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Attached document:
1. Minutes of the previous TC
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2. Athan, Dr. Tara Individual

3. Mattocks, Carl Individual
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5. Governatori, Dr. Guido, NICTA
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9. Palmirani, Mrs. Monica, University of Bologna-CIRSFID

10. Rotolo, Mr. Antonino, University of Bologna-CIRSFID

11. Wyner, Dr. Adam, University of Liverpool
Agenda
* Approval of minutes of the previous meeting

* Usage of Skype telecon chat and of the legalruleml mailing list

* Presentation of XCAML by Paul Tyson - 15 minutes

* Discussion on the requirements in particular on:

- list of the requirements

- defeasible logic

- deontic logic

- negation(s)

- functional tags for the speech arguments (agent, etc.)

* Tara contract

* Other business

* Adjournment
Monica opens the LegaRuleML TC meeting in time.
She welcomes everybody and thanks them for joining the LegalRuleML TC meeting. 
In total 14 people with voting right. Palmirani checks who is present: 11 people are in the call. As there is a quorum, the meeting starts. 
The agenda is presented for collecting further amendments or integrations. 
No integrations or modifications are required by the attendees.
The previous TC minutes was approved with an amendment by Tara concerning the usage of EBNF
“formalization of rules -> formalization of presentation syntax”
Conference Call Methodology: We decide to use the skype LegalRuleML group only for the TC meeting in order to not create disadvantages for those people of the TC that are not skype available all the day.

Mailing list Methodology: We decide to use the mailing list of LegalRuleML for the general discussion and to use [<topic>] naming convention for introducing a new thread.

Document Format: We also decide to use for now Word and ODT document formats for the first brainstorming among the TC members, and to pass to WIKI as soon we have a core document approved to share. OASIS provide three tools http://tools.oasis-open.org/:
· Wiki http://wiki.oasis-open.org/
· SVN repository http://tools.oasis-open.org/version-control/browse/
· Track issues https://tools.oasis-open.org/issues/secure/Dashboard.jspa
Two new templates are required officially to the OASIS staff, you can see the events tracked in the OASIS platform:
a) https://tools.oasis-open.org/issues/browse/TCADMIN-840 - from Paul Tyson titled “LegalRuleML and XACML 1.0”
b) https://tools.oasis-open.org/issues/browse/TCADMIN-841 - from Monica Palmirani titled
“LegalRuleML Core Specifications Version 1.0”

We can evaluate to use SVN for managing the versioning of the schema(s) and of the related documentations when it is approved as OASIS Standard. See an example from XACML: http://tools.oasis-open.org/version-control/browse/wsvn/xacml/?sc=0
http://wiki.oasis-open.org/xacml
Presentation of XCAML by Paul Tyson
Paul presents the XCAML slides.

A discussion follow.

Guido: XACML seems to be a subset of LegalRuleML. 

Monica: “AttributeId” in XACML is an open vocabulary tag, when in LegalRuleML we aim to define a common semantics for legal concepts fixing specific tags.

Harold: “XACML” is vertical standard focused on Policy, and RuleML is horizontal.

Guido: LegalRuleML planned to "model/capture" violation and also the deontic operators.

Obligation in XACML seems to be an static constraint.

Antonino Rotolo: it's important to capture the connection among norms in terms of violations and compensations to violations: that's usually the form of legal systems
Adrian Paschke: this is very close to reaction rules.

Tara suggests to use the same examples for comparing the two schemas, hopefully simple.
Monica: Title 17 of the US Code, in case simplified, could be a good example.
Adam Wyner: We also have analysis of a body of case law, e.g. Ashely's work.

Due to the long discussion we skip the other points in the agenda “Discussion on the requirements” to the next TC meeting, and we move to “Tara contract” point.

Monica makes the motion to assign to Tara the contract on the documentation. We need to defines object, milestones and deliverables in precise way, after OASIS staff will take in care it. The TC members approved.
Other business
No other business.
Adjournment

The conference was adjourned.

