or an asp.net mvc frontend. Then accessing sharepoint functionality via web services.
This has the benefit of giving you access to the functionality of sharepoint, without having the extra development cost of using sharepoint.
I don't believe so, although you can upload standard ASPX files into SharePoint and have them operate I'm pretty sure that the URL rewritting is where it would come unstuck.
One thing you could do is create sharepoint "powered" apps with asp.net mvc just by referencing the SharePoint assembly.
I guess the Sharepoint Object Model would be your M in MVC.
May be this will help you:
http://simone.codeplex.com/wikipage?title=Host%20Aps.Net%20Mvc
I am particularly interested in Document Libraries, but in terms of general SharePoint lists, can anyone answer the following...?
In SharePoint v.2:
More info: http://technet.microsoft.com/en-us/library/cc287743.aspx
In SharePoint v.3:
More info: http://technet.microsoft.com/en-us/library/cc287790.aspx
The whitepaper I found most useful was linked from the resource posted by user mbowles above. The direct link is...
http://blah.winsmarts.com/2008-4-SharePoint_limits.aspx
for #3: you can index specific columns in a list, but you should still keep the sizes down.
The exact answers have already been given, however I do feel I should add this warning:
This might be one of those situations where if you have to ask, you can't afford it.
So if you find yourself approaching the limits posted earlier, think long and hard about what you are trying to do, and make sure you're not doing it wrong.
The "2000 limit" expressed above doesn't hold.
Please take a look at this document for more exact answers to your questions.
I personally experimented what the document describes.
Beware, the Performance of SiteDataQuery degrades heavily he more subsites you have. A hundred subsites can take 20 seconds to query.
There is documented guidance for Microsoft® Office SharePoint® Server 2007 regarding the maximum size of lists and list containers. For typical customer scenarios in which the standard Office SharePoint Server 2007 browser-based user interface is used, the recommendation is that a single list should not have more than 2,000 items per list container. A container in this case means the root of the list, as well as any folders in the list ? a folder is a container because other list items are stored within it. A folder can contain items from the list as well as other folders, and each subfolder can contain more of each, and so on. For example, that means that you could have a list with 1,990 items in the root of the site, 10 folders that each contain 2,000 items, and so on. The maximum number of items supported in a list with recursive folders is 5 million items.
What is the best way to upload a file to a Document Library on a SharePoint server through the built-in web services that version WSS 3.0 exposes?
Following the two initial answers...
We definitely need to use the Web Service layer as we will be making these calls from remote client applications.
The WebDAV method would work for us, but we would prefer to be consistent with the web service integration method.
There is additionally a web service to upload files, painful but works all the time.
Are you referring to the ?Copy? service? We have been successful with this service?s CopyIntoItems method. Would this be the recommended way to upload a file to Document Libraries using only the WSS web service API?
I have posted our code as a suggested answer.
Example of using the WSS "Copy" Web service to upload a document to a library...
public static void UploadFile2007(string destinationUrl, byte[] fileData)
{
// List of desination Urls, Just one in this example.
string[] destinationUrls = { Uri.EscapeUriString(destinationUrl) };
// Empty Field Information. This can be populated but not for this example.
SharePoint2007CopyService.FieldInformation information = new
SharePoint2007CopyService.FieldInformation();
SharePoint2007CopyService.FieldInformation[] info = { information };
// To receive the result Xml.
SharePoint2007CopyService.CopyResult[] result;
// Create the Copy web service instance configured from the web.config file.
SharePoint2007CopyService.CopySoapClient
CopyService2007 = new CopySoapClient("CopySoap");
CopyService2007.ClientCredentials.Windows.ClientCredential =
CredentialCache.DefaultNetworkCredentials;
CopyService2007.ClientCredentials.Windows.AllowedImpersonationLevel =
System.Security.Principal.TokenImpersonationLevel.Delegation;
CopyService2007.CopyIntoItems(destinationUrl, destinationUrls, info, fileData, out result);
if (result[0].ErrorCode != SharePoint2007CopyService.CopyErrorCode.Success)
{
// ...
