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January 2013

8 January 2013

M nutes of the OASIS DI TA TC
Tuesday, 8 January 2013
Recorded by N. Harrison

regrets: Robert Anderson, JoAnn Hackos, Adrian Warnan,

St andi ng Busi ness

m nutes fromlast week:

https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/ 201301/ nsg00000. html (Harrison for
18 Decenber 2012)

nmoved by Don, seconded by Stan, approved by TC

Subcommi ttee Reports
None
Upconi ng: TechConmm SC 1/ 15

Announcenent s:
None

Busi ness

1. DITA 1.3 proposals, stage 1: http://w ki.oasis-open.org/dita/
DI TA 1.3 Proposal s-tri age

Ready for discussion: None
Ready for vote (sinple majority): None

2. DITA 1.3 proposals, stage 2: http://w ki.oasis-open.org/dita/
DI TA 1.3 Proposal s-stage2

Ready for discussion

a. Proposal #13011--Di scussion on Using Subel enents as Attri butes
https://1ists. oasis-open. org/archives/dita/201212/ nmsg00028. ht M ( Kravogel )
Ref erence to:
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/201211/ nsg00021. html (Eliot's

submi ssi on)
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/ 201211/ nsg00022. ht Ml (i ssues
rai sed)

Status: Waiting for ChrisK or sonmeone fromM SC to be at TC neeting to talk

about the proposal; Don suggested some discussion on |list of |latest material
from Chri sk

b. Proposal #13109: Sem conductor SC

https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/ 201212/ msg00016. ht M (Eberl ein
for Bei ns)
Status: Discussed 11 Decenber; pick back up after SC has net in January and
reported back

c. Proposal #13004: Scoped keys proposal on hold
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d. Proposal #13010: Provides an el enent that specifies the string on which its
associ ated el enent shoul d be sorted. Anal ogous to <index-sort-as>.
htt ps://ww. oasi s- open. or g/ apps/ or g/ wor kgr oup/ di t a/ downl oad. php/ 47117/
proposal - 13010. ht ni
This proposal was initially discussed 10 June; does the revised version
address the concerns raised then? See https://ww. oasi s-open. or g/ apps/ or g/
wor kgr oup/ di t a/ downl oad. php/ 46241/ m nut es20120612. t xt
Status: Continue di scussion when Eliot provides updated materials

e. Proposal #13027 All ow draft-comment everywhere
htt ps://ww. oasi s- open. or g/ apps/ or g/ wor kgr oup/ di t a/ downl oad. php/ 46215/
proposal - 13027. ht
Thi s proposal was initially discussed 10 June; does the revised version
address the concerns rai sed then? See https://ww. oasi s-open. or g/ apps/ or g/
wor kgr oup/ di t a/ downl oad. php/ 46241/ m nut es20120612. t xt
Status: Continue di scussion when Eliot provides updated materials

f. Proposal #13035: Provide "xm nention" domain for marking up nmentions of
XML syntactic conponents
htt ps://ww. oasi s- open. or g/ apps/ or g/ wor kgr oup/ di t a/ downl oad. php/ 47181/
proposal - 13035- xm domai n. ht M (Updated 14 COctober 2012)
Note plugin provided by Eliot for early testers
Status: Continue discussion after input from Tech Comm SC (action item for
Set h Par k)
(Ki mber and Hackos to correspond on the proposal's fit for Tech Com
package)

3. DITA 1.3 proposals, stage 3: https://w ki.oasis-open.org/dital
DI TA 1.3 Proposal s-stage3

Ready to assign reviewers
None
Di scussi on

a. Proposal 13078: adding @otate to entry and @rient to table
htt ps://ww. oasi s- open. or g/ commi tt ees/ docunent . php?
docunent i d=47812&wg_abbrev=di t a
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/201301/ nsg00001. ht mi
(discussion on |ist)

Chri sN summari zed; Though the proposals reviewers noted a genera

di ssatisfaction with the CALS-conpliant markup, his nmenory of the July
di scussi ons of this proposal was that the TC preferred to stay with CALS
rat her than add new nmar kup.

