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Context of Court Policy Interface

The Court Policy Interface (CPI) is a design element to bridge the design principle of over inclusive but optional and the legitimate need for all the parties (courts, parties, attorneys, prosecutors…) to set or know the expectations and/or constraints placed on the data. The principle of over inclusive but optional is used in Court Filing, Court Document, Query/ Response, Court Data Configuration (CDC) and most other widely used standards. The data contained in the CPI reflects the Court Rules and administrative procedures (clerks office, Judges manual, and others) for a specific Court in a jurisdiction. It is an open issue though unlikely that the CMS interface would be contained within this scope.

The concept is that a Court may post an object at a well-known location that reflects the current rules of the court. They are likely to keep past CPI definitions to support long running cases where the rules are locked at a point in time. Other models to be explored are delivery via Query-Response (get-policy), perhaps along the line of the Interface for Content Exchange (ICE) negotiation model or the Web Services Model.

The initial implementation will likely be to reduce the scope of content models within the dtds or document schemas. It will also be used to pass along constants to be used. Some constants include but are not limited to, the filing fees by class of action, hours of operation and official date/time filing policies.
It will not fully cover all the Rules of Court. Only those defined in the specific requirements defined further in this document.
Court Policy Interface is a required part of the long-term architecture. It must be delivered in a modular and time phased manner. Timing must be considered in the planning.  Prior to the first version, the Court Filing environment can work with scaffolding. However, the mode of operation would be significantly degraded. Such a degraded mode is not viable in the long term and is not scalable.
The determination of the implementation as one or more than one DTDs will be determined as a function of the implementation. It must not be prejudged. 
Court Initiated transactions may be within the scope. However, this area my not be fully definable at this time.
Goals of Court Policy Interface

The overarching goal of the CPI is to reduce the need for human interaction between the courts and organizations that interact(filers and electronic filing service providers…)with them. Only in this way can we control the addition workload during the startup of systems and allow for the evolution and maintenance of rules and administrative needs. Meeting this goal will create a scalable environment to communicate this critical information. If it does not occur the human interaction will cause court filing to fail due to the number and divergence of jurisdictions. 

The goals of the CPI are directly tied to this overarching goal.

· Provide a communication of policy, which is human readable and understandable by a person without formal legal training via the document schema(s)(dtd or W3C Schema and its attendant documentation.

· Provide a communication of policy, which can be broken down by a computer and used as metadata to enable or constrain an Electronic Filing Service Provider’s (EFSP) software without human intervention after initial development and tuning. This is a communication of policy from a Court to an EFSP or individual filer. 
· Provide a communication of policy, which communicates a set of extensions and constraints for Court Filing.

· Provide a communication of policy, which communicates a set of extensions and constraints for Court Document.

· Provide a communication of policy, which communicates a set of extensions and constraints for Court Based Forms. 
· Provide a communication of policy, which communicates a set of extensions and constraints for Query/Response.

· Provide a communication of policy, which communicates a set of metadata needed by the Electronic Filing Provider in support of the Rules of Court for a jurisdiction and it’s administrative policies. It will not fully cover all the Rules of Court. Only those defined in the specific requirements defined further in this document.
· Provide a communication of policy, which allows for ready access to and timely notice of changes in court rules and procedures. Only those defined in the specific requirements defined further in this document. May this be done via court initiated transactions.
· Coordination of XML policy objects. Location of trusted repositories?) Including document schemas DTD(s) or W3C schemas. Global naming including valid URIs and URLs.
Specific Requirements of the Court Policy Interface

The requirements will be broken down along according to the goals stated above. Each requirement shall be uniquely identifiable and testable in the specification.

Human Readability & Understandability

Provide a communication of policy, which is human readable and understandable by a person without formal legal training via the document schema(s)(dtd or W3C Schema) and its attendant documentation.
These requirements are identified by their three-position prefix of PHR.

