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DESCRIPTION OF REQUESTED CHANGE:  (Use From: "..." To "..." format)

Para A: Remove reference to Registries, it is clearly an afterthought and is an entirely different topic than packaging, which is what this group appears to be all about.

Para B2: Add definitions for URI, URN, URL

Para B4: this is entirely too vague, which areas of space data systems are to be tested and why

Para B6: Remove this section on registries.  This should be a separate working group

Para C: Remove 2005-2006 entry dealing with Registries and interfaces

Para D1:  What is “big bang” and which two versions are being referred to?

------------------------------------------------------------------

RATIONALE:

Registries are an entirely different topic than packaging, the technology and skills are quite different.  Recommend forming an Information Infrastructure WG to develop interfaces for registries, repositories, and other technical infrastructure.

Recommend working these issues with the Information Architecture BoF starting now.

------------------------------------------------------------------

DISPOSITION: I assume that the rationale is only for the items labeled to Para A, B6 and Para C. The comment that registries and Information Packaging are entirely different topics is presented with no technical justification other than the RID author’s opinion. This opinion seems to be unique to a single center in a single agency. The agencies represented at the first MOIMS area group all felt the resources they could supply to the Information Packaging and Registry WG would be the same experts. Also everyone felt that prototyping the XFDU in various existing Registry/Repository environments would supply a good set of  insights and “lesson’s learned” for the Registry/Repository specification effort.

The following is an attempt at an experiential/technical rebuttal to the RID item rationale. 

The data model/information model of a Registry is critical to both the interface design and the package design of information products exchanged among federated registries and between registries and data producers and consumers. In nearly every Information Repository (as opposed to data repository or file system) the data model and interface developers work very closely or are the same people. This can be seen in the recent Web Services and XML Registry efforts such as ebXML and UDDI. A key item in an Information Repository is the ability to represent the relationships among the stored data and metadata in a consistent way and handle versioning issues and new relationships This has influence on both the package and interface design.

     I have no problem with reviewing and participating in the system architecture task in defining the high level componentization and operation that are “generic” to Space Information Repository” although basing the effort current implementations the OODT system which is being touted as an implemented, practical example could cause some problems. The current implementations of OODT might be better classified as a distributed query processor over preexisting heterogeneous underlying databases that an Information Registry/Repository.  Therefore some issues of ingest which often require significant transactions and user requested resource locking have not been a primary concern of OODT and do not appear to be adequately represented in the current version of the Information Architecture

Therefore items A, B6 and C of this RID are rejected

Items B 2 and D1 are accepted and the Charter has been modified

Item B4 needs clarification. As stated in the charter the actual test/prototyping environments are detailed in the Risk Avoidance section. The actual plan will as always depend on available resources.