Nancy and David had recommended changes to attribute val ues, but ChrisN and
M chael Boses said that requests for this functionality had al ways come from
peopl e who are already fam liar with CALS, so we shouldn't changes it from
that. Discussion tended to support erring on the side of conpatibility, and
no one on the TC had had requests from custoners asking for other things,
except for Thilo; his custoners need for an entry to be able to rotate either
+90% or -90%

Since this would be part of base standard, every processor would have to
support this.

Kris noted that we'd gone through the same di scussion at Phase 2 for this
proposal ; we decided it wasn't as good as what sone peopl e wanted, but was
not onerous for tool vendors. So we need to focus only on parts of Phase 3
proposal that were open to revision

Don; ChrisN has put forth a good case for naintaining conmpatibiolity; so
there's a good rationale for that.

ChrisN, We're haaving a version of a conversation that's been had by 2-3 other
standards bodies, all of whomcane to the decision to favor conpatibility
over enhancenent.
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For exanple, for SAP, they've aliased many el enents/attributes

Deb; Also, it's a fact that nmany el enents/attribute have difficult nanes/

val ues, and nmany tools /conpanies alias them These elenents and attributes
aren't unique in that sense.

Tom Magi ery; XMetal doesn't even alias them and has never had a conpl ai nt

M chael Boses; The real question is 'what's normative for a given user? In
many cases 1/0 (vs. yes/no) is normative.

Thilo; We need to stick with the CALS nodel for now. Alos, if we were to use
"yes/no', that's a binary nodel. If the CALS nodel changes to allow -1, yes/
no woul d not be expandabl e.

Resol ution; vote on proposal next week

Ready for vote
None

New | TEM

Joann brought up the fact that the TechComm SC has a nunmber of Stage 3
proposal s ready for review They're |ooking for outside reviewers for
troubl eshooti ng note, troubl eshooting section, and the troubsl eshooting part
of the step el enent.

StanD, Eliot, Thilo, and Kris volunteered as revi ewers; Kris suggested

that all reviewers | ook at earlier discussions, so as to avoid the kind of
duplication of discussion that we had for 13078 today.

Joann al so requested nore obvious and accessible links to the Stage 3 proposa
tenpl ate, after menbers noted that the troubl eshooting proposals don't

i nclude information required by that tenpl ate.

Kris will update the wiki to include those |inks.

Action Item Kris will resolve tenplate issue for Phase 3 tenplate.

4. | TEM Post on dita-coment |ist
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita-coment/201212/ nsg00000. ht m
(Jarno Elvirta, 5 Dec 2012)
Status: Left this in Decenber as an action for Nancy to follow up; need to
track this as an action now (cl eanup for Chairs)

*** all remaining itens (5 - 9 on agenda) are on hold waiting for actions to
be conl et ed***

closed at 11:51

15 January 2013

M nutes, DITA Technical Conmittee, January 15 2013
Scri be: Don Day
Chaired by Kris Eberlein
Speakers during today's call:
KE: Kris Eberlein
RA: Robert Anderson
DD: Don Day
JH: JoAnn Hackos
SD:. Stan Doherty

Status of Tech Conm SC. (JoAnn)

Had first nmeeting, Bob Thomas working on Stage 3 proposals with current
tenpl at e.

Seth's teamstill on Rel ease Managenent proposal. MP hel ping on the Steps
domai n for troubl eshooti ng.

MP asked about XM. domai n proposals. Kris has put this itemon the agenda
for today under stage 2.
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MP want ed feedback on whether TC SC woul d want that proposal to be part of
one of their packages. WII discuss
shortly.

Busi ness:
No stage 1

St age 2
13114 Adding @ev to <title> el enents.
JoAnn reviewed the user requests that notivated the need. Nothing new to
add.
El i ot added that his publishing users likely have the sane requirenment as
wel | .
Because title is required, it has no select-atts, so there is no reason
@ev should not be all owed.
RA: Likely an oversight due to original grouping of attributes.
KE: WIIl queue this for a vote next week

13035 XML Menti on:
KE: is TechConm SC agreeable to add this itemto their package (Eliot
woul d still do all the drafting).
KE: asked JoAnn to take an action to ask the SC about the request.
Eliot reviewed the basics of the proposal for JoAnn.