The next meeting will be held 29th Feb. in Skype, regular time.

Annex from the Skype conference call Feb. 15th
 [15/02/2012 21:00:12] *** Conference call ***

 [15/02/2012 21:02:14] mp: Agenda

* Approval of minutes of the previous meeting

* Usage of Skype telecon chat and of the legalruleml mailing list

* Presentation of XCAML by Paul Tyson - 15 minutes

* Discussion on the requirements in particular on:

- list of the requirements

- defeasible logic

- deontic logic

- negation(s)

- functional tags for the speech arguments (agent, etc.)

* Tara contract

* Other business

* Adjournment

[15/02/2012 21:02:57] mp: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/legalruleml/download.php/45138/LegalRuleML-TC-2012-02-01v2.doc

[15/02/2012 21:04:52] mp: EBNF

[15/02/2012 21:06:25] Harold Boley: * Approval of minutes of the previous meeting

[15/02/2012 21:07:00] mp: 1. plain-text. The TC discussed about this modality and it decides to include examples in plain-text with the formalization of the rules in EBNF or similar formalization language

[15/02/2012 21:07:35 | Edited 21:07:57] mp: presentation syntax in EBNF

[15/02/2012 21:08:11] Tara Athan: formalization of rules -> formalization of presentation syntax

[15/02/2012 21:08:20] mp: ok

[15/02/2012 21:08:35] Guido Governatori: +1

[15/02/2012 21:08:39] Harold Boley: +1

[15/02/2012 21:08:39] Antonino Rotolo: okay

[15/02/2012 21:08:45] Adam Wyner: ok.

[15/02/2012 21:08:46] carl mattocks: +1

[15/02/2012 21:09:23] Adrian Paschke: +1

[15/02/2012 21:12:08] Harold Boley: * Information: Offiial OASIS Templates

Are the mailing list docs Monica is talking about shown here?

http://tools.oasis-open.org/issues/browse/TCADMIN-840

[15/02/2012 21:13:02] mp: http://docs.oasis-open.org/legalruleml/legalruleml-core-spec/v1.0/csd01/legalruleml-core-spec-v1.0-csd01.doc

[15/02/2012 21:13:49] Harold Boley: Not Found!

[15/02/2012 21:14:58] Adrian Paschke: Chet: XCAML paper is a white paper document for a community note and the second document is the starter document for the actual specification of Legal RuleML

[15/02/2012 21:15:48] Adam Wyner: Echo...someone needs a headphone please.

[15/02/2012 21:15:50] Adrian Paschke: Tara: the documents are using different formats; Word and open office

[15/02/2012 21:15:51] Chet Ensign: https://tools.oasis-open.org/issues/browse/TCADMIN-841

[15/02/2012 21:16:05] Jim Cabral: Jim Cabral joining the call

[15/02/2012 21:16:07 | Edited 21:16:48] Harold Boley: *Maybe mute yourself when not speaking to reduce bandwidth and lower noise level*

[15/02/2012 21:17:51] mp: .doc

[15/02/2012 21:18:10] Guido Governatori: What about html?

[15/02/2012 21:18:33] Adrian Paschke: Monica: proposal to use Word .doc since Word provides better track change functionalities

[15/02/2012 21:18:44] mp: no html have realy problem with tables and formatting

[15/02/2012 21:19:15] carl mattocks: propose that editor use word and everyone else use own desired tool

[15/02/2012 21:19:20] Paul Tyson: I suggest that the editor decide what format to use.

[15/02/2012 21:20:18] Adrian Paschke: Harold: if multiple persons edit, it leads to versioning problems with too many track changes, comments and accepted track changes

[15/02/2012 21:20:44] Paul Tyson: +1 Adrian

[15/02/2012 21:20:52] Harold Boley: ... Therefore one could try to have only one level to track changes.

[15/02/2012 21:21:34] Harold Boley: ... Store that color-tracked version. Then "Accept all changes" on a new copy.