}
}
There are a couple of things to consider:
I've had good luck using the DocLibHelper wrapper class described here: http://geek.hubkey.com/2007/10/upload-file-to-sharepoint-document.html
Another option is to use plain ol' HTTP PUT:
WebClient webclient = new WebClient();
webclient.Credentials = new NetworkCredential(_userName, _password, _domain);
webclient.UploadFile(remoteFileURL, "PUT", FilePath);
webclient.Dispose();
Where remoteFileURL points to your SharePoint document library...
public static void UploadFile(byte[] fileData) {
var copy = new Copy {
Url = "http://servername/sitename/_vti_bin/copy.asmx",
UseDefaultCredentials = true
};
string destinationUrl = "http://servername/sitename/doclibrary/filename";
string[] destinationUrls = {destinationUrl};
var info1 = new FieldInformation
{
DisplayName = "Title",
InternalName = "Title",
Type = FieldType.Text,
Value = "New Title"
};
FieldInformation[] info = {info1};
var copyResult = new CopyResult();
CopyResult[] copyResults = {copyResult};
copy.CopyIntoItems(
destinationUrl, destinationUrls, info, fileData, out copyResults);
}
I added a Web Reference instead. Is this just as fast/reliable versus using CopySoapClient or what are the differences?
From a colleage at work:
Lazy way: your Windows WebDAV filesystem interface. It is bad as a programmatic solution because it relies on the WindowsClient service running on your OS, and also only works on websites running on port 80. Map a drive to the document library and get with the file copying.
There is additionally a web service to upload files, painful but works all the time.
I believe you are able to upload files via the FrontPage API but I don?t know of anyone who actually uses it.
Not sure on exactly which web service to use, but if you are in a position where you can use the SharePoint .NET API Dlls, then using the SPList and SPLibrary.Items.Add is really easy.
Ok, I've seen a few posts that mention a few other posts about not using SP wikis because they suck.
Since we are looking at doing our wiki in SP, I need to know why we shouldn't do it for a group of 6 automation-developers to document the steps in various automated processes and the changes that have to be made from time to time.
Thanks.
Here are some caveats I came across that will vanish if you use a wiki other than Sharepoint.
Sharepoint lets you create tons of separate wikis, but I'd recommend having one big wiki for everything. My company made a bunch of little wikis for each project/feature, but only admins can create the individual wikis, so if I want to write about something that isn't doesn't match one of the predefined categories, I have to find a manager to create the wiki first.
Secondly, if you use Sharepoint make sure everyone on your staff only uses IE, since Firefox doesn't support the WYSIWIG editor. This is a good thing for most wikis, but makes collaborating difficult in Sharepoint. Imagine editing auto-generated HTML in a tiny little box all day.
Third, try to write up your project documentation in the wiki and resist the temptation to upload Word docs to the Sharepoint library. No point in writing up all your docs twice and watching things get more and more out of sync.
Finally, image support in Sharepoint wikis is terrible. You have to add a file to a document library somewhere and type in the URL. My images were forever getting deleted because they don't seem to make much sense out of context.
The default wiki included with Sharepoint doesn't support common wiki features well at all. There is no way to edit a single section of a page, and no way to link directly to a particular section on another page. The backend is in HTML so you lose the ability to edit in plaintext using simple syntax. The diff feature can't span multiple versions. Poor cross browser support of WYSIWYG editing. No way to auto-insert a table of contents...
There are, however, other wiki add-ins for Sharepoint which I can't categorically dismiss, for instance Confluence makes an add-in for Sharepoint. I haven't evaluated this software myself, and Confluence is somewhat expensive ($1,200 for 25 user license) although if you are already on Sharepoint I sense large corporate coffers :P. There also appear to be some free add-ins like CKS Enhanced Wiki but that appears to have a lot of the same problems mentioned above.