St age 3:

None for discussion

For vote:

Proposal 13078: adding @otate to entry and @rient to table

JH:

RA:
VP
AW
MB
SD:

<<<<<<<<<<<

EEEE:

TB:
Approved by accl amati on of present voting nenbers

m
AR

<
<

New itenms: Difficulties nmentioned on dita-users list with product nanes and
reuse
KE: reviewed the discussion on dita-users, referenced her note to the tc
list
* https://1ists.oasis-open.org/archives/dita/ 201301/ msg00010. ht ni
RA: rem nded us of nesting keywords discussion, inpact on donain
speci al i zations (el enent cloning in unintended
pl aces)
DD: revi ewed tension between schemas that nimc the progranm ng nodel vs
need to docunent parts of content
wi thin that markup.
EK: keyword is pcdata or text or tm are there any other el enents that
reuse keyword, and currently not
(Robert's concern).
RA: Robert woul d not change the keyword node
EK: Wntitle does not allowtm but could. Seens |ike an oversight
RA: U control was notivated by output processing concerns (TMtext shoul d
not appear in a U)
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KE: Can al ready be abused; perhaps the question is whether wintitle could
be specialized fromph instead of
keywor d.
EK: Coul d break other's current work. Wuld have been i deal
KE: has been suggesting that others specialize their own wintitle from ph
i f needed.
What people want to do is define their productnane in an el enent.
Adding tmto wintitle is a different
i ssue.
SD: Has a practice of using a glossary with ph, text, keyword to try to
get all ternms into one place for
reuse- -
agrees with the general reuse problem
EK: there is a proposal to allow text where not currently allowed, night
resol ve part of the issue, but does
not resolve
reusabl e structures with semantic content (ie, product nanes wth
particul ar renditions)
JH: Noted Troy K's response, intent to keep markup controls out of the
sour ce.
KE: Notes that the managenent process is not available to smaller groups.
MP: conref, conkeyref are all variable controls in DI TA; Troy's approach
is setting atts on the variable
attribute
to identify its usage in speech to aid translators.
DD asked about gl ossary and part of speech, JH and MP both agree it is not
suf ficient as is.
MP no mechanismin glossary for indicating sanme termin variant usage
cont ext s.
MP woul d expl ore the idea, though. M ght be beyond 1.3.
EK: Thi nki ng of a general mechanismwi th glossary entry with forns of the
termw th a unique |abel for
grammati c di stinctions.
Wul d use sonething |ike keyword to access the applicable part.
Keyword wi th keyref would open up use of
speci al phrases.
System processi ng can be problematic.
MP: OF all the ways to do it, let's start wiht the translation SC and
capture it as a postl.3 requirenent.
KE: Appreciates MP bringing up case and ot her options. Wuld witer be
responsi ble for indicating case?
Is that okay for (nonolingual) English witers?
MP: Witer just wites it; during translation, turn the variable file into
an i ndexed | ookup table that is
actual |y
managed by translators (those who have the |inguistic domain
know edge) .
JH affirmed that grad students can't generally diagrama sentence--it is
a w despread concern
KE: outputclass is not available on text elenent--should this be
consi der ed?
RA: explicit decision to keep it as just a pure text variable, wth
semanti cs added by ot her wrappers.
KE: Anot her argunent for not allowing tmin text.
EK: Doesn't like tm but RA countered with real |BM use cases in support
of Il egal business rul es about
renderi ng usage.
RA: Wien contracts change, an external rules file takes care of changes in
rendering rules.
EK: trademark in text should be okay
DD: recalled IBMs use of eServer's special e font--businesses CAN have a
reason for supporting presentation in
t rademar ks
KE: Not nuch of anything we can do for DITA 1.3
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EK: perhaps we can allow text wherever tmis allowed?
RA: tmis in the basic group used everywhere it is explicitly all owed.
EK: publishing needs nore generality; that is an invalid reason in

gener al
SD: If witers and archs are running into limtations--are there sensible
practices to docunment? He'be willing

to contribute
KE: Wyuld be happy to work with Stan on that docunent.
Appreci ated the useful conversation, |ooking forward to what we night
do with gl ossary.
EK: be nice if tmwere a specialization of text, but that's not possible.
KE: Thanks all for the time, adjourned the call.

