Process rules for the ebXML Glossary

Proposal

Introduction

The ebXML Glossary contains all central terms that are used by the ebXML technical specifications. Although its content is technical, it is different than other specifications as it draws its input from these. This means that it is a living document as it will evolve with the other specifications and the standard procedures with several review cycles will not be possible nor desired. It will, however, need to have a strict maintenance, voting and quality assurance procedures.

Maintenance

The Technical Architecture project team is responsible for the maintenance of the glossary. Any member of the ebXML initiative may propose amendments, additions or deletions by providing the TA team with a change proposal that should include the terms, definition, rational and reference to the specification(s) where it is used (except for deletions). The proposal can be entered via the ebXML web site, on the Technical Architecture list server or via the TA team lead.

Voting procedures

A vote for a new version of the document can be requested by any project team leads, but is normally done by the Technical Architecture team lead. The specification that is to be voted will be presented to the ebXML Steering Committee together with a list of changes since last version and it will be voted at the subsequent meeting. These meetings may be face-to-face or conference calls. The time between presentation and vote will be a minimum of two weeks to allow the project teams enough time for review.

Quality review

The Quality Review team will review the document in parallel to the Steering Committee review and will report its findings, as normal, to the Executive Committee, within five working days.

Status of Approved Document

The terms defined in the ebXML Glossary are normative, unless explicitly stated. Once a term appears in an approved version, synonyms must not be used. Example: It the term 'conformance' is used in the Glossary, terms like 'compliance' may not be used unless a clear difference can be shown, in which case it should be included in the Glossary with an unambiguous definition. 

