OASIS Legal XML

Electronic Court Filing Technical Committee

Conference Call
December 11, 2007
1:00 pm Eastern (10:00 am Pacific)

Attendance Voting Member / Member / Observer 
 X=Face-to-Face; T=Teleconference
	Name
	Last Name
	Present

	Michael Alexandrou (Judicial Council of Georgia)
	Alexandrou
	

	Adam Angione (Courthouse News Service, Inc.)
	Angione
	

	Donald Bergeron (Reed Elsevier)
	Bergeron
	

	Ron Bowmaster (Utah Administrative Office of the Courts)
	Bowmaster
	

	Suzanne  Bunnin (Arizona Supreme Court)
	Bunnin
	

	James Cabral (MTG Management Consultants)
	Cabral
	T

	Scott Came (Individual)
	Came
	

	Rolly Chambers (American Bar Association)
	Chambers
	

	Jamie Clark (OASIS Staff)
	Clark
	

	Thomas Clarke, Co-Chair (National Center for State Courts)
	Clarke
	

	Robin Cover (OASIS)
	Cover
	

	James Cusick (Wolters Kluwer)
	Cusick
	

	Robert DeFilippis (Individual- One Legal)
	DeFilippis
	

	Ann Dillon (Washington AOC) 
	Dillon
	

	Christopher (Shane) Durham (Reed Elsevier)
	Durham
	

	Eric Eastman (Doxpop, LLC)
	Eastman
	

	Scott Edson (LA County Information Systems Advisory Body)
	Edson
	

	David Ewan (PRIA)
	Ewan
	

	Ali Farahani (LA County Information Systems Advisory Body)
	Farahani
	

	Robin Gibson, Secretary (Missouri AOC)
	Gibson
	T

	David Goodwin (Maricopa County)
	Goodwin
	

	Gary Graham (Arizona Supreme Court)
	Graham
	T

	John Greacen, Co-Chair (Individual)
	Greacen
	T

	Jim Harris (National Center for State Courts) 
	Harris
	T

	Brian Hickman (Wolters Kluwer)
	Hickman
	T

	Hui Ji (Judicial Council of Georgia)
	Ji
	

	Aaron Jones (Maricopa County)
	Jones
	

	John Jones (PRIA)
	Jones
	

	George Knecht (Maricopa County)
	Knecht
	

	Alex Kravtsov (Utah Administrative Office of the Courts)
	Kravtsov
	

	Mark Ladd (Property Records ind.)
	Ladd
	

	Laurence Leff (Individual)
	Leff
	

	Morgan Medders (Judicial Council of Georgia)
	Medders
	T

	Rex McElrath (Judicial Council of Georgia)
	McElrath
	T

	John Messing (Law-On-Line)
	Messing
	

	Robert O’Brien (Ottawa Courts Administration)
	O’Brien
	T

	Dan O’Day (Thomson Corporation)  
	O’Day
	

	Gary Poindexter (Individual)
	Poindexter
	

	 David Roth (Thomson Corporation)
	Roth
	

	John Ruegg (LA County Information Systems Advisory Body)
	Ruegg
	

	Tony Rutkowski (Verisign) 
	Rutkowski
	

	Nancy Rutter (Maricopa County) 
	Rutter
	

	Dan Sawka (Washington AOC) 
	Sawka
	

	Scott Schumacher (Thomson Corporation) 
	Schumacher
	

	Christopher Smith (California AOC)
	Smith
	

	D. Welsh (Microsoft)
	Welsh
	

	Roger Winters, Editor, Representative to Member Section Steering Committee (Washington AOC, King County)
	Winters
	T

	Observers
	
	

	Bhawana Koshyari (Judicial Council of Georgia)
	Koshyari
	T


Agenda
Preparation of ECF 4.0

                Enhanced court filing policy structure – Jim Cabral

                Email SIP – Jim Cabral

Decisions Made

Gary Graham will prepare and post a use case for an Email SIP.
Jim Harris will attempt to use the Genericode specification of the Code List Representation TC to represent a simple court filing policy code list and inform the TC of his experience.
Both of these assignments need to be completed within the next week.

Discussion

Email SIP

Jim Cabral has posted a first draft of a possible email SIP.  The principal issue presented is how to return a synchronous response by email.  Jim reported that two alternatives had been suggested in Las Vegas – using another profile for the synchronous response (the approach used in the portable media messaging profile) and having the incoming email contain a URL to which a synchronous response can be sent.  The latter is not a satisfactory solution for a number of messages that require synchronous responses.  

The discussion went to the reasons to have an email SIP.  The first suggested reason is to send a filing complete response message – which is not a synchronous message.  Jim Harris noted that the South Dakota Supreme Court accepts briefs for filing as email attachments; that would be another use, which would entail a synchronous response.  Jim Cabral noted that email would never be used for some messages – for instance between the court record MDE and the review filing MDE.  Rex McElrath questioned why anyone would want to send XML by email.  Gary Graham suggested that a court wants to be able to control the format of its response to its users, including having a way to send a human readable response perhaps with time limited additional messages or reminders (e.g., the implementation of new court rules).  Members also suggested that we could change various specification messages so as not to require synchronous responses.
The members present recognized that the conversation lacked definition because the use case for an email SIP has not been defined with precision.  Gary Graham agreed to take on responsibility for drafting a proposed use case or cases.
Enhanced court filing policy structure 
Jim Cabral reiterated the alternatives laid out in Las Vegas:

1) the currently simplistic court policy structure included in ECF 3.1

2) the changes suggested by Shane Durham that provide a limited degree of sophistication but may not provide sufficient flexibility and may end up “hard coding” a court’s policy presentation

3) the Genericode approach of the Code List Representation TC which we think is too complex for use by courts

Jim Cabral and Jim Harris noted that we have attempted to obtain clarification of the requirements that courts have for more complex and hierarchical court filing policy structures – without success.  

Jim Harris agreed to experiment with the Genericode structure to learn whether, in fact, it is too complex for use with typical court filing policy statements.  If that proves to be the case, our fallback approach is Shane’s proposed enhancements.  At least they arise from and satisfy defined user needs.  Shane’s proposals have been posted to the list.  
Jim Cabral’s goal is to have a draft of ECF 4.0 before the end of the year, creating short deadlines for both Gary Graham’s and Jim Harris’s work.

Next meeting
The next conference call will be on January 8th at 1:00 pm Eastern (10:00 Pacific).
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