I have a much more positive view of Microsoft's Sharepoint Wiki. In many ways it reminds me of FrontPage 98 -- and that was an unfairly maligned product.
The comment about using a list is misguided. Sharepoint Wikis ARE Sharepoint lists, in which each page is a list item with an HTML attachment.
It's true that you can't link into a page, but if the pages are short I don't see that as a problem. SP Wiki makes it very easy to have short pages.
You can manipulate the Wiki attributes from access 2008 if you wish, and you can add attributes to the wiki list items as desired. For example -- do you want categories? Just add them by editing the list. Want specific views? of list items. Create them too.
There's real genius in the way Microsoft built their Wiki framework atop Sharepoint lists -- which are undeniablly well done.
The TRUE drawback of Sharepoint Wiki was mentioned by famerchris. The approach to image management is surprisingly awful. It's such a serious problem that you should consider other Wikis for this reason alone.
There is a convoluted workaround that I use. It takes advantage of the superb Sharepoint support and image editing integrated with Windows Live Writer.
This takes suprisingly little time, far less than any other option I've read of. I admit, it is convoluted.
Other than the image problems I'm pleased and impressed with the product. If only Microsoft had thought harder about images ... if only ...
We run into this topic all the time, and the first question I have taken to asking people is "Why do you need a wiki"? Almost always the answers are things "ease of editing", "multiple contributors", and "Word is to heavyweight". Very rarely have we seen anyone ask for what I consider to be uniquely wiki-like features (special "magic" markup, fine grained version history showing changes, etc). Also, they usually want some kind of categorization of things, not just completely free-form pages.
In the SharePoint world these things should scream "list" at you if you've been working with the tool for a while. There is basically no particular reason to use a wiki for these knowledge base-style applications, especially since "ease of editing" usually directly conflicts with the idea of learning a special markup language for most user. Through a couple of rich-text columns in there, and you're all set. If you really don't like the built-in rich-text editor (yes the image uploading process is clunky and it doesn't work in Firefox), have someone in your organization go drop the 8 Benjamins and go get the RadEditor for SharePoint. It should pretty much handle those concerns.
Generally once we've gotten over the "but it needs to be a wiki" dogma, we've had pretty good customer reception to just using lists. In some cases, where a little more of a page templating facility was required we turned to using the WCM features of MOSS, which requires a little more up-front thought about templates, but also has a better out of the box experience for things like content snippets and image handling.
Because the default implementation is not a wiki, it is an HTML editor.
If you've used a wiki before you'll know the difference. Just look at "Your answer" at the bottom of this page to see the difference. You use markup in a wiki, which is relatively easy to read and edit. Formatted HTML completely obscures what is written.
For a group of 6 people that will be making "every now and then" edits, the built-in wiki will be fine.
The Sharepoint Wiki is essentially a list of Static HTML Pages, with the only Wiki-feature being [[article]] links. No Templates, No Categories, nothing.
We ended up having a separate MediaWiki and only use the Sharepoint wiki for text-based content that does not need much layout.
Don't forget the Community Kit for Sharepoint - Enhanced Wiki Edition. This adds some features to the out of the box version.
My company rolled out sharepoint recently, and I have to say my user experience was Very Bad. And I'm not just saying I was apprehensive to using it: I went in with an open mind and tried it, and many things just felt like they didn't really work right.
The reasons Luke mentioned more or less cover it.
Why wouldn't you consider using something else like Screwturn Wiki which Jeff donated to a short while ago? I haven't used Screwturn myself, but it is free and open source, and may be a faster lightweight solution for what you need.
We looked at Sharepoint for a department wiki a few months ago. Even though we're primarily an MS shop, we went with DokuWiki. Open-source, so easy to keep up to date, great plugins, and a file-based back end.
I'm the PM at Microsoft responsible for SharePoint wikis. I'm looking for feedback on our next version. You can follow me on twitter (spwiki).