· PHR00001 – Identify which requirements W3C Schema Constrains can more effectively handle the clear communication of document schemas.
· PHR00002 – The CPI shall be Eye readable first and foremost.
· PHR00003 -  The CPI Document Schema shall be clear.
· PHR00004 - The CPI document instances shall be clear.
· PHR00005 - The CPI Specification shall be clear.
· PHR00006 - The CPI interface set shall work together cleanly.
· PHR00007 - The CPI shall be Operationalized in “plain English” non legal words.
· PHR00008 - The CPI Control must provide for localization of language . [There was something wrong with this sentence but I do not know what it is. I made a guess at the intent. It is not obvious that the guessed at intent is desirable.]]
[While “eye readable” has some curb appeal it cannot be carried so far as to exclude the technology that makes the system actually work. For example, it is possible that one might implement computer processing by use of, for example, bar codes which can be read as metadata. A bar code associated with a particular document (such as a praecipe) could be used to scan in certain standard metadata, thus making processing better. A bar code is not literally eye readable, but the information it represents can be eye read by running it through a scanner (as Wal-Mart shoppers do to check prices) and what it means and does is known at sight by people who are experienced processors of documents (such as court clerks and legal assistants).]
[In addition to a schema being clear it must be unambiguous. A machine has to be able to interpret data consistently every time without having to make guesses. For example, if a field is empty it has be unambiguous what the machine does by default. For example, if there is a query on actorname “smith” the computer has to know whether to assume it is a last name or a first name and return answers, or look in both first and last name fields and return answers that match either, or return with a rejection of the query that says “one name queries are not allowed, please try again”.] 
Computer Processable

Provide a communication of policy, which can be broken down by a computer and used as metadata to enable or constrain an Electronic Filing Provider’s software without human intervention after initial development and tuning.

These requirements are identified by their three-position prefix of PCP.

· PCP00001 – Communication shall be cleared in XML.
Court Filing Support

Provide a communication of policy, which communicates a set of extensions and constraints for Court Filing.

These requirements are identified by their three-position prefix of PCF.

· PCF00001 – Require specific element(s) that are optional in DTD

· PCF00002 – Refuse specific element(s) that are optional in DTD

· PCF00003 - Migrate specific policy specification from Court Filing to Court Policy. Method must be defined in the specification. 
· PCF00004 – Support Court Filing list of courts' specific document titles

· PCF00005 - Support Court Filing list of Party roles

· PCF00006 - Support Court Filing list of Filing types (is filling type useful?)(what is definition?)
· PCF00007 - Support Court Filing list of Nature of suit and hierarchy nodes

· PCF00008 - Support Court Filing list of  Courts to be filed.
· PCF00009 - Support Court Filing list of Court locations.
· PCF00010 - Support Court Filing list of EFSP names.
· PCF00011 - Support Court Filing list of  Courts to be filed Case number format (and other CDC) Coordinate with CDC and cms interface where it lives!
Court Document Support

Provide a communication of policy, which communicates a set of extensions and constraints for Court Document.

These requirements are identified by their three-position prefix of PCD.

· PCD00001 – Require specific element(s) that are optional in DTD

· PCD00002 – Refuse specific element(s) that are optional in DTD

· PCD00003 - Migrate specific policy specification from Court Document to Court Policy

· PCD00004 - Migrate specific policy specification Multiplicity control and in court filing  et al

· PCD00005 - Migrate specific policy specification Use  in sates vs. federal

· PCD00006 - Migrate specific policy specification Attribute & attribute & element combination relationships!!! Coverage to all dtd types. May migrate to CDC.

· PCD00007 - Migrate specific policy specification Redundancy and repetition/replication
Court Based Forms Support

Provide a communication of policy, which communicates a set of extensions and constraints for Court Document.

These requirements are identified by their three-position prefix of PCD.

· PCF00001 – Require specific element(s) that are optional in DTD

· PCF00002 – Refuse specific element(s) that are optional in DTD

· PCF00003 - Migrate specific policy specification from Court Document to Court Policy

· PCF00004 - Migrate specific policy specification Multiplicity control and in court filing  et al

· PCF00005 - Migrate specific policy specification Use  in sates vs. federal

· PCF00006 - Migrate specific policy specification Attribute & attribute & element combination relationships!!! Coverage to all dtd types. May migrate to CDC.

· PCF00007 - Migrate specific policy specification Redundancy and replication/replication

Query-Response Support

Provide a communication of policy, which communicates a set of extensions and constraints for Query/Response. (Clarify to direction of normative queries and non-supported and result constraints.)
These requirements are identified by their three-position prefix of PQR.

· PQR00001 - Migrate specific policy specification from Query-Response to Court Policy

· PQR00002 – Communicate whether the CMS data real time or a time phased replication?
· PQR00003 – It shall indicate preconditions for use of queries. (Pre-registration, fee basis, etc.)

· PQR00004 – It shall indicate expression of limits on the terms and arguments used in a query.

· PQR00005 – Limit on number queries used in a time period or by slicing? Do quotas make sense? Parallel queries.

· PQR00006 – It shall indicate list of returned elements?