22 January 2013

M nutes of the QASIS DI TA TC
Tuesday, 22 January 2013
Recorded by N. Harrison

regrets: Kris Eberlein, Chris Nitchie

St andi ng Busi ness

m nutes fromlast 2 neetings:
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/ 201301/ nsg00000. ht Ml (Harrison for
18 Decenber 2012)
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/201301/ msg00014. ht Ml (15 January,
Day)
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/201301/ nsg00019. ht m
(clarification, 15 January, Eberlein)
bot h noved by Don, seconded by Dick Hamilton, approved by TC

Subconmi ttee Reports
None
Machi ne I ndustry SC for Feb; Don will remnd Chris Kravogel (SC chair)

Announcenent s:
None

Busi ness

[ re upcomi ng proposals, short discussion on what night be in the pipeline
com ng up. ]

1. DITA 1.3 proposals, stage 1: http://w ki.oasis-open.org/dita/
DI TA 1.3 Proposal s-tri age

Ready for discussion: None

Ready for vote (sinple nmajority): None

2. DITA 1.3 proposals, stage 2: http://w ki.oasis-open.org/dital
DI TA 1.3 Proposal s-stage2

Ready for discussion: None
Ready for vote (roll call): #13114

Proposal 13114: Adding @ev to <title> elenents
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htt ps://ww. oasi s- open. or g/ commi tt ees/ downl oad. php/ 47892/
Dl TA1. 3_13114_Proposal _AddRevToTitle.dita

Robert Anderson y
Deb Bi ssant z y

M chael Boses, y
Thi | o Buchhol z y
Don Day, y

Joann Hackos, y
Richard Hamilton, vy
Nancy Harri son, No obj
David Helfinstine vy
Eli ot Ki nber. y
Tom Magl i ery, y

M chael Priestley, vy
Set h Par k No obj
Adrian WArnman vy

3. DITA 1.3 proposals, stage 3: https://w ki.oasis-open.org/dital
DI TA 1. 3_Proposal s- st age3

Ready to assign reviewers: None
Ready for discussion: None
Ready for vote (roll call): #13078

Proposal 13078: adding @otate to entry and @rient to table
htt ps://ww. oasi s- open. or g/ conmi tt ees/ docunent . php?
docunent i d=47812&wng_abbrev=dita (ori gi nal proposal)
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/ 201301/ nsg00001. ht M (di scussi on
on list)
htt ps://ww. oasi s- open. or g/ commi tt ees/ docunent . php?
docunent _i d=47843&ng_abbrev=dita (updated proposal using stage-3 tenpl ate;
cont ai ns necessary DID changes)

Robert Anderson vy
Deb Bissantz vy

M chael Boses, y
Thil o Buchholz vy
Don Day y

Joann Hackos y

Ri chard Hamilton vy
Nancy Harrison y
David Hel finstine vy
El i ot Ki nber y
Tom Magliery y
Set h Par k y

M chael Priestley vy
Adrian Warman vy

4, Continuing ITEM Difficulties people experience with product nanes and
reuse
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/ 201301/ nsg00010. ht Ml ( Eberl ei n,
14 January 2013)

- Mchael P said he would Iike to get Andrej's response to the previous
di scussi on.

- Joann noted that the Translation SC has published an article that dealt with
this topic; the advice was to avoid reuse with |l ess than a sentence. But the
di scussion, including Kris's advice, might make anot her nice small article.
Nati ve speakers of English don't realize the problens.

- Robert; Kris already gives that advice to people; Joann will contact Kris
directly.
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- MchaelP: would like to enable the possibility that if someone authors
‘regular' conrefs', and stores themall together in a file, that those
conrefs can be automatically expanded to a ' norphol ogical list' of the
possi ble primtives.

- Joann; the problemis that translator's workbenches today don't allow this
so that represents an enornous change

- Mchael P; We should check with vendors; if the answer cones back 'this is

too expensive', then we need to let them know that right now there's a major

cost to either authors or translators to resolve the reuse problem |f we can
propose a technical solution, that would be nice. |If there is no possible
solution, then it goes back to what we have now.

