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Meeting Minutes

CAP Document

Art sent out redraft 0.9A version of document to SC, adding items discussed so far.  The email also itemized what has been changed.  Since it was only sent last night still need to give the SC time to review.  Please review and also look for any typos – get any comments back to Art

· Gary – like changes

· Jerry – liked changes and like examples in appendix

· Examples are not validated with schemas – is on to do list

· Jerry – the document should have one example that has EAS code.  Show how it fits into EAS system.  Art – don’t put same code per say but want to change appropriate EAS category.  Needs a bit of work, Art will look into

ICS Form Project

· David – discussion on whether to go straight with ICS forms “out of book” or should pend other things to them

· Art – form needs to be a minimum – can discuss whether we want any additional content elements

· David - Having header information is needed but the more that we make it different the less acceptance there may be.  Additional data in messages will be useful but should defer.

· Gary – need to define base content intend to use, then metadata content is next to think about.  May already be in metadata already in place.  May be able to take subset of DOJ supertype and append.

· Eliot – don’t want to inherit supertypes above what we need

· Gary – not inherit but will be able to find list

· Eliot – may be lots of higher level metadata but lets not bring it in if not relevant

· Art – we could paralyze ourselves by going into any more detail then actually requires

· Gary – just a way to define what our scope is

· Eliot – what CAP and ICS should be doing is drawing from same small data dictionary that we have for EM TC work.  Can see correlations between other registries of semantics.  

· Art – whole point of have nonproprietary framework is to keep open but may have certain amount of ambiguity.  We have not yet created our master data dictionary.

· Eliot – I think we need to go ahead and create a dictionary.  Have volunteer (Yellow Dragon Software) registry piece for us to be used to register  -Duane Nickel.  Going to open up place for us to start registering. Eliot will enter the 43 pieces from CAP document.

· Art – two aspects to additional content beyond what is literally on the ICS forms – substantive content and process content information. 

· Many sections of ICS form is very freeform – Resources Order

· Dave - Less is more – none of it is being shared so let’s make phased approach

· Art – concern: does someone else own ICS or is doing this?  Is it public domain?  Should we run this up the management committee side?  If we do, it shows good faith. Ultimately the only way to answer is to let community know that we are doing something and see who responds.  John Silva may be able to help us get advisory sub-sub-committee from EM practitioner space since we have limited use of real users (an adhoc committee can come up with “nice-to-haves”)

· CAPWin can bring in some practitioners

· How to bound – limit to what is on user form or add more information

· Key is to be able to have the shared data, not the value of the forms.

· Art to follow up with John and Tom about practitioners.  Put together some sort of initial briefing that they can respond to.

· Rex – any template in OASIS for bringing in subject matter experts who aren’t technical into the process?  This hasn’t been brought up to OASIS yet – no best practice or precedent.  There is an invited expert category – free membership for someone who is an invited expert. But this needs to be cleared with the OASIS President/CEO. 

· Art – subcommittee level has more leeway.  Which is more productive, bring into SC doing work or constitute as separate pod?  Rex – probably as a separate pod?  Better to not have on calls.

Other Items

· Jerry – question on testing of CAP - is it at TC level or SC level?

· Art –this was discussed at the Executive Committee – level of excitement was very high.  The framework for doing reference implementation by the beginning of next month.  Allen Wake and Rick Carlton are collaborating on framework for doing requirement testing.  So the answers of how we are going to do testing is forthcoming and we will move into phase very soon.  

· Near the end of completion on CAP spec.  Post to overall TC?  Review of CAP document by SC this week only.  Then posted to TC

Next Meeting


The next meeting will be Tuesday, July 29th, 10:00am PDT/1:00pm EDT

Dial in: 1.800.453.7412
Access Code: 604776

