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I.
Version Numbers for Technical Committee Specifications
Each LegalXML schema
 or other approved specification is to be assigned a version number that relates it unambiguously with other versions. The first version is to be “1.0.0.” Assignment of subsequent version numbers shall reflect actions of the Electronic Court Filing Technical Committee, indicated by vote or otherwise. The Editor for the Technical Committee shall determine the appropriate version number based on these guidelines and will assign it to the specification prior to its official posting on the Technical Committee’s Web site.

Version numbers for schemas and other specifications are to be rendered in Arabic numerals separated by periods. Version numbers consists of three parts:

A.
Major Revision Number

This number appears in the first position, and is initially “1.” A “Major revision” involves changes in the schema or other specification which preclude compatibility with earlier versions. A version numbered “4.3.2” would not be expected to be compatible with versions with “1,” “2,” “3,” or “5” and higher in the initial position of the version number.
There will be no expectation or promise of support for efforts to make XML instances from a prior version compatible with the version which is a Major revision.

B.
Minor Revision Number

This number is in the second position, initially a “0,” to be incremented to “1” for the first “Minor revision” published. A Minor revision is one that does not cause or create incompatibility for XML instances created for earlier versions with the revised version (provided they both have the same Major revision number).
When two versions are variations of a schema or other specification and belong to the same Major revision as indicated by the first numeral, but differ in their Minor revision numerals, XML instances composed using the earlier (“prior”
) version will be compatible with the more recent (“subsequent”) version. Conversely, XML instances composed against the more recent version will not be compatible with the prior version.
Examples: if “A” is Version “4.3.2,” and “B” is Version “4.4.0,” they belong to the same Major revision except that “B” reflects a Minor revision not found in “A.” This means that XML instances composed based on “A” will be compatible with “B,” but XML instances composed based on “B” will not be compatible with “A.”  This means that any XML instance composed using Version “4.1.x,” “4.2.x,” or “4.3.x” would be valid with regard to any Version “4.4.x” of a specification. 
C.
Nominal Revision Number

This number is placed in the third position, initially a “0,” to be incremented to “1” for the first “Nominal revision” published. A Nominal revision does not create any incompatibility for XML instances that are developed based on prior or subsequent specifications, so long as they are part of the same Major and Minor revisions.
An example of a Nominal revision would be re-publication of a schema or other specification after modifications have been made only in the narrative, comments, or use of white space within the schema. Another example of a Nominal revision would be using schema syntax to split a single file or document into multiple files or documents, or to combine multiple files or documents into one, so long as doing so does not affect validity and cause incompatibility for XML instances developed based on the schemas involved.
Any XML instance composed based on a Version “4.3.x” must be compatible with any other XML instance composed based on a Version “4.3.x” schema or other specification. Thus, any XML instances composed based on an “A” which is Version “4.3.x” will be compatible with any “B” which is Version “4.3.x+1…4.3.x+n,” since they belong to the same Major revision and the same Minor revision. Should a revision create incompatibilities, it must be reconsidered to determine whether it is truly Nominal, or whether it might in fact be a Minor revision. 
Additional Examples: The following alternate examples may be helpful to those for whom the above examples were not.

Given two versions, X.Y.Z and A.B.C, the following relationships apply:
1.
If X ≠ A:

These two versions have different Major revision numbers and are therefore mutually incompatible.

 

2.
If X = A, but Y ≠ B:

These two versions have different Minor revision numbers and the following principles apply. 
 

a. If  X = A, and Y < B:
An X.Y.Z XML instance can be used with the A.B.C specification, but an A.B.C XML instance cannot be used with the X.Y.Z specification.

 

b. If X = A, and Y > B:

An X.Y.Z XML instance cannot be used with the A.B.C specification, but an A.B.C XML instance can be used with the X.Y.Z specification.
 

3.
If X = A and Y = B, and Z ≠ C:
These two versions have different Nominal revision numbers and are therefore mutually compatible.
II.
Sequence Numbers for Other Technical Committee Work Products

For a draft schema or other specification not created under direction of the TC and, therefore, not yet ready for assignment of a version number, or for any other deliverable or work product for which a specification type version number is not appropriate, a sequence number shall be assigned, beginning with “00” for the earliest draft thereof, and incremented with each subsequent rendering that includes any substantive change. 
The lead or principal author is responsible for distinguishing when substantive change has taken place, that is, any change that warrants an increase in the sequence number. Each such rendering of the document, from “00” forward, is to be maintained without change from the time when its sequence number was superseded by the next rendering indicated by an assigned higher sequence number. These different document renderings for non-schema, non-specification work products will be maintained by the lead or principal author, who on reasonable notice is to provide copies on request to any member of the TC. The TC chair may designate that the sequence numbering and custody of the sequential versions of such items be transferred to the TC Editor or another designee. 