Joann; We definitely need to have the transl ati on workbench vendors in that
di scussi on.

Don; But we first need to have a response for what constitutes a 'legal'
vari abl e.

Mchael P; I'd like to get into the discussion, though | haven't to date.
Rat her than just saying '"we can't do this', so witers don't doit, I'd
rather be able to say 'we could do this'. It would be better to try and see
if there's a technol ogical way thru the conplexity. But now we have no
cost/benefit anal ysis, because we have no proposed sol ution for which to get
a cost estimate, so 'cost' is 'infinite'

Joann; how does |BM do this?

M chael P: | BM product names are very controlled in order to avoid this

Robert; Not only are they very strictly controlled, translation of product
names i s prohibited and guidelines for how they can appear are strict.

M chael P. Where IBMwiter's have hit problens is in ruese of U interface
| abels; it would be nice to be creating docunents using the properties file
that controls the U

Don; Note that this isn't just a software [docunentation] problem it's a
har dware one as wel .

M chael P: Note that what |'m proposing has nothing to do with what |BM does
today; |'m not wei ghing in on product nanes, since it's not IBMs problem
Qur problemis with U nanes. Does anyone else think this is worth exploring?
if not, I'll back off.

Jim Tivy; Term nol ogy exchange in translation is well-established in trans.

mgnt systens. |'d like to hear from vendors how term nology is integated into
the solution now, and how it could be in the future. |I think we should ask
questions about 'if you get new translations, how can you retain themin the
TMS i nstead of just putting theminline? | second M chael's suggestion
- MchaelP: So I'mon the hook to push out that proposal as part of the
current discussion. I'll respond to Andrej on the list.
- Jim 1'll also respond; we need to respond to Andrej. People worry about a

term noving around in the sentence.

Eliot; Can't you have a situation where you have a termthat appears in
mul ti pl e sentences?

Joann; The sentence is where the part of speech is defined, so we probably
won't have cross-sentence issues, but I'd defer to Andrej on that

Jim Maybe transl ati on wor kbenches could deal with this as a '"terni.

Joann; Lots of translation conpani es/organi zations require conrefs to be
resol ved before translation. because of that issue. That's one solution
transl ati on organi zations are using. We're worried that we're pronoting
a practice that may cause really unfortunate problens for witers, and
we're pronoting it without telling people what to do about it, as we did
with the translation white paper. So one of the things we could do, if
there's no technical solution, is put this info right in the spec, with
a section that says 'watch out for this issuel!l!' One problemis where
a legal dept. insists that witers use full product nanes in all places.

If we gave them evidence that this is creating real translation probl ens,
i ncludi ng conpl etely ungranmati cal output, maybe it woul d be addressed wthin
a conpany.

M chael P: An earlier version of translation white paper mi ght have had this,
then it disappeared. The problemis that it addresses one set of problens
but not another; if you're using if for something |ike single-sourcing
content for nultiple simlar products, with slightly different product nanes
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with simlar features, this does't work. |1'd like a neasured response, that
descri bes when you can do it and when you can't, not a blanket 'don't do it'
appr oach. But I1'd Iike to explore a technical solution first.

Resol ution: 2 Action Itens

1. Joann will update the spec so conref description nentions best practices
wrt translation

2. Mchael P will continue the technical discusion on the Iist on using conref/
keyref for technical terns w thout breaking translation

Note: for next week, we'll have SIDSC on agenda

closed at 11:47

29 January 2013

M nutes of the QASIS DI TA TC
Tuesday, 29 January 2013
Recorded by N. Harrison

regrets: Kris Eberlein, Thilo Buchhol z, Dave Hel fenstine, Tom Magliery, Seth
Par k

St andi ng Busi ness

m nutes fromlast 2 neetings:

https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/201301/ nmsg00050. ht Ml (22 January,
Harri son)

nmoved by Don, seconded by Eliot, approved by TC

Subconmi ttee Reports
None
Machi ne I ndustry SC for Feb; Don will remnd Chris Kravogel (SC chair)

Announcenent s:
None

Busi ness

[ re upcomi ng proposals, short discussion on what might be in the pipeline
com ng up. ]

Eli ot was working on a proposal with Joann to add a citation elenent to
shortdesc, but it nade nore sense to broaden it and allow <cite> in title
content generally; should be ready for discussion next week.