[15/02/2012 21:22:45] Adrian Paschke: Tara: to avoid editing conflicts one could use the lock action of the OASIS repository?

[15/02/2012 21:23:43] Harold Boley: * Usage of Skype telecon chat and of the legalruleml mailing list

[15/02/2012 21:23:48] Adrian Paschke: Monica: there will be offline working version during the week

[15/02/2012 21:24:11] Adrian Paschke: Monica: only the fixed versions should be put in the OASIS repository

[15/02/2012 21:25:00] Harold Boley: ... Mailing list should help with versioning.

[15/02/2012 21:25:32] Guido Governatori: OASIS offers svn support

[15/02/2012 21:25:55] carl mattocks: +1

[15/02/2012 21:26:11] carl mattocks: minimize churn in repository

[15/02/2012 21:26:31] Adrian Paschke: yes, SVN would be perfect

[15/02/2012 21:26:37] Antonino Rotolo: okay with me, too

[15/02/2012 21:28:54] Adam Wyner: document management with word and email seems very complex and opaque.  I would prefer something like version control.  Or at the initial stages, perhaps a wiki is a good form?

[15/02/2012 21:29:15] mp: no Adam

[15/02/2012 21:29:27] mp: wiki is very very complex for starting

[15/02/2012 21:30:53] Adam Wyner: OK, if this works for you, let's see.

[15/02/2012 21:31:17] Adrian Paschke: Guido: proposal to postpone the decision on the editing process to an upcoming telecon

[15/02/2012 21:31:56] mp: we start with .doc and we will decide in the next TCs

[15/02/2012 21:33:52] Adrian Paschke: Monica: proposal to use mainly the OASIS mailing list for discussion and communication

[15/02/2012 21:33:55] carl mattocks: using email for general discussion is well proven in other TCs

[15/02/2012 21:34:01] Adam Wyner: Using the mailing list for communication in a group is going to lead to a proliferation of emails and difficulty in collotating them.  I'm opposed to this proposal for email.

[15/02/2012 21:34:21] Adrian Paschke: Guido: proposal use Skype chat onyl for the discussion during the PC meeting

[15/02/2012 21:34:31] Antonino Rotolo: I agree with Guido

[15/02/2012 21:34:42] Adam Wyner: we need a central site to post comments and then have users either receive one summary or to have to go to the site to see the discussion.

[15/02/2012 21:35:16] mp: [topic]

[15/02/2012 21:35:34] Harold Boley: Adrian: Naming scheme for email Subjects?

[15/02/2012 21:35:38] mp: [legalruleml] [topic]

[15/02/2012 21:35:43] Adam Wyner: Managing discussion threads is going to be a problem for me.

[15/02/2012 21:35:53] carl mattocks: agreed use LegalRuleML tags

[15/02/2012 21:36:04] Guido Governatori: [legalruleml][<topic>]

[15/02/2012 21:36:15] Adam Wyner: I've registered my issues.

[15/02/2012 21:36:37 | Edited 21:37:17] Harold Boley: If emails have such precise Subject lines and deal only with one topic at a time, then they are almost like semantic emails.

[15/02/2012 21:36:54] Adrian Paschke: Monica: proposal to use Skype only during the TC and use the mailing list for any other communication and discussion using [legalruleml][topic]

[15/02/2012 21:36:55] Adrian Paschke: +1

[15/02/2012 21:37:46] mp: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/legalruleml/messages.php

[15/02/2012 21:38:22] carl mattocks: use of OASIS tools, such as email, content is covered by IP agreement

[15/02/2012 21:38:33] Adrian Paschke: Adam: let's try it for now and see if it works.

[15/02/2012 21:38:41] mp: good point Carl

[15/02/2012 21:40:25] Adrian Paschke: Adam: would suggest to use better tool for this. But let's give it a try for now

[15/02/2012 21:40:35] Harold Boley: Question to OASIS: Following up on Adam's remarks, could the layout of archived emails be made more transparent, e.g. by indenting all emails in response to a given one?

