Working Group Report on Elements Listed by Tom Carlson as “Needs Resolution” 

Tom Carlson’s list, with the questions he posed, is annotated with the resolutions suggested by the working group consisting of Michael Alexandrou, Jim Cabral, Tom Carlson, Robin Gibson, John Greacen, Jim Harris and Rex McElrath.
1.  Debtor: taxID 
Is Debtor: taxID mapped to the GJXDM? 

Yes – leave as is.

2. PersonInformation: raceCode 
The definition for raceCode is certainly more detailed, but is it any better? Does the definition need to define race? 

Adopt the GJXDM definition – “A code identifying the race of a person.”

3. WeightMeasureType: 
This usage differs from the GJXDM WeightMeasureType. 

Delete the element.  It is not needed.

4. HeightMeasureType: 
This usage differs from the GJXDM HeightMeasureType. 

Delete the element.  It is not needed.

5. Defendant: defendantNumber 
In the GJXDM, there's been talk about adding a sequence number, for things that need to be in a certain order. Is that what we're doing here? Defendant #1, defendant #2, etc? 

Delete the word “sequential” from the definition, which becomes “Number assigned to each defendant.”

6. Defendant: federalBureauOfInvestigationNumber 
The GJXDM PersonFBIID is explicitly an AFIS. Is Defendant: federalBureauOfInvestigationNumber the same? 

Substitute the GJXDM element personFBIID for federalBureauOfInvestigationNumber.

7. Charge: chargeEnhancingAllegationChargeDescriptionText 
The wording is a little different, with the GJXDM talking about the statue and ECF talking about the charge, which is a violation of the statute. I'm not sure if this is significant or not.
Change our definition as follows: “Title or description of the specific charge enhancement.”

The GJXDM structure for enhancement allegations is confusing.  We should retain our current structure (which gives us an element for a statutory citation and a text description of the alleged enhancement), ask the XSTF to clarify its structure, and reconsider our structure thereafter. 
8. Charge: chargeEnhancingAllegationTypeCode 
Why not map Charge: chargeEnhancingAllegationTypeCode to ChargeSpecialAllegationText? 

Leave as is.  See item 7 above.

9. Charge: specialAllegation 
I'm not sure this is the right mapping. ChargeSpecialAllegationText has a specific purpose. It's not a general catch-all detail element. 

Leave as is.  See item 7 above.

10. DriversLicense: driversLicenseCommercialClassCode 
Why not map driversLicenseCommercialClassCode to DriverLicenseCommercialClassCode? 

Change our mapping to the driversLicense structure of the GJXDM, which will allow us to eliminate the ECF 3.0 extension.

11. FingerprintSet: classification 
If the "other method" allowed by the ECF definition isn't textual, then the instance will break. Maybe this isn't a real problem, since the formatting is defined by the GJXDM mapping.
Change our domain model and mapping. Our domain model is in error.  Fingerprint classification is not a general approach applied to a fingerprint record.  It is a description of the print itself which is applied to each finger. 
12. Image: imageSize 
I have no idea why kilobytes was chosen over bytes. Bytes are better defined, no thanks to hard drive manufacturers. (1kb = 1024bytes, but hard drive folks try to sell 1kb = 1000bytes, so their drives sound bigger.) But changing the GJXDM definition would change its meaning. 

Change our definition from “bytes” to “kilobytes.” Although we agree with Tom’s observation, we have agreed to follow the GJXDM structure and definitions whenever possible.
13. ExtendedPersonInformation: DriversLicense 
Why not map ExtendedPersonInformation: DriversLicense to an existing GJXDM element? (Making sure we use the one that's not deprecated.
Change our mapping to the driversLicense structure of the GJXDM, which will allow us to eliminate the ECF 3.0 extension.

14. ScarsMarksTattoos: scarsMarksTattoosText 
An ideal definition would be a combination of both GJXDM and ECF here. ECF might limit too much, but GJXDM provides little info.
Amend our definition to “Plain English descriptions of scars, marks, tattoos, or other physical features.” 

15. DNADetail: dnaLocusType 
ECF definition is better. Are the allowable values universal in scale, so that they should be included in the GJXDM?
Change our definition to refer to “example” values” instead of “allowable” values. 