III.
Designation of File Names
It is assumed that the permitted formats for publishing Legal XML Electronic Court Filing Technical Committee documents on its Web site include XML-based formats (e.g., DTD, XML, XSD), HTML, PDF, RTF, and MS-Word (DOC). To facilitate access by the broadest range of potential users, documents published on the TC’s Web site will be provided in as many of these formats as practicable. 
For schemas and other specifications, the appropriate XML-based version of the document shall be considered normative, that is, it will be the “master” or “official version” from which all other formats are derivative.
The file name used for any LegalXML Electronic Court Filing Technical Committee document, whether embodying a schema, specification, or other object or deliverable, will be based on the components described below, separated by hyphens, with the document’s format indicated by the suffix placed to the right of the period following the file name.
A.
For a schema or other specification that has been formally approved by the Technical Committee and, if applicable, by OASIS, the first part of the file name will be:

{OASIS | CS | PS}-

1. “OASIS” is used if the schema or other specification has been adopted as an OASIS Standard

2. “CS” is used if the schema or other specification has been adopted as a TC “Recommended Specification,” which is the equivalent of an OASIS “Committee Specification”

3. “PS” is used if the schema or other specification has been adopted as a TC “Proposed Specification,” a status which is not the equivalent of an OASIS “Committee Specification,” but which the TC has defined to mean the specification could be implemented and tested in the field.

B.
For schemas and other specifications requested but not yet adopted by the TC, the following will be the first part of the file name and will indicate the maturity level for the work product:

{TC-Draft | TC-Candidate}-

1. “TC-Draft” is used if the specification is being drafted under direction of the TC but has not yet been designated a “Candidate Specification” for review and comment by the TC 

2. “TC-Candidate” is used if the specification has been finalized by its authors and presented to and accepted by the TC for review and comment

NOTE: This element of the filename would be eliminated once the work product “graduates” from the status of “Candidate.” Then, the “PS” (proposed specification) from section A., above, would be used in this position. Subsequently, “PS” could be modified to “CS” upon approval by the TC as a recommended specification (equivalent to an OASIS “Committee Specification”) or to “OASIS” upon approval as an OASIS Standard by vote of the OASIS membership.

C.
For documents that are something other than a specification, e.g., a White Paper, Statement of Work, proposed rule, or report, whether or not written at the direction of the TC, the following will be the first part of the file name. The options will indicate the maturity level for the document:

{Info-Draft | Info-Candidate | Info-TC}-

1. “Info-Draft” is used if the document is an individual proposal, a subcommittee draft, a committee draft, a working draft, or otherwise considered to be in process of initial development; that is, it has not yet been given any other status by direction or vote of the TC, or

2. “Info-Candidate” is used if the document has been designated by its authors as complete and has been submitted to and accepted by the TC for review and consideration, but has not yet been given another status by direction or vote of the TC, or 

3. “Info-TC” is used if the document has been approved by the TC and is designated as a TC-accepted or TC-approved work product

D.
The text “LegalXML” follows a hyphen after the appropriate initial element of the filename, as indicated above in A., B., or C.
-LegalXML-

E.
The next element is an indicator of the technical committee’s name, usually by initials. “ECF” stands for the Electronic Court Filing Technical Committee.
-ECF-

F.
For schemas, specifications, or other documents not yet adopted by the TC, the name of the proposer or principal author appears next. However, once the TC adopts the document as its own, this name is dropped from the subsequent filename. This element would be based on the following:
-{Person | Group}-

1. Person is used to designate the last name of the individual or, if authoring was by more than one person, of the principal author, or 

2. Group is used to designate the name of a subcommittee or work group assigned to do the work by the TC (and it may be a name given the group or the last name of the lead person in the group).
G.
Next, a brief piece of text names the schema or other specification or other deliverable or work product descriptively is added, styled in “CamelCase” format (no spaces, no underscores) if more than one word is needed for this purpose:
-{DescriptiveText}-

H.
For schemas or specifications that have been approved by the TC as “proposed specifications,” therefore having an assigned “A.B.C” style version number, the version number appears next, converted to a 6-digit sequence of numerals, with the first two digits representing the Major revision number, the next two digits representing the Minor revision number, and the last two digits representing the Nominal revision number. As the specification progresses, e.g., to “recommended specification,” the version number given to it would either remain the same or reflect changes assigned to the version number based on the guidelines in section I., above.
-{######}

I.
For a draft schema or other specification that has not yet been given a version number, or for any other deliverable or work product, a sequence number, beginning with “00” for the earliest rendering thereof, is the next element in the filename. The sequence number in the filename will be incremented parallel with each subsequent rendering published with a higher sequence number. 

