Notes from RSS-CB Meeting in Dallas on April 17, 2007

Updates and discussions:
· Paul cleaned up the data part of the spec since Hong Kong – made sure that the application guide matches the spec for exchange rates and interest rates. General data part needs to be reviewed (San’s homework – see item # on To do list).

· Biggest change is the imposition of order of elements to aid in processing:

a. RSS elements

b. DC elements

c. DCTERMS elements

d. CB elements

e. Other elements

· Problem:  how to enforce required elements?  Two options:

1. add structure to XML elements

· imposes high costs to implementation

· non-sensical

2. use schemas – voted as preferred method (but not by Dan who was late!)

· Tools discussion:  if we provide application specific schemas for feed validation, any feed that combines more than one application type cannot use those schemas.
· Feeds containing heterogeneous content can be “loosely” validated against the common schema.  

· Since the common schema lists all elements used by any application type, this type of validation will not allow enforcement of required fields nor can it prevent inclusion of non-applicable elements (e.g. venue for data feed). 

· We need to make this issue explicit in the tools documentation.  Maybe a document with “processing guidelines” would be the appropriate place for these instructions. 
· Also make explicit that we do not prohibit the use of any cb element in a non-standard context.  If it makes no sense, it does no harm.  The implication is then that: if an element is required for one application, that element is optional for others.
· Concern from Dan:  allowing (implicitly endorsing?) the creation of combined feeds may make life more difficult for those writing parsers.  If we did the enforcement in the XML that wouldn’t be an issue but San feels that would increase the cost to the feed creator and she would rather have the cost be on the parser creator.  

· Organizational issues:  we need a charter and an acronym that is clean enough that we can put it on T-shirts. 

· Paul dug up the amended charter we started playing with after the SDMX meetings in Mexico in November 2005.  It appears that it will be a good basis with very few changes.

· One important structural issue to be spelled out in our charter document:  how to accommodate requests for changes to the spec?  In general these requests should be infrequent since each feed creator can use their own elements as they wish.  Should such requests be received, the following rule will be used and should be publicized:

If a change to the specification is requested,  it needs to pass a simple majority vote of the institutions implementing the standard in a production environment, each implementing institution having a single vote regardless of the number of regular contributors/representatives.

· Homework:
· San:  fix up spec/application guide for general data so they are in sync.  In general, spec should be considered the authoritative source but if the application guide has an element not in the spec, the spec should be corrected.

· Dan: fix up spec/application guide for research publications so they are in sync. In general, spec should be considered the authoritative source but if the application guide has an element not in the spec, the spec should be corrected.

· All:  review spec for correctness and completeness.

· All:  ACRONYM!