1. DITA 1.3 proposals, stage 1: http://w ki.oasis-open.org/dita/
DI TA 1.3 Proposal s-tri age

Ready for discussion: None
Ready for vote (sinple majority): None
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2. DITA 1.3 proposals, stage 2: http://w ki.oasis-open.org/dita/
DI TA 1.3 Proposal s-stage2

Ready for discussion: None
Ready for vote (roll call): none

3. DITA 1.3 proposals, stage 3: https://w ki.oasis-open.org/dital
DI TA 1.3 Proposal s-stage3

Ready to assign reviewers: None
Ready for discussion: None
Ready for vote (roll call): None

4. New | TEM SIDSC request by Bob Beins

Bob Bei ms di scussed work in the SIDSC since the last tine teh SIDSC proposa
for DITA 1.3 was discussed in a TC neeti ng.

Background: During the last SIDSC tel econference, the SC di scussed the
options of adding our specification to the DITA 1.3 corpus vs. having it
"stand al one" as a profile. W think we understand the pros and cons of each
approach, and feel that the profile approach is the nore appropriate route
to take. If you're interested in hearing our thoughts, you can hear the
recording of the discussion @https://ww147.1iveneeting.conl cc/freescal e/

vi ew?i d=si dsc- 130116 "

Bob revi ewed the SIDSC di scussi on on whether to incorporate SIDSC
speci alization within DI TA 1.3.

If SIDSC is part of the main DI TA 1.3 spec,

Pros:

1. get nore 'gravitas', carries a bit nore weight

2. gets to 'ride on DITA coattails' for ratification processs

Cons:

- Future SIDSC devel opnent has to slow down to match [slow] rate of new

rel eases in whole DI TA body of work, so if we want to nake any changes, we
have to wait for the next TC rel ease

- Addi ng SIDSC neans adding a | arge nunber of elenments to an al ready 'conpl ex
DI TA nodel

If SIDSC work becones a 'profile';

Pr os:

- we could could do our own update cycles, so we could add/update SIDSC as
often as we could get additional work done, w thout waiting for TC tinetable.

Cons:

- SIDSC becones a 'standal one’ item so we'd have to go through our own voting
process. This could be hard to manage, since nost QASI S nenbers don't have
any connection to the sem conductor industry, so |obbying could be very
substanti al .

- If SIDSCis a standal one spec, it could be lost in the 'noise'.

After a | ot of discussion, SIDSC decided to go with the profile approach. If
anyone has gui dance on going thru that process, we could use that.

TC di scussi on:

- Don; Getting the votes can be a real obstacle, not inpossible, just a lot

of lobbying. Timng is everything; don't do it in the sunmer or at holiday
season.

- Bob; at sone point we do need to create an QASIS 'l ook and feel' docunent.
Is there a standard process for this?

- Robert; We (Kris and |I) did that for the DITA 1.2 spec, but we don't have a
cl ean process; OTOH, we definitely need one for 1.3, so we'll be creating a
process to do it.
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- Bob; Thanks for any help; we'll be coning back for nore of it.

- Don; where is SIDSC in getting critical mass for committee nmenbers and use
cases for SIDSC to denonstrate interoperability between nultiple conpanies?

- Bob; we're still not up do critical nass. But Altera is joining, and that
wi |l hel p.

- Joann, what about Magillen, a tools vendor who services the sem conductor
i ndustry and is appearing at DITA/NA in April?

- Don; good thought, tools vendors, if they're in OASIS, would be good to
approach for invol venent.

- Bob; we do need to talk to vendors, we're working in the space on the
boundary of tech docs and chi p/ hardware design. Tools vendors should be
i nterested.

- MkeB; I'mnot totally clear on the inplenentation requirenment for a
standard. |If this beconmes a profile; does this require 2 conpanies to have
i mpl enent ed the specialization?