I would also temper the ratings of the OOB wiki and its lack of functionality with the technical level of the authors here.
I agree that the SP wiki might qualify in name only - certainly when compared to some more robust offerings - but remember as an admin - your primary success is determined by end user adoption. In short - for every feature that a wiki like Confluence adds, it also adds user education, syntax, etc.
While I would love SP wiki to have more "wiki-like" - there is a certain, undescribable satisfaction you can take when your CIO adds an entry in the company wiki - or you are recognized by a group of administrative assistants who find the new wiki "revolutionary".
In short - the built in functionality may be lacking to the jaded eyes of us tech professionals, but to the technologically naive, its pretty easy to train on, and can expose them to a technology they may have heard of but could never (before this) understand or imagine using.
I've played very briefly with SharePoint Wiki Plus. It's a third-party extension that adds features to the SharePoint Wiki. For serious wiki users then you probably need something more than the SharePoint provided Wiki - either via an extension or a dedicated Wiki product.
I think SharePoint Wiki is not so popular as other SharePoint features. I do not have solid evidence to prove that, but I still believe there are many things need to be done. Regarding to enhance it, there are also not so many tools as other SharePoint functionality have. As far as I know there are only several such tools, mostly SharePoint Wiki Redirect and SharePoint Wiki Plus(mentioned above).
Maybe try http://wordtosharepoint.codeplex.com/ for migrating your Word content to SharePoint? It takes care of linking images and most other things.
Screwturn is wicked awesome - and it is C# / .Net.
Sharepoint 2010 is supposed to have better wiki features, and there is always the community kit of sharepoint. If you are able to leave the Sharepoint Wiki behind - you could always head over to the http://www.wikimatrix.org to find the wiki that works for you.
Before the rant, here is my overall experience with SharePoint as a wiki.
It is a poorly implemented feature that failed becouse there was a fundemental lack of investigation into what current wiki environments provide. That is why it failed in it's editor and why it misses on points like: tagging, history comparison, and poorly generated html code.
You need to skip it and get something else that does the job better and link to it from SharePoint.
Having production experience with both products, I'd recommend ScrewTurn over SharePoint.
see edit history for rant
I fully concur with the above (Keng). Whatever that thing is within SharePoint (currently using 2010), it is NOT a Wiki by a long shot.
I am implementing an automated documenting solution, where I extract config and other info (like perldoc markup) from source code and XML config files. It inserts the info in a set of DokuWIKI pages, complete with formatting markup (including tables). It comes out perfectly formatted and works with a couple of tens of lines of perl, includes internal links to manually edited static doc pages, and support for namespaces so I can have my information logically organised. There is no way I could do that in SharePoint (sigh - company direction)...
The best I can do is try to make DokuWIKI template resemble sort of the SharePoint site (to keep the look and feel similar) and link out of SharePoint. :-(
The workgroup at my company is considering creating a wiki to store information that everyone may find useful. It would contain anything from tips/links on new technologies used on projects to internal procedures/guides for the servers we have set up. What is the experience with this?
Right now we're mainly using SharePoint to keep track of all the documents we have, and the two main wiki contenders are SharePoint 2007's wiki and MediaWiki. What are the specific experiences with either of those?
At my last company we had a TWiki install that worked well when the development and management teams were very small. As the company grew and split into many teams, the wiki was not being used so it was decided that we needed more features (discussion groups, use of office documents.) So Sharepoint Services were installed and each team set up their own site with all sorts of Office docs and even Sharepoint wikis (never use Sharepoint wiki -- as mentioned by an earlier post, it is awful) and now there's all sorts of orphaned, unmaintained information in all sorts of different formats that no one uses. After the first few weeks everyone stopped using Sharepoint.