16. FeesCalculationResponseMessage: filingFee 
Why is FeesCalculationResponseMessage: filingFee not mapped to one of the GJXDM fee objects? 

Leave as is.  There is no appropriate GJXDM element for our usage.  The GJXDM filingFee element is limited to the cost of filing a document, which does not include the cost of initiating a case.
17. CaseListQueryMessage: caseTypeCode 
Just checking that the GJXDM's CaseCategoryText doesn't fit here. 

Leave as is.  Our usage is sufficiently different to warrant our extension element.

18. CaseListQueryMessage: CaseParticipant 
This may be a typo. CaseListQueryMessage: CaseParticipant is mapped to CaseListQueryCaseParticipant in the GJXDM instead of just CaseParticipant. I think it's just a missing slash. 

Leave as is.

19. MatchingCase: caseTypeCode 
Again, does the GJXDM's CaseCategoryText meet this need?
Leave as is.  Our usage is sufficiently different to warrant our extension element.

20. MatchingCase: shortCaseTitle 
Why not CaseTitleTest? Same definition.
Amend the first sentence of the ECF 3.0 definition to “The abbreviated name of a case.” Our usage is different from the GJXDM usage, which is the official case title.  We are referring to the “short caption” most frequently used for query responses by courts. 
21. MatchingCase: caseStatus 
Why not just StatusDescriptionText in the context of a CaseStatus? 

Leave as is.  The GJXDM element usage is different from ours.  
MatchingCase: personName 
Is there a reason to not use the person structure under CaseParticipants? I guess the use of personRelationshipToCaseTypeCode in the next element does this. This is actually good as it more closely matches what GJXDM 3.1 will look like. 

Leave as is.

22. CaseInformation: caseTypeCode 
Once again, how is this different from GJXDM's CaseCategoryText? 
Leave as is.  We do need a code element.  The specific codes are defined in Court Policy.
23. CaseInformation: CaseParticipant 
The mapping for CaseInformation: CaseParticipant doesn't work. The GJXDM element is a structure containing multiple person objects. The ECF element is one of the objects. 

Leave as is.  We incorporate the full GJXDM structure in the schema.
24. CaseDocketEntry: docketEntryID 
Should map all the way to ActivityID/ID 

Change the modeling spreadsheet.  The schema is fine as is but the mapping is not complete in the modeling spreadsheet.
25. CaseParticipant: 
Doesn't match the GJXDM CaseParticipants. GJXDM is a structure containing person objects, not a person object itself.
Change the modeling spreadsheet.  The schema is fine as is but the mapping is not complete in the modeling spreadsheet.

26. Act: actSequenceNumber 
Needs to map to ActivityID/ID
Change the modeling spreadsheet.  The schema is fine as is but the mapping is not complete in the modeling spreadsheet.

27. JuvenileArrest: Booking 
These two definitions for Booking are different enough that we should have a law enforcement domain expert look at these and decide.
Adopt the GJXDM definition.
28. Booking: 
Refer to law enforcement domain expert.
Adopt the GJXDM definition.
29. Juvenile: gangAffiliation 
ECF use doesn't match GJXDM use. If this is merely an indicator, then make a PersonGangAffiliationIndicator?
Adopt GJXDM definition.  It is not clear whether our use case is for a flag indicating that a juvenile is a member of a gang or for a field into which to enter the name of the gang to which s/he belongs.  The GJXDM gangAffiliation element is intended for the latter use.  We recommend sticking with the current element and its GJXDM definition for the time being.  When a court uses the specification for juvenile cases we will learn whether this structure suffices. 

30. OrganizationPlacement: 
GJXDM naming convention would call this PlacementOrganizationType.
Keep the current element but call it placementOrganization to comply with GJXDM element naming conventions.
31. PersonPacement: 
Typo, should be PersonPlacement
Keep the current element but call it placementPerson to comply with GJXDM element naming conventions and to correct the typo.

