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	FR1
	A1
	
	
	xxx_items select types
Within the EXPRESS Long forms, the following occurs a lot of time:

· A entity and the specialization of the entity coexist within the xxx_items

· E.g. for classification_item select type, we have at the same time part_definition and product_view definition.
Or part_definition is a specialisation of product_view definition, so it is not necessary to include it inside it. Some other specialisation of product_view definition, such as document_definition, are not in this select_type, even if it should be possible to select it, as a subtype of product_view definition

Such inconsistent declarations are confusing (sometimes we have supertypes and subtypes, sometimes not). 

Within the select_type, we should not have at the same time a type and some of its specialized types. It seems that a table available on DEXLIB (SourceForge) provides cross referencing of entities and select_types, with Y for explicit declaration and S for mapping which is not explicit, but derived from inheritance. Such a table inside the application protocol should be relevant, in addition to the proposal related to remove explicit subtype declaration when super type already in the select-type.


	France proposes to change the long form and to include a cross table similar to the one available on the DEXLIB environment as a complementary section.
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3773 

	FR2
	4.2.3
A1
	
	
	Message_content_item

It was requested in 2009 by France last year to add digital_file to message_content_item. It was discussed and agreed during Rotterdam ISO SC4 TC184 workshop.

Digital_file is not any more on this select_type.


	France ask digital_file to be added in message_content_item

Strong request from several industrial projects in France, but also in Europe!!!

	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3774 


	FR3
	4.1.1

A1
	
	
	Envelop as identification item

Envelop has an id, but could also be identified by different system for secured transformation services, as for example the different hubs under development.


	
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3775 

	FR4
	
	
	
	Introduction of content_item_or_referenced_content_item

What is added value of the changes?

What is the impact on PLCS DEXS and capabilities?

What is the plan for update of PLCS DEXs and capabilities related to message?

Should be clarified, as recommended practices and usage are detailed within the DEXs and can’t be used alone


	
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3776 

	FR5
	
	
	
	ARM long form only place where extended select_type are fully describe in EXPRESS 
	France consider that this description should be also provided within extensible_select_type section, as they are extended within the application protocol (described as resolved extensible select type for the AP)
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3777 

	FR6
	
	
	
	Change of ARM Assembly_component_relationship

What does it brings more.

Impact on other APs – 203,233, 214 and 242 – should be clarified and agreed (as ARM is being used for implementation of services.
	
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3778 

	FR7
	
	
	
	Change of ARM

Component_upper_level_identification

What does it brings more.

Impact on other APs – 203,233, 214 and 242 – should be clarified and agreed (as ARM is being used for implementation of services.


	
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3779 

	ISO1
	Contents page
	
	ed
	On the Contents page, the element "3 Terms, definitions and abbreviated terms" appears twice in the list.
	Delete one instance of "Terms, definitions and abbreviated terms".
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3780 

	ISO2
	Introduction
	
	ed
	Avoid using provisions in Introduction ("may", "should").
	Reword without "may", "should".
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3781 

	ISO3
	Clause 2
	Normative references
	ed
	Are all the documents listed really used as Normative references within ISO 10303-239, i.e. are they all "cited in such a way as to make them indispensable for the application of the document"? (see ISO/IEC Directives, Part 2, 2004, 6.2.2).

See also comments on Clause 3 (below)
	Please verify that all documents listed in Clause 2 are really Normative references.

If a document is not cited in a normative way, please transfer to the Bibliography.

Please note that Normative references should be clearly worded as requirements (i.e. use of "shall").
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3783 

	ISO4
	Clause 3
	Citing of definitions from other standards
	ed
	Please note that, in general, it is not user-friendly to require the user to acquire another standard (and hence make it a Normative reference for only that reason?) for only only a handful of definitions, e.g. only one definition is required from ISO 10303-31, ISO 10303-56, ISO/TS 10303-1047, etc.

Instead, it would be preferable to quote the definition concerned directly from the relevant standard, with that source document indicated beneath the definition.
	Review all lists of terms defined in other standards and decide whether it would not be preferable to quote the definition directly, e.g. as follows:

3.1.X.X
conformity
conformance
fulfilment by an implementation of all requirements specified.

[ISO 10303-31:1994, definition 3.2.25]

If a definition is cited in this way, the source document (here, ISO 10303-31:1994) is listed as an informative reference in the Bibliography.
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3782 

	ISO5
	Clause 3
	3.1.17.2 and 3.1.17.4
	ed
	Definitions should not begin with an article ("the", "a").
	Delete articles at start of definitions.
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3784 

	ISO6
	Clause 3
	3.1.17.8
	ed
	Avoid using provisions in definitions ("may").
	Reword definition (+ note) without "may".
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3785 

	ISO7
	Empty files in the structure
	
	ed
	There are two empty files in the structure:

· "frame_contenttitle.htm"

· "normref_check.htm"

Should these be deleted?
	Please confirm what action to take.
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3786 

	JP-01 (YI)
	Introduction
	1 st paragraph
	ge
	Observation:

This mechanism is suitable not only for neutral file exchange, but also as a basis for implementing and sharing product databases, and as a basis for archiving.
Comment:

Above description, “mechanism is suitable as a basis for archiving”, is keeping the very original, in late 1980s, understandings of 10303 capability requirements.

