UBL-LCSC
Comments to UBL Op.70 Re-Usable Components Spreadsheet
mike Adcock


Distributed by Tim McG
2003-01-05


I have the following specific comments on the combined spreadsheet that Tim put together from my individual message spreadsheets. These individual comments lead to general comments at the end of the table. I think all of these comments MUST be addressed before distribution.

	Line(s)
	Default UBL name
	Comment
	Proposal

	2
	ABIE “Accounts Contact”
	The definition is incorrect. I should have deleted the wotd ‘shipping’ when I did the copy/paste in assembling the message.
	Delete the word ‘shipping’ from the definition

	72
	Unused line
	Unused line
	Delete

	87
	BBIE “ID”
	The definition sucks!!
	Replace the definition with “the principal identification of an item (article or product) according to one source.”

(Bear in mind that the containing ABIE states the source!)

	91-97
	ABIE “Buyer Party”
	The content required by different messages, i.e. at different stages of the transaction, differs. This is not reflected by the combined spreadsheet.
	To introduce a ‘used in message’ column, which may need to vary the generic cardinality. It may also be necessary to add explanatory notes.

	99
	BBIE “IDID”
	Stupid name, where did it come from? The individual spreadsheets all name this “Primary Account Number ID”, which is what the card industry know it as!
	This appears to be a result of the formula in hidden column L having been corrupted in the combination. Correcting the formula will correct the name.

	103
	BBIE “Issuer Identification ID”
	Too much ID
	This appears partly to be a result of the formula in hidden column L having been corrupted in the combination. Correcting the formula, and moving “Issuer” to the Property Qualifier will correct the name.

	105
	BBIE “ID”
	Similar comment to above, This one should be “CV2”.
	This appears to be a result of the formula in hidden column L having been corrupted in the combination. Correcting the formula will correct the name.

	110
	BBIE “ID”
	The definition sucks!!
	Replace the definition with “the principal identification of an item (article or product) according to one source.”

(Bear in mind that the containing ABIE states the source!)

	139-142 inclusive
	2 x BBIEs

2 x ASBIEs 
	These do not belong here, and are a copy of earlier lines 87-89 
	Delete

	150-151
	ABIE “Country”
	The Object Qualifier “Destination” has gone walkabout. The correct version appears on lines 209/210. I think the incorrect version 150-151 may come from an inconsistency of mine in doing the individual message sheets.
	Remove these two lines. Discover where these came from and correct the message spreadsheet.

	152-153
	ABIE “Country”
	Similar to the previous comment, the Object Qualifier “Origin” has gone walkabout. Again I think this is due to an inconsistency on my part. However there is no ‘correct’ version in the combined spreadsheet
	Correct the lines to show “Origin Country” in the same way as “Destination Country” lines 209/210. Move to their correct alphabetic order place. (between “Order Line” and “Party Name”)

	176
	ASBIE “Location Coordinates”
	The combination spreadsheet does not show that this ASBIE is considered unnecessary in a Receipt Advice
	Same proposal as for lines 91-97; to introduce a ‘used in message’ column, which may need to vary the generic cardinality. It may also be necessary to add explanatory notes.

	177-181
	ABIE “Delivery Requirement”
	The content required by different messages, i.e. at different stages of the transaction, differs. This is not reflected by the combined spreadsheet.
	To introduce a ‘used in message’ column, which may need to vary the generic cardinality. It may also be necessary to add explanatory notes.

	182-188
	ABIE “Delivery Schedule”
	As above
	AS above

	Missing after 188
	ASBIE “Delivery Requirement”
	This connection is needed for the two messages “Despatch Advice” and “Receipt Advice”, and is missing because the ABIE was taken from the Order. 
	Add the missing ASBIE, but also take note of different usage in different messages as described above.

	190
	BBIE “IdentificationID”
	Naming is inconsistent with other similar occurrences which are simply “ID”
	This appears to be a result of the formula in hidden column L having been corrupted in the combination. Correcting the formula will correct the name.