· PQR00007 – It shall indicate the location of the Court Data Configuration (CDC) or be successor location for such data.

· PQR00008 – Delegation of access right via rules of courts

· PQR00009 – Rules of privilege levels.

Court Rules & Administration Support

Provide a communication of policy, which communicates a set of metadata needed by the Electronic Filing Provider in support of the Rules of Court for a jurisdiction and it’s administrative policies. 

These requirements are identified by their three-position prefix of PRA.

· PRA00001 – Support the communication of a schedule of fees.

· PRA00002 – Support the communication of Automated Clearing House / Debit cards use and required metadata 
· PRA00003 – Support the communication of Credit Card use and required metadata

· PRA00004 – Support the communication of EFP escrow account use and required metadata

· PRA00005 – Support the communication of Court Specific Document

· PRA00007 – Support the communication of the Refusal to accept URL as a document 

· PRA00008 – Support the communication of the Refusal to accept initiating documents

· PRA00009 – Support the communication of the Refusal to accept document requiring fees

· PRA00010 – Support the communication of the Refusal to accept sealed documents

· PRA00011 – Support the communication of the One filing per envelope

· PRA00012 – Support the communication of the Maximum size of envelope

· PRA00013 – Support the communication of element data typing

· PRA00014 – Support the communication of the maximum element data length/size

· PRA00015 – Support the communication of co-constraints between elements

· PRA00016 – Support the communication of co-constraints between attributes within elements

· PRA00017 – Support the communication of value constraint on elements

· PRA00018 – Support the communication of value constraint on attributes

· PRA00019 – Support the communication of date constraint on elements

· PRA00020 – Support the communication of date constraint on attributes

· PRA00021 – Support the communication of policy on non-receipt

· PRA00022 – Support the communication of policy on corrupted filing

· PRA00023 – Support the communication of policy on incomplete filing

· PRA00024 – Support the communication of policy on unpaid fee filing

· PRA00025 – Support the communication of policy on rejected filing

· PRA00026 – Support the communication of policy on received filing

· PRA00027 – Support the communication of policy on accepted filing

· PRA00028 – Support the communication of policy on communication of court orders

· PRA00030 – Support the communication of policy on pre-qualification of filers

· PRA00031 – Support the communication of policy on pre-qualification of EFPs

· PRA00032 – Support the communication of policy on virus scanning

· PRA00033 – Support the communication of policy on spell checking

· PRA00034 – Support the communication of policy on electronic document signatures

· PRA00035 – Support the communication of policy on encryption

· PRA00036 – Support the communication of policy on Non XML Documents Specification shall Document formats supported by the court defined relationships
· PRA00037 – Support the communication of policy on communication protocols

· PRA00038 – Support the communication of policy digital signatures. 
· PRA00039 – Support the communication of policy on Stylesheets supported by the court.
· PRA00040 – Support the communication of policy on forms and pattern forms supported by the courts

· PRA00041 – Support the communication of policy on data elements or attributes that must be tagged for redaction (controlled list)
· PRA00042 – Support the communication of policy on data value and date relationship to covered in CDC
· PRA00043 – Support the communication of policy on length and size covered in CDC 
· PRA00044 – Coordination work to do with CDC and Court policy
· PRA00045 – Support the communication of policy on lead documents and attachments within filing and in court document reconcile meaning and location relationship.

· PRA00046 – Support the communication of policy on configuration of document objects
· PRA00047 – Support the communication of policy on font usage.
· PRA00048 – Support the communication of policy on protocols supported – Https, soap, web services
Access and Notice Support

Provide a communication of policy, which allows for ready access to and timely notice of changes in court rules and procedures  

These requirements are identified by their three-position prefix of PAN.

· PAN00001 – Provide electronic access point for the policies

· PAN00002 – Provide notice window for required rechecking of policies

· PAN00003 – Provide registration of “I Care” for Filers push model and websites
· PAN00004 – Provide registration of “I Care” for EFP push model and websites
· PAN00005 – Provide push of policy to registered “I Care” for Public Notice Locations

· PAN00006 – Provide push of policy to registered “I Care” for Filers 

· PAN00007 – Provide push of policy to registered “I Care” for EFP

· PAN00008 – Declare relationship to web services and registries and directories

· PAN00009 – Define base well known location

· PAN00010 – Declare relationship to EBXML collaboration protocols

· PAN00011 – Declare relationship to UDDI…

· PAN00012 – Declare relationship to WSDL
Additional Subsequent Requirements

Conformance Levels & Requirements Assigned to Each Level 

· TBD
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