Segmentation Subcommittee Meeting
March-09-2004

Attendance
· Eiju Akahane (IBM)
· Gerard Cattin des Bois (Microsoft)
· Magnus Martikainen (Trados)
· Yves Savourel (RWS)
· Andrzej Zydron (XML Intl)
Session
The last meeting’s minutes were accepted.
Action items review:

· Tony: To look at what we did to XLIFF for making “embedded XLIFF” possible, so we could see for TMX and SRX have also such capabilities.
Not done, to carry for next meeting.
· Tony: Give Magnus the info about chairing a subcommittee.
Done.
· Andrzej: To distribute the specification document for xml:tm to the subcommittee members.
Done.
· Magnus: Set up the email list.
Done.
· Yves: To drive effort in OSCAR to make TMX a useable namespace if it’s not already one.
Not done, to carry for next meeting.
· Yves: To write a draft statement of purpose for the segmentation subcommittee
Done.
Discussion on the statement of purpose:

Yves: Gérard’s version seems much simpler.
Anrdzej: We have two choices in an XLIFF file: a) the data have been egmented, b) they have not. In the case of (a) then we should have a link to SRX rules to describe how the segmentation was done. This should be a recommendation in the specification. As for the segmentation representation itself, it may be worthwhile to extend XLIFF for such representation.
Tony briefly stopped by to see if all was fine.
Yves: Originally XLIFF had no concept of segmentation at all. That’s up to the filters to generate appropriate trans-units.
Andrzej: So, it was designed to just carry data without worrying about segmentation.
Magnus: Maybe, but we need to be able to represent this.
Andrzej: One possible action for segmentation would be to develop an open-source repository of segmentation rules, in SourceForge for instance.
Magnus: Yes, SRX is design to store all rules and exceptions (e.g. abbreviations). A common repository could be useful.

Magnus: XLIFF represents only the segmented data rather than how the segmentation was done.

Andrzej: A flag and/or a URL to the SRC file could solve the issue of the segmentation rules.
Gérard: In my opinion, once you have an XLIFF file there is always a segmentation—one way or another. What do we try to solve? We need to have scenarios before we start try to find solutions.
One possible scenario: One tool has produced an XLIFF file with one kind of segmentation, the next tool in the process needs to change that segmentation, and then it needs to bring back the original segmentation.
Magnus: During the creation of the XLIFF file hard boundaries are created. They have to be put back to merge back the data.
We want a finer segmentation that could be adjusted to the translation tool. But the hard boundaries should be preserve for the trip back.
Andrzej: XLIFF in an exchange format.
Gérard: It’s more than that. Some tools use it as their ‘native’ format.
Andrzej: Yes, but the transformation should be done outside of XLIFF.
Gérard: XLIFF is defined as a “tool-neutral” format. We need agnostic tools.
Andrej: My instincts would be to extend XLIFF to provide segmentation in source and target.
Magnus: We need to make sure XLIFF can be used directly inside the tools.

Andrzej: Note that source and target may not have the same segmentation.
Gérard: We need to identify what we try to solve before trying to solve it.
I want XLIFF to be use directly by all tools, as a common file format.

Maybe we should start to put down user-scenario through an email thread. That will be easier.
Magnus: Yes, describing how XLIFF is used with different tools at different stages of the process.
Gérard: Let’s separate the description of the problem from the solution. I need to start the email thread, to write down the scénario.

Gérard leaves the meeting.
Eiju leaves the meeting.
Andrej: Yes, using email will help clarify our thoughts
Magnus: So, about the statement of purpose?
Andrej: Gérard’s seems too simple maybe. We could end up recommending “no solution”.
Yves: Gérard’s seems simpler and more encompassing.

Anrzej, Magnus, and Yves: Let’s take Gérard’s phrasing for the statement of purpose.
Andrzej leaves the meeting.
Magnus: Will try to come up with a scenario. Maybe a concrete example of an XLIFF file going through the different phase will help. But will have to use a possible segmentation notation as an example, to show the different issue.
Yves: Agreed. No problem with that: people will understand it’s just an example.

Meeting was closed.

Action Items:

· Tony: To look at what we did to XLIFF for making “embedded XLIFF” possible, so we could see for TMX and SRX have also such capabilities.

· Yves: To drive effort in OSCAR to make TMX a useable namespace if it’s not already one.

· Gérard: To start an email thread on one or more scenario.

· Magnus: To try to come up with a concrete example of XLIFF file to illustrate the issues.

