Report by John Messing on Assignments to scope out requirements for enhancing ECF 3.0 (See tagged comments for progress)
        appellate case filings – John Greacen, Rex McElrath, and John Messing
--contact has been made with Moyeddin Abdulaziz of the Arizona Court of Appeals, the Clerk of the Georgia Supreme Court, and US AOC.  

<JM – I spoke with Mo yesterday and he is reviewing ECF 3.0 documentation and is preparing a list of data elements that will be required for an initial filing of a notice of appeal to commence an appeal with the Court of Appeals, but this project is not yet ready.>

John Messing will contact Gary Graham of the Arizona Supreme Court, a former active member of the TC.

<JM – An email was sent to Gary but no response was received as yet. I will follow up telephonically this week.>
       administrative tribunals – John Messing  
· John is exploring what industrial commissions in the various states have been doing in the area of electronic filing.  He will approach the Administrative Law Section of the ABA if this avenue does not bear fruit.

<JM – I have had contact with Faith Howe and Michelle Wiseman of the IAIABC (International Association of Industrial Accident Boards and Commissions) XML Committee. They seem very interested in the possibilities of ECF 3.0. They report: 

“We have been working with ACORD, who has developed an XML standard for the transmission of information from insurance agents to carriers and claim administrators.  Our transmissions are from claim administrators to state regulatory agencies, and our work with ACORD is to be sure that there is a seamless link all the way through. 

“The IAIABC has not yet developed a standard for sending legal information to the administrative law courts, although that is one of the areas that had been discussed several years ago.”>
· deeds, mortgages, liens and other real property instruments and security instruments and liens on personal property – Jeff Barlow, David Goodwin, John Messing, and Roger Winters

<JM – The Property Records Industry Association (“PRIA”) is in the process of joining LegalXML-OASIS and is very involved in these types of legal documents. Although PRIA is joining principally to participate in eNotary, it intends to have a member participate in the ECF TC as a TC member for interoperability and conversion purposes.>
        John Messing is an active participant in the work of two organizations with sophisticated XML standards for mortgages and land titles –  PRIA and MISMO.  They have recently released new versions of their XML specifications.  John is exploring what sort of functionality they want with court electronic filing processes.  It appears that they are more interested in interoperability than in asking us to incorporate additional functionality in ECF 3.0 to duplicate what they are already doing. 
 <JM – see previous comment. MISMO is already an OASIS member and works closely with PRIA. I anticipate that the work of ECF 3.0 will be transmitted to MISMO via PRIA, although MISMO may also participate in LegalXML and the ECF TC.
       other non-case related documents (such as marriage licenses, wills, notary applications, bond authority and bond limits in trial courts and bar admissions, bar discipline, rulemaking and other activities in courts of last resort) -- Jeff Barlow, David Goodwin, John Messing, and Roger Winters
· John Messing will inquire of David Goodwin whether Maricopa County is accepting non-case documents electronically.  Roger reported that King County is not.

<JM – I will follow up this week telephonically but perhaps David can report if he is participating in the SF February meeting.>
        primary service – James Cusick, Brian Hickman, and John Messing 
 <JM – Brian Hickman responded to John Greacen that this work is on hold pending the development of model court rules for electronic service of primary process by the ABA Electronic Filing Committee>
Attraction of more court IT and domain experts to participate in the TC’s work
<JM – I strongly urge the TC to commit to stabilizing ECF 3.0 except for corrections and improvements necessitated by interoperability testing to correct discovered flaws. Any temptation to “improve” upon ECF 3.0, as for example to make it more SOA-friendly, could act as a disincentive for private companies and others to devote the necessary investments of money, time and resources to interoperability testing and production versions of the standard, which is already daunting to many given the scope and breadth of the work.>
 