32. Placement: placementStartDate 
Should this use GJXDM ActivityDate? Depends on what Placement is derived from. 

Leave as is.  Placement derives from the super type and not from Activity type, so it would not be appropriate to use the Activity commencement date structure.
33. AddressType: 
The definitions are quite different, with the GJXDM limited to a mailing address. Other sorts of addresses would be locations, I think. It might just be that the mapping is off. ECF "Type" as used here isn't the same as GJXDM "Type" as used here.
Strike this element.  It is not used in the schemas.  
34. Case: Alias 
This element name seems wonky. It's not the Alias of the Case, so why "CaseAlias?" Should be mapped to PersonAlias, with a new OrganizationAlias created for organizations? Or maybe I just parsed something wrong. 

Change the ECF 3.0 definition to “A name, a type, and a reference to an alternate identity used by a person or organization.”  Tom and Robin will recommend that the XSTF expand the GJXDM alias structure to include organizations as well as persons.
35. CaseOrigin: originatingOrganizationName 
Is this mapped correctly? We're mapping a name to a textual description of a type of ID? 

Change the ECF 3.0 definition to “Name of organization that assigned a previous case identifier.”
36. CaseOrigin: caseTitle 
Is this really the short title? It's not using the same naming conventions as previous short title elements.
Change the ECF 3.0 definition to “The full title for this case where it originated.”
37. DocumentMetadata: documentTypeCode 
Wrong definition? Wrong mapping? I'm really confused all around on this one.
Delete the first sentence from the ECF 3.0 definition.  The definition will now be simply “The docket code used by the court for the type of document submitted. Allowable values set forth in Court Policy.”
38. DocumentMetadata: fileSize 
Bytes vs. kbytes. I'd prefer bytes, but kbytes already in use.
Use the GJXDM definition, which uses Kilobytes. 

39. Organization: ContactInformation 
The best definition for GJXDM use would combine the ECF and GJXDM. 

Change the ECF 3.0 definition to “The preferred contact for a person or organization, such as address, telephone number, or email address.”
40. Alias: alternateName 
Why not mapped to PersonAlias.PesonName? 

Leave as is.
41. PhoneNumberType: 
Mapping is off. TelephoneNumberType isn't a type of number. It's a data type. Probably need a new GJXDM element.
Change this element to become an ECF 3.0 extension and rename it phoneNumberTypeCode.  Keep the ECF 3.0 definition. 

42. ReviewFilingMessage: submissionDate 
Submission inherits from ActivityType, so should map to ActivityDate. 

Use the GJXDM submissionSubmittedDate element instead of the ECF 3.0 extension.
43. ReviewFilingMessage: submissionTime 
Submission inherits from ActivityType, so should map to ActivityTime.

Use the GJXDM submissionSubmittedTime element instead of the ECF 3.0 extension.

44. Citation: timeOfViolation 
ECF definition doesn't match. It's violation vs. issued. This is when issued. Looks strange compared to dateOfViolation, which is when violation occurs.
Change the ECF 3.0 definition to “Time of day that a violation occurred.” 

45. Citation: correctableOffenseIndicator 
Is faulty equipment the only way a citation can be dismissed? Implies traffic as well, precluding GJXDM use. 

Use the GJXDM definition.  The current ECF 3.0 definition is unnecessarily limited.
46. Citation: correctableOffenseText 
Is faulty equipment the only way a citation can be dismissed? Implies traffic as well, precluding GJXDM use. 

Use the GJXDM definition.  The current ECF 3.0 definition is unnecessarily limited.
47. DrivingIncident: fatalInjuryIndicator 
Not mapped to anything. I'm guessing it also uses DrivingIncident/DrivingAccidentSeverityCode, with the fatal code?
Leave as is.  We are using a single GJXDM element for two different ECF 3.0 elements – nature of injury and fatal injury.  It appears to work. 

48. DrivingIncident: Vehicle 
IncidentInvolvedProperty specifically includes vehicles driven as part of an incident.

Use the GJXDM incidentInvolvedProperty element and the GJXDM definition.  The GJXDM element includes a vehicle within its definition.  There is no need for an ECF 3.0 extension. 

49. Vehicle: vehicleModel 
This mapping isn't exactly right. It needs to be some element of VehicleStyleCode. VehicleModelCode is a model, like the 318ti in BMW 318ti, while the style would be hatchback, 2-door (2H).
Use the GJXDM definition.
50. Offender: bloodAlcoholContentNumber 
Why not mapped to ArrestBloodAlcoholContentNumberText? Just due to the type?
Map to the GJXDM contentNumberText element.