[15/02/2012 21:40:45] Adam Wyner: OK.  Let's try this.  I just wanted to register my concerns.

[15/02/2012 21:40:58] Harold Boley: * Presentation of XCAML by Paul Tyson - 15 minutes

[15/02/2012 21:41:00] Paul Tyson: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/legalruleml/download.php/45125/XACMLintro.odp

[15/02/2012 21:41:03] Adrian Paschke: [mercoledì 15 febbraio 2012 21:02] mp: 

<<< * Presentation of XCAML by Paul Tyson - 15 minutes

[15/02/2012 21:41:03] Guido Governatori: Adam: point taken, we can reconsider later

[15/02/2012 21:41:40] Adam Wyner: a threaded email list or discussion board would be very very useful already.  Much better than flat email.  Is there such a facility at OASIS?.

[15/02/2012 21:42:02] mp: yes I will investigate this, it is a good improvement!

[15/02/2012 21:42:47] mp: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/legalruleml/email/archives/201202/msg00015.html

[15/02/2012 21:42:50] mp: yes it is possible

[15/02/2012 21:42:56] Chet Ensign: If you go to the mailing list archive, you can display it as a threaded set of messages. http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/legalruleml/201202/threads.html

[15/02/2012 21:43:09 | Edited 21:43:24] mp: Adam: click on the link and use the threads Index

[15/02/2012 21:43:21] Adrian Paschke: The slides are not ppt format. Is there a way to open them in Power Point?

[15/02/2012 21:43:39] *** mp sent XACMLintro.ppt,... ***

[15/02/2012 21:45:16] Adam Wyner: The threaded discussion/email list is already a big improvement.  Thanks.  I'll stop email forwarding, then check in regularly.  That will be better for me, though I still don't like discrete emails....

[15/02/2012 21:45:40] mp: Great!

[15/02/2012 21:47:18] carl mattocks: example http://wiki.oasis-open.org/ for tcs using wiki

[15/02/2012 21:49:53 | Edited 21:50:46] mp: yes really nice for the technical specifications tracking

[15/02/2012 21:50:03] Adam Wyner: Thanks Carl.  Will look at this later.

[15/02/2012 21:51:43] mp: I like it for the technical specifications, but for now we need to focuse the requirements/functionalities

[15/02/2012 22:03:18] Adrian Paschke: Questions from Paul's presentation:

[15/02/2012 22:03:20] Adrian Paschke: True or False? “Anything that can be written in XACML can be written in LegalRuleML.”

If false, is there a gap in LegalRuleML?

If true

Why do we need 2 standards?

Is it easier/faster/better to write in one or the other?

What is the cost of specifying and implementing interoperability (e.g. translators, language profiles)?

[15/02/2012 22:03:47] Adrian Paschke: Guido: XACML seems to be a subset of LegalRuleML

[15/02/2012 22:04:53] Adrian Paschke: Monica: is there a way to transalte from XACML to Legal RuleML and vice versa

[15/02/2012 22:05:01] mp:     <obligation id="obl2" subject="z" beneficiary="y" timesBlock="#t2">

     <Atom id="atm504-pnl1-atm1">

      <Rel>award of statutory damages to</Rel>

      <Var>z</Var>

      <Data>min $750 </Data>

      <Data>max $30,000  </Data>

     </Atom>

    </obligation>

[15/02/2012 22:05:02] Adrian Paschke: Paul: could be interesting and useful

[15/02/2012 22:06:09 | Edited 22:11:54] Harold Boley: XACML seems mostly a 'vertical' (domain-specific) standard, RuleML is a 'horizontal' (domain-independent) standard.

[15/02/2012 22:06:28] Adam Wyner: If I understand XACML, obligations and prohibitions cannot be 'violated' without the combining algorithms?  It is not intrinsic that these can be violated?  And there are no constraints on how violation arises systematically?