- Bob; | had that question too

- Don; SIDSC should ask Chet Ensign

- Don; there's a specification for graphics exchange called | GES (http://

nmace. nrl . navy. m | : 8080/ nmace/ mmace_docs/ mmtech-mmiges. htm ). It might be
a lead to conpanies that have the need to do the kind of interchange SI DSC
is working on; nmay have similar interchange concerns. |In any case, keep in
touch if things come up and you want to contact the TC |ist.

5. New | TEM Possi bl e Proposal to Discuss: Product nanes and reuse (Hackos)
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/ 201301/ nsg00047. ht mi
6. Continuing ITEM Difficulties people experience with product names and
reuse
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/ 201301/ nsg00010. ht Ml ( Eberl ei n,
14 January 2013) Continuing ITEM Difficulties people experience with product
names and reuse
https://1ists. oasi s-open. org/archives/dita/ 201301/ nsg00010. ht Ml ( Eberl ei n,
14 January 2013)

[joint discussion of these 2 related itens]

- Joann; This came up in offline discussion with Christian Lieske of SAP
who sent ne the 'best practices' paper fromWC s |18N Tag Set (ITS) working
group (http://ww. w3.org/ TR/ xm -i18n-bp/), He noted BP #22 (Wirking with
inserted text) which discusses this issue; it suggests using @ts:|locnote
(localization notes) fromthe ITS nanespace. It's a way of telling
translators what they're dealing with. So the question arises, should we
i ncorporate that in D TA, or sonehow allow DI TA to use it, or ??

- BEliot; we nmight require a specialization of <foreign> that would include ITS
el ements, or a donmain that included the elenents fromthat nanespace

- Joann; it's a pretty big donmin

- Nancy, we could just take part of it a la our use of the XNAL dnomain

- Joann; there's a |ot of docunentation of the |ITS nanespace; we should | ook
at it and see if we want to use pieces of it.

- Don; The issue for us is that there's a tension between users' strong
interest in teuse of content, and a fairly universal need for translation

So anything we include here woul d becone a necessary part of the TechComm
domai n.

- Joann; Translation is a major DI TA driver, so we should do that.

- Don; If we put ITS content into the TechConm speci al i zati on, what are the
i mplications for generalization? Wuldn't you | ose context?

- Stan; Wien you're integrating keywords and terns with software, e.g., doing
product rebranding, anything that adds context is useful, so 'locnote' would
be al so.

- Eliot; as a convention you could use a nane value; we could use it as either
an elenent or an attribute.

- Mchael P; The problemwith an attribute is that DI TA doesn't all ow human
readabl e text in an attribute.

- Joann; Transl ati on wor kbenches may be able to be set up to read | ocnote.



| January 2013 | 14

- MchaelP; It's a WBCitem but we don't know how well it's supported in
t ool s

- Joann; Should we have Christian talk to this TC

- Don; If he's willing, it would be usefu

- Joann; I'll send hima nessage and try to set up a tine
- Don; Rather than <foreign> el enent, what about specializing <draft-coment>
- Eliot; That's a good idea, since it'll only show up in draft node

- Mchael P, Wuld that be granul ar enough? It mnmight be able to replace a
| ocnote el enent, but not an attribute.

- JimTivy; Do we want to alllow all ITS attributes in a DI TA donai n?
- Mchael P; There's a good possiblity we do, e.g., a pseudo-nanespace, |ike
xm -1 ang:

Joann; Woul d these show up for the transl ator?
- Mchael P; If we added it to global-atts, yes, it would show up everywhere.
Joann; What if we added it as an elenent; would it show up in enough places?
- Mchael P, W really need to understand transal ati on wor kbenches.
- Nancy; [I'Ill try to contact someone from SDL's transl ati on side about this
Joann; Anot her thing canme out of the Adoption TC minutes, the Adoption TC
will develop a set of 'best practices' notes just like the ITS one. Now
we're collecting topics that woul d be good best practices, so if everyone
woul d start creating or accunul ati ng such things, that would be great. not
just for translation issues but for adoption issues in general. [Joann wi |l
send out a note on this request.]