I've seen this pattern of attempts at knowledge bases/collaborative documentation in many different organizations. The problem is NOT the tool, the problem is the lack of leadership and organizational culture concerning the importance of communicating for future reference as opposed to communicating ONLY for the immediate use. If senior management doesn't use the knowledge base and there are no consequences for not using it and no internally recognized benefits to using it, the knowledge base won't get used. Maybe a tool linked to other tasks might be better (e.g. the Wiki that is integrated in FogBugz?) but leadership is the key.
To summarize: - Twiki good, Sharepoint bad - you need leadership to get people and KEEP people using the Knowledge base, the tool used isn't really important so much as the leadership and culture surrounding its use.
We do have a wiki for our project group and by now (around 2 years) it does even contain several useful articles written mostly by two people of the team (myself and the guy who introduced the wiki). I think, we have a bit of an acceptance problem with the wiki.
It is quite easy to write in there once you overcome the initial hesitation and learn the basic markup commands, but for me (and most of my co-workers) the major drawback of the system is that you have no idea what is in the system. There is no master index or table of contents somewhere.
I resorted to have a look at the latest changes every now and then and try to organize stuff into categories that link related articles to each other, but other than that, there is no real order. It is just a pile of stuff and you might be lucky to find what you are looking for.
My development team at work landed on DokuWiki after going through a wiki evaluation earlier this year. A few key features:
A feature set designed for hosting of technical documentation, such as built-in code syntax highlighting with support for many languages.
Good community support, including active support forums and many community-developed plugins.
Easy upload & embedding onto wiki pages of images and other media.
Can define a global set of acronyms and their definitions; these are rendered using the browser's acronym tag (so the acronym definition is displayed in a tool tip upon mouseover of the acronym). Good for helping new developers understand internal corporate acronym jargon.
Highly portable; Apache/PHP front end, flat file storage back end. (During the evaluation, I was able to transfer a "test" DokuWiki installation that I had set up on my Windows XP dev machine to a linux server simply by doing a directory tree file copy!)
Side-by-side "diff"-style view of differences between old versions of a page.
Free and open source (GNU v2 license).
There's a more complete feature list available at the DokuWiki site.
Our 10-member team has been using DokuWiki for about 6 months now; we've been very happy with it so far!
SharePoint's wiki system is a-w-f-u-l. It's not a real wiki, just a series of HTML pages that you can edit (look how it's stored in the document library). Just inserting an image into your document is one of the most painful experiences.
Our team tried it, grew frustrated, and ditched it for MediaWiki.
We use ScrewTurn's Wiki. Its file based, so its real easy to manage and backup. I never had any problems with it. And ScrewTurn is the company that got Jeff's sweet, sweet advertising moolah.
We were in a similar boat a short time ago. The SharePoint wiki leaves a lot to be desired, but we still want to use SharePoint for a whole heap of other things.
So ... we went with Atlassian Confluence. It's a great wiki (not free though) and does have a reasonably good SharePoint plugin.
The nice thing about it is that you can include Confluence pages in SharePoint and you can set up both SharePoint and Confluence to search each other. So search results includes results from both apps.
Before diving into a wiki, you should take the time to peruse the following site:
http://www.wikipatterns.com/display/wikipatterns/Wikipatterns
It explains the social aspects of wiki adoption.
I've used Atlassian Confluence & XWiki.
We started using MediaWiki a month ago and are slowly transferring information from OneNote notebooks, shared e-mail folders and .doc files to the wiki. It is definitely better than those for sharing information.
I agree with HS, you have to find a way to make a table of contents or index - at the moment, everybody writing a new article adds a link to the main page, but this is not very scalable. Categories might work also, but require even more discipline (need to remember to add a category to every page) and in the beginning, you might not even know what categories you want.
Another possible problem is determining the author of an article or paragraph - you have to go through the change history, nobody really likes to fill in the "summary" field after editing, etc.
One imported point (for me) in choosing a wiki engine is ease of editing - lots of people won't write at all if it seems just a little bit "difficult" to them. Different engines use different markup languages, we chose mediawiki partly because some of our users where used to its markup from other projects. If your writers know HTML, choose an engine that supports that also (MediaWiki does).