[15/02/2012 22:06:44] mp: <Obligation ObligationId="log-itar">

    <AttributeAssignment AttributeId="recipient" DataType="string">

     <AttributeValue DataType="string">John Doe</AttributeValue>

    </AttributeAssignment>

    <AttributeAssignment AttributeId="to-country" ...>

     <AttributeValue DataType="string">CA</AttributeValue>

    </AttributeAssignment>

    <AttributeAssignment AttributeId="authorization" ...>

     <AttributeValue DataType="string">TAA-123456</AttributeValue>

    </AttributeAssignment>

    <!-- more attribute assignments as specified -->

   </Obligation>

[15/02/2012 22:08:37] Adrian Paschke: Guido: seems to be onyl syntactic difference between RuleML and XACML, but semantics might be the same

[15/02/2012 22:08:47] Adrian Paschke: Harold: use of Variables in XACML

[15/02/2012 22:08:51] Jim Cabral: Jim Cabral signing off

[15/02/2012 22:09:06] Guido Governatori: to represent logical predicates

[15/02/2012 22:09:20] carl mattocks: perhaps LegalRuel ML could benefit from a 'Notional Architecture' to associate logical modules of LegalRuel ML, such as, Temporal Module

[15/02/2012 22:09:22] mp: No also the semantic is different: the AttributeId is an open vocabulary

[15/02/2012 22:09:39] Adrian Paschke: Paul: XACML variable definition is like a macro, which is filled in when a request is answered

[15/02/2012 22:09:39] mp: in LegalRuleML the attributes are connected to legal concepts

[15/02/2012 22:10:44] Adrian Paschke: Monica: we want to define a common semantics for legal concepts

[15/02/2012 22:10:59] Adrian Paschke: Monica: in order to support interchange

[15/02/2012 22:11:05] Adam Wyner: I agree with Monica's point on a common interchange language.

[15/02/2012 22:12:26] Adrian Paschke: Monica: we want to define the "marko" of e.g. obligations e.g. adding subject, benificary, timepoint ...

[15/02/2012 22:13:01] Harold Boley: marko-?->macro

[15/02/2012 22:13:19] Adrian Paschke: yes, macro

[15/02/2012 22:14:50] carl mattocks: agreed 'Legal Framework' .. perhaps a 'Notion Architecture' :-}

[15/02/2012 22:15:03] Adrian Paschke: Monica: use an external vocabulary like in XACML might change. We try to define a legal framework to model a legal rule

[15/02/2012 22:16:10] mp: 1. "X gives Y to Z"

2. "Event A started at time T0 and ended at time T1"

3. "The Law L1 was rescinded at time T."

4. "The penalty for violation of law L2 is a fine of $M."

[15/02/2012 22:16:11] Adam Wyner: Monica's point is about the association of the source and markup language.  There should be a normative relationship for those marking up laws.

[15/02/2012 22:16:45 | Edited 22:17:57] Harold Boley: (Tara's email statement examples regarding XACML representation)

[15/02/2012 22:17:09] Adam Wyner: 4 is especially important.  To it we should say what is the 'link' between the obligation/prohibition and the violation since they ought to be systematic.

[15/02/2012 22:17:17] mp: yes adam

[15/02/2012 22:17:50] Guido Governatori: LegalRuleML planned to "model/capture" violation

[15/02/2012 22:17:58] mp: <Implies id="rule602b-rep">

 <then>

  <reparation id="rule602b-rep1" penalty="#atm504-pnl1"/>

 </then>

 <if>

  <violation source="#rule602b"/>

 </if>

</Implies>

[15/02/2012 22:18:01] Adrian Paschke: leads to the semantics  of deontic logic

[15/02/2012 22:18:24] Guido Governatori: Tara correct

[15/02/2012 22:18:29] Adrian Paschke: if an obligation is violated, a secondary obligation is initiated

[15/02/2012 22:18:32] Adam Wyner: I agree with Tara's point about XACML's notion of obligation.  Obligation in XACML seems to be an static constraint.

