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Electronic Court Filing Technical Committee

Telephone Conference Call

February 24, 2004

Attendees:

Greg Arnold

Don Bergeron

Jim Cabral

Rolly Chambers

Robert DePhillips

Shane Durham

Robin Gibson

Charles Gilliam

John Greacen

Allen Jensen

Catherine Krause

Dr. Laurence Leff

Diane Lewis
Rex McElrath

Mary McQueen

John Messing

Robert O’Brien

Dallas Powell

Christopher Smith

Kyle Snowden

Tom Smith

Roger Winters

Guests:

Jim Beard

Shogan Naidoo

This special conference call was held for the specific purpose of discussing the draft schemas prepared by Jim Cabral for OXCI.  Members were encouraged to read the 2GEFS schemas and schema framework to inform this discussion.
Prior to the meeting, Jim Cabral brought to the attention of the TC membership the problems counterclaim has encountered trying to use JAVA code generators with the schemas Jim developed based on the GJXDM.  The code generators will not work with the restrictions needed to constrain the GJXDM in order to have a workable court filing schema.  Several TC members voiced support for the need to constrain the GJXDM; it is too unbounded to be useable without restricting elements and objects.  

Jim suggested three alternatives that OXCI might pursue.  Much of the meeting was devoted to discussion of those approaches.  Jim Beard and Shogan Naidoo were invited to participate in the discussion, with the understanding that the OASIS intellectual property policy would apply to them for purposes of the call.
1.  Dispense with code generation tools and hand code the OXCI application to follow the GJXDM-based schema.  Drawbacks are increased cost and difficulty retrofitting the software to work with Court Filing Blue and successor national standards.
No one suggested that counterclaim pursue this option.

2.  Wait to see how effective subschemas – using a tool to be produced by GTRI by April – turn out to be.  The status of GTRI’s effort is not clear.  No examples of subschemas have yet been posted.  It is not clear to the TC membership that this approach will achieve the interoperability sought through the development of the GJXDM, particularly with local extensions.  What is the role of schema extensions vis a vis a Court Filing Policy mechanism?  Some members urged OXCI to seek additional information from GTRI before reaching a decision.  For instance, does GTRI have general instructions for deriving subschemas that could be done without a tool?  How often will the GJXDM itself be revised or refined?  Will each new version be a superset of the previous version.
3.  Develop schemas that use the GJXDM only as a data dictionary for tag names and meanings.  These schemas could be more modular and more easily implemented.  Tom Smith urge OXCI to pursue that approach, working with Todd Vincent to achieve a merger of the 2GEFS and OXCI schema approaches.  There was some discussion of the difficulties that would result from modular schemas if they differed from court to court and state to state.
There was support for both the second and third options.  The members did not have time to reach a consensus recommendation for OXCI and resolved to conduct a ballot using the OASIS Kavi application to reach a decision.  John Greacen and Jim Cabral agreed to prepare the wording of the ballot choices.

The members also discussed the need for and nature of the Court Filing Blue envelope.  Dallas Powell voiced a concern that document level issues will create constraints on the structure and content of the Court Filing Blue envelope.  When we embed the actual court document using namespaces into the envelope, rather than Base-64 encoding them, we put constraints on the envelope. The GJXDM when implemented in the envelope creates new constraints on the envelope.  Jim Cabral suggested that there may be no need for a standard envelope; each application can create an http envelope or use SOAP or ebXML envelope structures.  Dallas Powell responded that if Court Filing Blue is going to support multiple communications methods, it will require an encapsulating envelope.  The current Court Filing Blue includes supporting multiple communications vehicles, including email.  
The group did not reach Allen Jensen’s concern about the security of OXCI’s architectural model which allows direct access from OXCI to a court case management information data base.