That description is to be updated based on current concerns and understandings of 10303 capability requirements, that is “mechanism is suitable as a basis for retention and archiving”, 

because the application area of this ISO 10303-239 is the front runner for “keeping the data to be reusable” through out the product life cycle.
	Proposed change:

Add “retention” as follows:
This mechanism is suitable not only for neutral file exchange, but also as a basis for implementing and sharing product databases, and as a basis for retention and archiving.
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3766 

	JP-02 (YI)
	Introduction
	The fourth (4th) paragraph from the final paragraph
	ge
	Observation:

The requirements management capability in this part of ISO 10303 was developed jointly with the project developing a new application protocol for Systems Engineering under the new work item project ISO 10303-233.
Question:

Is the “application protocol for Systems Engineering ISO 10303-233” still “under the new work item project”?
	Proposed change:

Delete “under the new work item project”, as follows:

The requirements management capability in this part of ISO 10303 was developed jointly with the project developing the 10303-233: Systems engineering.
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3767 

	JP-03 (YI)
	1 Scope
	The second (2 nd) paragraph
	ge
	Observation:

The following are within the scope of this part of ISO 10303: 

· the representation of product assemblies including;
Discussion:

Complex product, e.g. ship, automotive, aircraft, and process plant, has very complex schematic relationships represented by P&ID (Piping & Instrumentation Diagram).

P&ID schematic representation is one of the typical “functional breakdown” of the complex product and system, and is positioned at the same level as parallel to “physical breakdown” of the representation of product assemblies, 

and could be positioned just under

“Information required for through life configuration change management of a product and its support solution;.”
In case of this ISO-10303-239 is fully harmonized with ISO-10303-221, 
the representation of P&ID schematic relationships of the product or system is to be explicitly declared within the scope of this standard.
And, in this case, it is very good news for capturing the positive understanding to employ this standard by our customer industries, operating the complex product, e.g. ship, automotive, aircraft, and process plant.
	Proposed change:

Case-1:

In case of this ISO-10303-239 is not fully harmonized with ISO-10303-221, therefore,
the capability of “representation of P&ID schematic relationships of the product or system” is not supported by this standard,
add the following statement:
● representation of P&ID schematic relationships of the product or system;”

under

“The following are outside the scope of this part of ISO 10303:”
Case-2:

In case of this ISO-10303-239 is fully harmonized with ISO-10303-221, therefore,

the capability of “representation of P&I D schematic relationships of the product or system” is supported by this standard,
add the following statement:
● the representation of P&ID schematic relationships of the product or system;”, 

just after

● information required for through life configuration change management of a product and its support solution;.
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3768 

	JP-04 (YI)
	1 Scope
	
	ge
	Observation:

No statement is found, regarding the relationships between this ISO 10303-239 and ISO 10303-212: Electro-technical design and installation, which has the capability for the representation of electro-technical schematic relationships of product and system.

Comment:

There could be the target customer of this ISO 10303-239, such complex products as:

● Large scale network system, such as power supply network, and telecommunication network, and

● Complex discrete product, such as ship, automotive, aircraft and process plant, which comprised with power distribution/control system, electronic control system and communication system.

“Representation of electro-technical schematic relationships of product and system” is one of the critical product information for representing such complex products.
Question:

Is there no harmonization established with ISO 10303-212, in this edition of ISO 10303-239, 

for realizing the capability for the representation of electro-technical schematic relationships of product and system?

Discussion:

In case of this ISO-10303-239 is fully harmonized with ISO-10303-212, 
the representation of electro-technical schematic relationships of the product or system is to be explicitly declared within the scope of this standard.
And, in this case, it is very good news for capturing the positive understanding to employ this standard by our customer industries, operating the complex product;

not only,

● Complex discrete product, such as ship, automotive, aircraft and process plan,
but also

● Large scale network system, such as power supply network, and telecommunication network.
	Proposed change:

Case-1:

In case of the answer of the Question is “NO”, therefore,
the capability for “representation of electro-technical schematic relationships of product and system” is not supported by this standard,
add the following statement:
● representation of electro-technical schematic relationships of the product or system;”

under

“The following are outside the scope of this part of ISO 10303:”
Case-2:

In case of the answer of the Question is “YES”, therefore,

the capability of “representation of electro-technical schematic relationships of the product or system” is supported by this standard,

add the following statement

● the representation of electro-technical schematic relationships of the product or system;”, 

just after

● information required for through life configuration change management of a product and its support solution;
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3769 

	JP-05 (YI)
	1 Scope
	
	ge
	<Combination of JP-03 and JP-04: 1/3>

In case of both answer forJP-03 and JP-04 are “NO” or “YES”, 
those proposed changes in JP-03 and JP-04 are to be combined/concatenated as proposed in this right column.
	In case of both answer forJP-03 and JP-04 are “NO”,

add the following statement:
● representation of P&ID and electro-technical schematic relationships of the product or system;”

under

“The following are outside the scope of this part of ISO 10303:”

 In case of both answer forJP-03 and JP-04 are “YES”:

add the following statement:

● the representation of P&ID and electro-technical schematic relationships of the product or system;”

just after

● information required for through life configuration change management of a product and its support solution;
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3770 

	JP-06 (YI)
	1 Scope
	
	ge
	<Combination of JP-3 and JP-04: 2/3>

In case of the answer forJP-03 is “YES” and JP-04 is “NO”,

keep the proposed changes as they are:
	
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3771 

	JP-07 (YI)
	1 Scope
	
	ge
	<Combination of JP-3 and JP-04: 3/3>

If the answer forJP-03 is “NO” and the answer for JP-04 are or “YES”,

it is very necessary to carefully confirm the reality of the current ed.2 document, because this combination never could be happen.
	
	http://locke.dcnicn.com/bugzilla/iso10303/show_bug.cgi?id=3772 
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