[15/02/2012 22:19:16] Antonino Rotolo: it's importnat to capture the connection among norms in terms of violations and compendations to violations: that's usually the form of legal systems

[15/02/2012 22:21:38] Adam Wyner: Good interpretation Guido.  If you are permitted to do X, then one is obligated to do Y....  But I still don't quite get what an obligation is about then.

[15/02/2012 22:21:55] Guido Governatori: If Permitted to export then Obligatory ....

[15/02/2012 22:22:03] mp: Guido: different type of obligations not captured by XACML

[15/02/2012 22:22:11] Adam Wyner: This is also like guards on actions, no?

[15/02/2012 22:22:18 | Edited 22:22:24] Harold Boley: Yes.

[15/02/2012 22:22:34] Guido Governatori: YEs

[15/02/2012 22:22:48] Adrian Paschke: this is very close to reaction rules

[15/02/2012 22:22:53] Harold Boley: Also, in Logic Programming there is a notion of Conditional Answers.

[15/02/2012 22:23:21] Antonino Rotolo: Yes it has simlarities to reaction rules

[15/02/2012 22:23:22] mp: Tara: use the same examples

[15/02/2012 22:23:31] Adam Wyner: Good idea to have some worked examples side by side to support comparison and contrast.

[15/02/2012 22:24:20 | Edited 22:25:22] mp: I am collecting the examples

[15/02/2012 22:25:41] Adrian Paschke: Paul: XACML has a typed logic supporint XSD datatypes

[15/02/2012 22:26:03] Adrian Paschke: Paul: XACML allows to ask requests; missing attributes will be resolved

[15/02/2012 22:26:12] Adam Wyner: Has XACML been applied to legislation or laws?

[15/02/2012 22:26:24] Adam Wyner: Would be a good example for us.

[15/02/2012 22:26:34] Paul Tyson: XACML spec: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/xacml/download.php/43799/xacml-3.0-core-spec-csprd03-en.zip

[15/02/2012 22:27:19] mp: Title 17 of the US Code?

[15/02/2012 22:27:24] Adam Wyner: IP would be particularly interesting since legislation and case law apply.

[15/02/2012 22:27:33] Adrian Paschke: Paul: XACML used for IP protection

[15/02/2012 22:27:44] mp: yes I am modelling the Title 17 of the US Code

[15/02/2012 22:27:49] Adrian Paschke: Paul: XACML used for export compliance

[15/02/2012 22:27:54] Adam Wyner: Export control is more problematic in my view since there is a different aspect of violability.

[15/02/2012 22:28:01 | Edited 22:28:32] Harold Boley: The four XACML truth values seem to form a diamond-shaped lattice of a well-known 4-valued logic.

[15/02/2012 22:28:17] Adam Wyner: Ah, Monica, will you share your work on title 17?  I've done some work on IP cases....

[15/02/2012 22:28:25] Adam Wyner: Would be a good tie in.

[15/02/2012 22:28:46] mp: http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text

[15/02/2012 22:28:51] Adam Wyner: Oh, no Monica...why do we have to wait? :(

[15/02/2012 22:29:05] mp: http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/17

[15/02/2012 22:29:49] mp: yes adam as soon I have some outcome it is my intention to put in the documentation and to share

[15/02/2012 22:30:13] Adam Wyner: Ok, thanks monica.  Thumbs up to use this for some modelling.

[15/02/2012 22:30:55] Paul Tyson: http://www.pmddtc.state.gov/regulations_laws/itar_official.html

[15/02/2012 22:31:00] Antonino Rotolo: USC : Title 17 - COPYRIGHTS is a wonderful example to start.

[15/02/2012 22:31:35] Adam Wyner: We also have analysis of a body of case law, e.g. Ashely's work.

[15/02/2012 22:32:20] Adam Wyner: How about if we take a fragment of Title 17?  Cut the larger task into a manageable portion...?

[15/02/2012 22:33:04] Adam Wyner: Chapter 5 is important for violation and remedy.

