EDXL Vocabulary Report
Based on CAP Experience with GJXDM
For GJXDM I have been using GJXDM Wayfarer DOM-based Search Tool: http://www.ncsconline.org/d_tech/gjxdm/ which is, I suspect, the tool Elysa was referring to yesterday, since I didn't find it the last time I visited the site to see if the GTRI Subset Generator happened to be working.

The name of the tool is: NCSC GJXDM Wayfarer 1.9

Quoting from the above site; "Disclaimer: This access tool was developed for internal use at the National Center for State Courts. It was created by reverse engineering the data model from a number of linear reports. The National Center for State Courts does not claim that this tool provides an accurate representation of the GJXDM. For official and authoritative representations of the GJXDM, please visit the Office of Justice Programs GJXDM website."

All elements of CAP are contained within the GJXDM as is because the CAP namespace is imported into the GJXDM through a proxy mechanism (the recursive self-referencing of the imported namespace, making the entire GJXDM use of CAP a GJXDM extension of CAP, thereby eliminating inherent conflicts and effectively containing CAP within as a GJXDM spec in its own GJXDM namespace: <xsd:import namespace="http://www.it.ojp.gov/jxdm/3.0.2/proxy/cap/1.0" schemaLocation="proxy/cap/1.0/cap.xsd"> However, we should recommend that those who seek to make applications for DOJ-related enterprises ask the DOJ for guidance.

So, it turns out that the same mechanism that makes it impossible to validate the GJXDM, while allowing it to be legally valid by US DOJ fiat, relieves this TC of responsibility to conduct the comparisons to check for Semantic Conflicts such as that demonstrated for the the 'area' element.

A Review of the first draft of the Core Data Types Glossary, shows that, outside of the Emergency Event Types issues, and the issues of Incident/Event and Resource/Asset, it looks as if we do not have any conflict obstacles yet.

Additionally, for the purpose of making EDXL GJXDM-compliant, I presume the same mechanism would be used. In terms of allowing the GJXDM to be useful over the web in anything other than references to the namespace, this will be a chokepoint we should avoid and recommend the GJXDM absorb EDXL as it will.

For EDXL, the one area where I can see that a Semantic Conflict might occur, which would be automatically harmonized, even if made somewhat unusable for developers seeking to validate against the GJXDM, is in the j-cap:AlertEventCategoryCodeType in which we are adding the CBRN as a top level type alongside "Env"?

In regard to EDXL and IEEE 1512 and the ICS components in it, I can't make a recommendation until I can see the IEEE 1512 document, which I haven’t had a chance to do as yet, but will.