Action itens;

- Joann to send out note to [ TC and SC?] nenbers asking for 'best practices
paper s

- Nancy to contact soneone fromtranslation side at SDL

Di scussion of DI TA Fest in Japan
PTC and SDL have both left nmenbership in the Japan DI TA Consorti um

- Joann; PTC is advising people to not go to DITA; they're still supporting
DI TA, but they don't want to tie thensleves to DITA so they downplay it.
Joann noted that what concerns her particularly is that PTCis telling people
not to use conrefs.

- ChrisN, Sone people at PTC feel strongly against conrefs. A big driver is
wanting custoners to use their own storage solution, Wndchill, which has no
XM. referential integrity. OF course this nmeans al so di scouragi ng keyrefs,
which is the only way to do robust conditional publishing.

- Joann; they're strongly discouraging going to DITA 1.2 at all

NB: Joann and Don will be both out for 2 weeks
Kris will chair next 2 neetings

closed at 11:59
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February 2013

5 February 2013

DI TA TC neeti ng
5 February 2013
M nutes taken by Seth Park

Rol I call: qgoroum net

Meeting minutes, seconded by Stan D.; no objections; mninutes approved by
accl amat i on.

1. DITA 1.3 proposals, stage 2: http://w ki.oasis-open.org/dita/
DI TA 1.3 Proposal s-tri age

Proposal 13116: Add the <cite> elenent to the content of title, xref, and
other title-like elenments (Kinber)

htt ps://ww. oasi s- open. or g/ commi tt ees/ downl oad. php/ 48137/
DI TA1.3 13116 _Proposal AddCiteTitle. htm

Di scussion: Eliot’s analysis reveals that the semantic purpose of “cite” is
more simlar to “keyword” than a traditional “xref”. No objections and the
exanpl e provided by Eliot denonstrates a good valid usecase for adding “cite”
to title-like elenents

Action: ready for vote; nove to the agenda for next tine.

2. Continui ng discussion on product nanes, terns, and reuse: WWB @ts:|ocnote

New e-mail: https://lists. oasis-open.org/archives/dita/ 201301/ msg00052. ht ni
(Ki nber, 29 Jan 2013)

New e-mail: https://lists. oasis-open.org/archives/dital/ 201301/ msg00054. ht ni
(Tivy, 29 Jan 2013)

Di scussion: Eliot’s email outlines the options, including use of “foreign” or
“dat a”

Kris requested exanpl es and feedback froma translation service provider

Thilo to have discussion with a coll eague and ask himto attend.
The enunerated options raised several questions.

3. SAP product nane variability/translation, etc.
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Use of DI TA “strings” for stem sentences and answers (true/false) or “select
one of the follow ng below “pick an itemfromcolum A and columm B’. Works
well for these kind of things; 800 strings reused directly and wel | today.

Units of time don’t translate.
Wrks with “generated text” not “authored text” (Kris sunmarized)

4. Continuing discussion about product nanes, terns, and reuse: DI TA and
transl ati on wor kbenchs

New e-mail: https://lists. oasis-open.org/archives/dita/ 201301/ msg00055. ht ni
(Tivy, 30 Jan 2013)

Kris: asked M chael about |ast week’s m nutes about engaging with TVS

MP: conplexity of conref; thinking through chall enges.

Kris: general gap in know edge around reuse nechani sns for swappi ng out
product nanes, etc. Qther conplexity when reusing strings across two

di fferent products.

Kris: not likely we'll be able to nake any changes to address the need in 1.3.
Seth asked whether a TSP woul d be notivated to sol ve these chal |l enges? Can

we rely on the open narket to find a solution? Kris says that the open

mar ket has not addressed it yet and the TC should be able to supply enough
informati on to assist the open market in finding a workable sol ution

5. New item DITA TC processes for creating OASI S-branded docunents (ran out
of tinme; on agenda for next week)

Overview of DITA 1.2 work and where we are now
State of DI TA-OT plug-in for generating CHM XHTM., zipped XHTM., and PDF

Need for redesign of "Contain" and "Contains by" tables
Need of nethod for generating "Contain" and "Contains by" tables

12 February 2013

M nutes go here
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