[15/02/2012 22:33:05] Paul Tyson: And for commercial export controls: http://www.bis.doc.gov/licensing/exportingbasics.htm

[15/02/2012 22:33:34] Adrian Paschke: [mercoledì 15 febbraio 2012 22:31] Adam Wyner: 

<<< We also have analysis of a body of case law, e.g. Ashely's workAdam: can you post a pointer to this work?

[15/02/2012 22:34:12] Harold Boley: Based on such an alignment of examples / use cases, I think we could study

* the semantic intersection (maximal compatible subsets) of XACML and LegalRuleML (a common 'kernel')

* a pair of syntactic XSLT translators for the XML serialization within this common kernel of XACML and LegalRuleML.

[15/02/2012 22:34:16] Adam Wyner: We can also pick some of these paragraphs 501-504, 506-507.

[15/02/2012 22:34:35] Antonino Rotolo: we can confine the investigation to single problems but let's work on realistic examples that illustrate the problems

[15/02/2012 22:35:17] Adam Wyner: 502 is rather short.  And we could probably find some case law tied to this portion.

[15/02/2012 22:35:23] Adrian Paschke: [mercoledì 15 febbraio 2012 21:02] mp: 

<<< * Discussion on the requirements in particular on:moved to the next telecon since we are at the end of the telecon time

[15/02/2012 22:36:37] Antonino Rotolo: I agre Tara

[15/02/2012 22:36:58] Guido Governatori: changing day would not be a main problem for me. time it might

[15/02/2012 22:37:09] Adam Wyner: +1

[15/02/2012 22:37:15] Antonino Rotolo: +1

[15/02/2012 22:37:20] Harold Boley: * Tara contract

[15/02/2012 22:37:25] Adrian Paschke: [mercoledì 15 febbraio 2012 21:02] mp: 

<<< * Tara contract

[15/02/2012 22:38:04] Guido Governatori: +1

[15/02/2012 22:38:10] Adam Wyner: I agree.

[15/02/2012 22:38:13] Guido Governatori: to monica proposal

[15/02/2012 22:38:40] Adam Wyner: There should be some email discussion about the contract and milestones, then propose it.  Right?

[15/02/2012 22:38:42] Adrian Paschke: Monica: define the contract together and then vote on it

[15/02/2012 22:39:08] mp: 29th Feb.

[15/02/2012 22:39:08] Adrian Paschke: Next meeting in two, Feb. 29th

[15/02/2012 22:39:43] Adam Wyner: Monica:  email discussion about requirements and functionalities for LegalRuleML.

[15/02/2012 22:40:19] Adam Wyner: Have a well-developed discussion before the next TC discussion.

[15/02/2012 22:40:27] Tara Athan: +1

[15/02/2012 22:40:49] Guido Governatori: +1

[15/02/2012 22:40:49] Adrian Paschke: besides requirements what about general design principles, e.g. elements vs. attributes? New syntactic concepts vs. generic concepts which might be typed with external vocabularies/ontologies ...

[15/02/2012 22:41:00] Guido Governatori: +1 adrian

[15/02/2012 22:41:11] Adrian Paschke: Tara: propose to start an email discussion before the next TC

[15/02/2012 22:41:19] Adam Wyner: +1

[15/02/2012 22:41:22] Guido Governatori: +1

[15/02/2012 22:41:28] Antonino Rotolo: +1

[15/02/2012 22:41:31] Adam Wyner: Bye.

[15/02/2012 22:41:35] Antonino Rotolo: ciao

[15/02/2012 22:41:35] mp: bye

[15/02/2012 22:41:38] Adrian Paschke: participants: Adrian Paschke, Paul Tyson, Carl Mattock, Adam Wyner, Jim Cabral, Antonio Rotolo, Chet Ensign, Guido Governatory, Harold Boley, Tara Atan, Monica Palmirani

[15/02/2012 22:41:57] *** Call ended, duration 1:41:41 ***