As to who should put in information, we are going with "whoever uses some information belonging in the wiki and not there yet, puts it there" - which might mean writing from scratch or copying it (and hopefully updating/error-checking) from some already existing document (and possibly delete that document later to reduce clutter).
I have mediawiki set up at my office, it's handy as a quick reference. Before we just had a plethora of .Doc files floating around the server. Most of which had two or three different versions. A working one and one or two older ones.
Now we still have a bunch of Doc files everywhere, but whenever the wiki is used, we don't need a bunch of extra versions of things as you can just permalink one specific revision.
It's slow going getting everyone to use a new system, but when it's used, it works great.
I have been using MediaWiki recently. It is a GREAT piece of software. It is very easy to extend and add to as well as skin it to your liking. The only "problem" we have noticed is that it has a bit of a learning curve, because they did abstract out absolutely everything to the lowest level they could. This is a good thing but makes figuring out what they are doing a little difficult, of course this only matters if you are doing things in PHP behind the scenes.
I would highly recommend it. Feel free to post any questions and I will be sure to help you out, since I know it pretty well now.
We use a Wiki (ScrewTurn's Wiki) and I think it's a really good idea to use one.
I introduced it and since then we use for any guideline document we may want. I find it very useful to train new employees since you can just put a bunch of things to read in there and let them go for a while.
It's definitely a plus, but as HS said, it can be difficult to make people write in there at the beginning. Once the index starts growing, things will pick up by themselves, but initially, it's difficult, especially when there's is no structure.
We are using our own development, but this is not the point.
It is always a good idea to have a shared knowledge base.
We have tips, tricks, checklists and standard procedures in the wiki. It helps a lot.
For example if the responsible person is not in the office and the mailing stops for some reason, we have a list to check whether this or that is working or not, do we have a connection, does the port open, and so on.
If we want to set up a new server, there is the standard procedure: ask for the install media, or ask for a new copy of a virtual machine, if we want to set up something, what are the prequisites, what can go wrong, what should be checked after installation, and so on.
You will have only one problem with the wiki: who should put in information. If you find some persons who are able to maintain it, ask for information about different areas and control the content, then you are on the right track.
We're using MediaWiki. We use it to store procedural documents and stuff like that. Using a wiki makes it easy for any team member to keep things up-to-date.
As far as project documents go, we're still tending to use more traditional documentation methods, although we do have a simple intranet system in place to help make filing and navigating the documents easier than it might be.
We use Screwturn for technical documentation and it works excellently.
Sharepoints wiki implementation is exceptionally limited (though I recall that there are third party wiki plugins for sharepoint) but it is functional.
We are just starting to employ a wiki where I work and while researching different options for wiki engines I came across the MoinMoinWiki engine, it is used by some of the big names in the Open Source community (Apache, OpenOffice, Ubuntu, etc.). One of the reasons it caught my eye was its option for the use of a much more feature-filled WYSIWYG style editor while also allowing access to the straight wiki-markup input style as found with MediaWiki.
One of the key hurdles my team found with using a centralized wiki (such as a MediaWiki installation) was the learning curve required to master any special markup languages in order to keep documentation productivity up. For us, having a rich WYSIWYG style editor is a major factor to establishing a successful documentation wiki.
I used MediaWiki on a previous job. The lack of participation from co-workers (both writing and checking it) made me quit the wiki. But if used correctly, it's an awesome tool. Mostly for new people integrating into current projects.
I think DokuWiki has less of a learning curve, and I am using it for a local wiki on my own pc to store stuff. I use a plugin to display an Index, it's a must.
You've had heaps of ideas on other wiki tools you could use. We're a bit in the same situation as you are - Using SharePoint and looking for a good wiki.
We've been playing with Confluence for a little while now and it's pretty darned nice. There is also a SharePoint plugin for Confluence which goes a little way to integrating them together.
