Comments on Certification Requirements

0.0
General

Diane Lewis asks "should ANSI SQL standards approach be considered?

Response:  I don't know what the ANSI SQL standards approach differs.  Can describe it us?
3.0
Deliverables
Diane Lewis asks if "there is a need to call out use of tools or a checklist as artifacts?"

Response:  I'm not sure I understand this comment, since vendors would be free to implement the standards in any combination they want as actual applications.  That would depend on their ingenuity and market demand.  To avoid that scenario, we would have to specify a single standard with a comprehensive architecture instead of the current set of separate standards.

Dallas Powell says "I agree with Diane.  I would add methods for handling certain areas.  Does certification identify areas of variability due to court policy or are we going to make the standards define methods for handling these areas?"

Response:  Technical standards must be standards if technical interoperability is to be attained.  As ebXML does, we could define what areas the standards cover and what areas lie outside the standards and are free to vary in incompatible ways.

Again, vendors would be free to pick and choose which API's in the standards they want to implement in projects.
4.1 Artifact Creator

Diane Lewis asks "can test suites actually be created by other OASIS technical committees?"

Response:  Our TC could definitely delegate test suite creation to a different TC if they were interested in providing that support.  I is not so clear what happens if parts of the required architecture and standards are owned by other TC's (Integrated Justice schemas for core criminal justice documents).
4.4 Certification Authority

John Messing says that the "actual certification bodies probably should be private sector or legislatively sanctioned bodies."

Response:  The JTC is probably not an appropriate agent for certification, so I amended the draft requirements to delete that possibility.  The ebXML Technical Architecture Specification Ver. 1.0.4 states that "Publicly available test suites from vendor neutral organizations such as OASIS and NIST SHOULD be used to verify the conformance of ebXML implementations, applications and components claiming conformance to ebXML."
5.1 Standards
Dallas Powell says the "standards need to include a definition of its purpose, include boundary conditions and how it integrates with other standards.  It may suggest an architecture for implementation.  We may be able to certify parts that do not include a complete architecture."

Response:  I agree.  I'll add requirements language to the next version cover those additional topics.
Dallas Powell asks if there are "court policies that allow for variations which might make some transactions incompatible?  Perhaps we need to define acceptable areas of incompatibility (paraphrase)."

Response:  There should be no areas of acceptable incompatibility within the standards or else they are not standards (at least not standards that enforce technical interoperability--which is the business goal).  There may be acceptable areas of incompatibility outside the standards but within the court business process.  Those areas should remain outside the standards.  The standards may indicate areas of possible extension that will remain outside the standards, just as Java application servers may provide proprietary extensions that lie outside the J2EE standards.  Note, however, that the Java community views the proliferation of those proprietary extensions with alarm, since they threaten to fragment the vendor community and create incompatibilities that reduce the business benefit from a "write once, run anywhere" architecture.