-{##}

J. 
A period ends the filename, followed by the suffix appropriate to the format of the file.

.{XML | DTD | XSD | HTML | PDF | RTF | DOC }

Examples of Filenames
For Court Document 1.1.0, recently voted as approved, but not yet published on the TC’s Web site, the filenames that would be used when it is published would be:

PS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtDocument-010100.XML*

PS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtDocument-010100.DTD*

PS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtDocument-010100.HTML

PS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtDocument-010100.PDF

PS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtDocument-010100.RTF

PS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtDocument-010100.DOC


* These files would be normative; the others derivative.

Looking ahead to a future Court Filing, Version 2.0.0 specification, which is to be written as a schema and which is assumed here for purposes of illustration to have been adopted by OASIS as an OASIS Standard, the filenames would be: 

OASIS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtFiling-020000.XSD*
OASIS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtFiling-020000.HTML

OASIS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtFiling-020000.PDF

OASIS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtFiling-020000.RTF

OASIS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtFiling-020000.DOC

* This file would be normative, the others derivative.

Filenames for previously approved documents “Court Filing 1.0” and “Court Filing 1.1,” recommended specifications from the Legal XML Electronic Filing Technical Committee, will not be changed to comply with these guidelines, to avoid confusion for implementers. 
Other recently-adopted recommended specifications are to be published with filenames designated according to these guidelines, as indicated in the table below. As unofficial notes and other documents from the original Legal XML site are published on the ECF TC Web site, their file names are to be appropriately re-designated according to these procedures.

	Specification
	Version
	New Filename
	Comment

	Court Document
	1.1.0
	PS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtDocument-010100.XML and PS-LegalXML-ECF-CourtDocument-010100.DTD
	First published version of Court Document, approved by ECF TC as a “Recommended Specification,” but already styled as “Version 1.1”

	Query and Response
	1.0.0
	PS-LegalXML-ECF-QueryResponse-010100.XML
	First published version of Query & Response, approved by ECFTC as a “Recommended Specification”


IV.
Suggestions for Verbal References to Versions

It is good to be precise when referencing different versions of a schema, other specification, or any other deliverable or work product. The following is offered as guidance for TC members and others in how they might refer to two or more documents without using the version or sequence numbers and yet be understood. These references are not normative, that is, they are guidelines and not rules that TC members must follow.

“Prior” — When comparing two versions, the “prior” version is the one whose version number is numerically lower. (As noted below, this does not necessarily mean the “prior” version was written chronologically before the version with which it is being compared.)
“Subsequent” — In comparing two versions, the “subsequent” version is the one whose version number is numerically higher.

“Latest” — The “latest” version is the one whose version number is numerically higher than the others among those being compared or among all that have been published. (In comparing two versions, one may be called the “later” version; a superlative term such as “latest” grammatically requires that there be three or more items.)

Assume the following is a list of four different published versions of a specification on the same subject: 


“A” is Version 2.1.3

“B” is Version 2.3.1

“C” is Version 3.2.1

“D” is Version 1.2.3

“A” is a “prior” to “B” and to “C” and it is “subsequent” to “D.” 

“B” is “prior” to “C” and it is “subsequent” to “D” and to “A.” 

“C” is the “latest” version of the group shown here. “D” is “prior” to all of the others shown here.

NOTE: “Prior” and “latest” do not always reflect the chronological order in which versions are authored. A “prior” version might well be published chronologically after the “latest” (highest-numbered) version. A Minor or Nominal revision could result in a new “prior” version to be published at some time after the publication date of a “subsequent,” or even the “latest” version. The “subsequent” or “latest” version would have a higher Major or Minor revision number than the “prior” one. 

V.
Document History

The normative filename for these procedures, following the above principles, is:

Info-Candidate-LegalXML-ECF-Winters-VersionNumbers-00.PDF
Author: Roger Winters, Electronic Court Records Manager, King County Department of Judicial Administration, and the ECF TC Editor
Contributing Author: Shane Durham, LexisNexis CourtLink
Please direct questions to: roger.winters@metrokc.gov. 
Once this document is under review and comment for the Electronic Court Filing Technical Committee, comments should be directed to the TC List at legalxml-courtfiling@lists.oasis-open.org. 
RW:pc
































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































� 	“Schema, “ refers here to a document or file that describes technically how to assemble and parse valid LegalXML XML instances. There are a variety of languages that can express schema, as defined here, including Document Type Definition (DTD), XML-Schema, and the Resource Definition Framework (RDF). 


� 	See discussion of terms like “prior” and “subsequent” in � REF _Ref25554711 \h ��IV.	Suggestions for Verbal References to Versions� on page � PAGEREF _Ref25554711 \h ��7�.
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