At the basic level you can show a confluence page inside SharePoint. Getting more useful you can integrate the two searches so that SharePoint search will search inside Confluence, etc. We're finding this part of it really useful.
The plugin is still new but future version should improve on it.
We've been trying to get a Wiki going, but it won't take off the ground without a core group of avid users to bootstrap it with some useful content. Our current KM system is SharePoint and is mananged by the enterprise group. It's great for mixing wikis with other ways of displaying information that may be faster (like creating lists of information and having SharePoint build the CRUD interfaces for you).
To combat the pain of using the SharePoint rich text editor (and wiki editor), we're going to turn to Telerik RadEditor for SharePoint 2007. We haven't finished jumping through all the approval hoops, but the product seems to solve a specific problem and isn't that expensive either.
My general SharePoint experience has been positive, every time I show it to someone new, their eyes get big and they want to use it for their projects and groups too.
We are using MediaWiki, but WordPress is the new kid on the block. I know, it is not a wiki system, but it has some features that are more suitable to us:
Kind Regards
We use JSPWiki with good success.
I agree with HS, this is why we developed our own
There were three main criterias for the wiki:
I introduced screwturn's wiki (thanks to Jeff) inside our publicity agency to share knowledge between different teams. It works great. We even keep there lists of taks for every programmer. When they arrive in the morning, they only need to check their list to see what is awaiting them.
On my projects I like to use Trac - a symbiosis of Wiki and issue tracking system. Here is how they identify themselves:
Trac is an enhanced wiki and issue tracking system for software development projects. Trac uses a minimalistic approach to web-based software project management. Our mission is to help developers write great software while staying out of the way.
I like it because it has virtually everything needed to start working on a project to start information accumulation and start managing development tasks and items priorities. Also it is highly customizable and can fit your needs with little and easy tweaking.
You must check out DekiWiki. It's an excellent open source wiki, with a pretty extensive API, a good growing community, and lots of extensions for touching other web services.
I use FogBugz's wiki. It's great to have consolidated documentation, with history.
We use DokuWiki at work. I chose it mainly because it stored its data in text files, so if we ever changed it would be easier. The plugins available are great, we use a calendar plugin to keep track of who is out of the office. We've developed some custom tools that integrate into it as well. The only problem I have with it is the lack of community and support. It's a great product, but not too many people use it, so that should be a consideration.
We also use TWiki and have had great success with it. The most recent version has a pretty powerful wysiwyg editor. For me the best part about TWiki are the plugins.....very extensive for most Intranet environments
I've not done much with SharePoint, but helped instigate a MediaWiki instance at work. Like others here I seem to do 90% of the editing despite evangelising it at every opportunity. I get fed up with having to reverse engineer code to find out things that should be documented. The ability to cross-reference everything is invaluable.
I've written some scripts in Oracle PL/SQL that generate pages for our tables and some types of data to automate the documentation.
I just discovered the Wikied Greasemonkey script that adds some great editing features. One of the most important is to turn Word text into MediaWiki format. That will save me a lot of time.
You have to populate the wiki with a lot of information before everybody start to feel it. I have filled up more than 60 thousands errorcodes in it. Now my colleagues from the company's call center are very happy about it. I even make a lot of links to Word documents to be downloaded. It would be nice to convert all of them to wiki. But there is just no luck to find the right tool.
My first SharePoint encounter happened in 2006. I got a new job and my manager was introducing me to their document management system. One month later I persuaded him to replace it with MoinMoin and we never looked back.
I'm managing a wiki-like system and a knowledge bank for a library, my users are not technically inclined, so my experience may help those of you with user issues.
Sharepoint 2007 is a nightmare unless it is set up properly, which Sharepoint implementers do not seem to explain to their customers. Our Sharepoint 2007 website is practically impossible to administer and update.
