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Approach 1:  Deliver an OWL-based schema as an implementation for the DRM Abstract Model.  
Benefits:  Some of the OWL semantics can be used to replicate pieces of the DRM abstract model.  The rest can be defined by creating an OWL schema.  Using OWL provides a more extensible approach because it is much easier to extend than XML Schema.

Issues:  Currently I have not been able to find a detailed abstract model on the Wiki.  Therefore it may be necessary first to expand the abstract model with the level of detail present in the XML Schema version before creating an OWL-compliant version.

Status:  Eric Peterson of McDonald Bradley has taken an initial stab at putting together an OWL version of the DRM Abstract model.  See attachment.
Approach 2:  Deliver a prototype DRM Registry with a sufficient set of tools in order to validate some of the defined DRM use cases.  

Benefits:  This will expose potential issues with the DRM Abstract Model and/or XML Schema implementation as the prototype is being developed and used.  It is necessary to stand up a site or develop tools to use the DRM instances in order to validate that sharing, metrics, etc. can be produced with the existing DRM models. 
Sample use case: <Need to define. Possible domains include medical, financial, environmental, ...>

· Agency 1 publishes info to be shared in registry

· Agency 2 uses registry to find information 

· Agency 1 & 2 define a data exchange package and/or query point to exchange information

Questions that will need to resolved:

· When publishing into the registry, do the taxonomy entries need to be mapped (to BRM/SRM or other existing taxonomies)

· If mapping is required, will the DRM mapping relations be sufficient?  How will similar content from different namespaces be handled?

· Will browsing and/or searching be used to find information?  Browsing would suggest a well mapped set of taxonomies, perhaps with the BRM and/or SRM being the top.  Searching would allow for no mapping or less disciplined mapping but the end user would be required to potentially disambiguate between many similar things.

· What process would take place for Agency 2 to consume Agency 1 data?  How much of this process gets recorded back in the registry?  Potentially some mediation may be required for Agency 2 to consume Agency 1 data - will the mediation logic become part of an Exchange Package?