I installed DokuWiki to start introducing a knowledge bank and blogging. The plugins and flexibility of Dokuwiki are amazing, but it was still too complex for my users. I did use it extensively. The saving grace of DokuWiki was the flat-file storage, everything was easy to miagrate to...
LibGuides. This is hosted solution from Springshare which is marketed to libraries. It's a wiki-like structure that is easy to explain to non-technical users. There are good access controls in the CampusGuides package, very good and quick support, and a media manager. LibGuides has high uptake in our library and is being used elsewhere in the college as well.
The lesson that I learned is that the conceptual model of a Wiki is sometimes hard for non-technical people to understand. The Libguides model of Guide -> Page -> Box was less flexible but far easier to explain. People were more comfortable with less choice.
The advantage to LibGuides is that while the model for the end-user is much simpler, I still have access to a well built and actively developed platform with solid CSS hooks and an excellent, predictable structure.
There are advantages in going with a hosted provider that caters to your specific industry, especially if IT support can't handle the extensive customization needed for Sharepoint or the interest in markup needed to make MediaWiki really useful.
I've embedded a number of dooWikis into client sites giving them the ability to perform wiki-like functionality without them having to install server software or having their pages get contaminated with third-party branding or advertisements.
The wikis are completely WYSIWYG editable with even a "basic" option to limit the amount of formatting users can perform. You can control who gets to make the edits to the content and all revisions are tracked for archive purposes.
I am now in the process of planning the deployment of a SharePoint solution into a production environment.
I have read about some tools that promise an easy way to automate this process, but nothing that seems to fit my scenario.
In the testing phase I have used SharePoint Designer to copy site content between the different development and testing servers, but this process is manual and it seems a bit unnecessary.
The site is made up of SharePoint web part pages with custom web parts, and a lot of Reporting Services report definitions.
So, is there any good advice out there in this vast land of geeks on how to most efficiently create and deploy a SharePoint site for a multiple deployment scenario?
Edit
Just to clarify. I need to deploy several "SharePoint Sites" into an existing site collection. Since SharePoint likes to have its sites in the SharePoint content database, just putting the files into IIS is not an option at this time.
I would also suggest checking out the SharePoint Content Deployment Wizard by Chris O'Brien. http://www.codeplex.com/SPDeploymentWizard
Should help smooth the process you describe, and it's a nice tool for your kitbag regardless
We have a BizTalk 2006 with Web Application and Several WebServices that need to go from Dev to UAT to Live.
We use MSBuild right from within VS to build, run tests, dependent on test result, complie, zip and ship to servers.
Small MSBuild script on server to unzip, move the files, install clean web app, unlist biztalk bits, install new biztalk bits, re enlist and then start the stuff.
MSBuild is hugh and more people need to use it as it there now right in the platform =>
Use MSBuild
Note that "solution" has a specific meaning in Sharepoint: a collection of features (like web parts, list definitions and so on) packaged for deployment as a .wsp file.
You typically build sharepoint solutions in Visual Studio and package and deploy them using some tool like Sharepoint SmartTemplates http://www.codeplex.com/smarttemplates
However in your case you already have content in a live sharepoint site which you want to move to another site. It will probably be too cumbersome to use a solution for this, especially if you want to do it more than once (though it is possible to generate a solution from a live site using SharePoint Solution Generator).
The easiest way to deploy all content from one live site to another is to create a backup of the site using stsadm and then restore it to the new site again using stsadm restore. This completely overwrites the new site.
You can move select files/lists using import/export (rather than backup/restore). A tool like SharePoint Content Deployment Wizard makes it easier to select the content to move.
We found ROSS works the best: http://repliweb.com/products/ross/
WSS has some built-in support for deploying wss components. See http://msdn.microsoft.com/en-us/library/aa543214.aspx
Check this framework at saf.codeplex.com This gives us the ability to automate the sharepoint component deployment using msbuild/features/stsadm etc.
Check out a guide that was released few weeks ago, that gathers all most popular methods to deploy and package SharePoint solutions.