	195


	ASBIE “Allowance Charge”
	This connection is not used in the Despatch Advice; again a failing in the combined spreadsheet
	Take note of different usage in different messages as described several times above.

	241
	ASBIE “Party Tax Scheme” 
	This connection is not used in the Despatch Advice or the Receipt Advice; again a failing in the combined spreadsheet
	Take note of different usage in different messages as described several times above.

	294-311
	ABIE “Item”
	The content required by different messages, i.e. at different stages of the transaction, differs. This is not reflected by the combined spreadsheet.
	To introduce a ‘used in message’ column, which may need to vary the generic cardinality. It may also be necessary to add explanatory notes.

	295
	BBIE “Identifier”
	I am uncomfortable with this generic identifier here, and its definition. I do not believe it is the item identifier!
	Delete it?

	354
	BBIE “ID”
	The definition sucks!!
	Replace the definition with “the principal identification of an item (article or product) according to one source.”

(Bear in mind that the containing ABIE states the source!)

	386-401
	ABIE “Order Line”
	The content required by different messages, i.e. at different stages of the transaction, differs. This is not reflected by the combined spreadsheet.
	To introduce a ‘used in message’ column, which may need to vary the generic cardinality. It may also be necessary to add explanatory notes.

	Missing after 387
	BBIE “Seller’s ID”
	This is required by the Order Response Complex, the Despatch Advice and Receipt Advice; again a failing in the combined spreadsheet
	Add the missing BBIE, but also take note of different usage in different messages.

	401
	Missing names
	My mistake in copy-pasting
	Copy name-generating formulae into the Default UBL Name and BIE Dictionary Entry Name columns.

	Missing after 401
	ASBIE “Substitute for”
	This connection is needed only for the Despatch Advice
	Add. Also see previous comments about noting different usage

	445
	ASBIE “Settlement Period”
	There is no corresponding ABIE.
	Create it.

	446
	ASBIE “Penalty Period”
	There is no corresponding ABIE.
	Create it.

	482-491
	ABIE “Referenced Despatch Line”
	The content required by the Invoice and Receipt Advice is significantly different. This is not reflected by the combined spreadsheet.
	See previous comments about noting different usage

	492-508
	ABIE “Referenced Order Line”
	The content required by the Order Response (complex) and the Invoice is significantly different. This is not reflected by the combined spreadsheet.
	See previous comments about noting different usage

	494
	BBIE “Seller’s Identification ID”
	Surfeit of Ids inconsistent with line 493
	This appears to be a result of the formula in hidden column L having been corrupted in the combination. Correcting the formula will correct the name.

	560
	ASBIE “Party Tax Scheme” 
	This connection is not used in the Despatch Advice or the Receipt Advice; again a failing in the combined spreadsheet
	See previous comments about noting different usage

	561-562
	ASBIEs “Shipping Contact and “Order Contact” 
	These connections are not used in the Invoice; again a failing in the combined spreadsheet
	See previous comments about noting different usage

	Missing after 562
	ASBIE “Accounts Contact”
	This connection is needed only for the Invoice
	See previous comments about noting different usage

	564
	BBIE “ID”
	The definition sucks!!
	Replace the definition with “the principal identification of an item (article or product) according to one source.”

(Bear in mind that the containing ABIE states the source!)

	588
	ASBIE “Location Coordinates”
	The combination spreadsheet does not show that this ASBIE is considered unnecessary in a Receipt Advice
	See previous comments about noting different usage

	END
	
	
	


GENERAL COMMENTS

Comment 1

As can be seen from these tabled comments, by far the most significant impact has been to lose the ‘specialisation’ of various ABIEs when they are re-used in different messages, that is to say, as the transaction passes through its life in what BPM calls “state” change. The combined spreadsheet needs to have some means of showing this. It also needs to be able to show the potentially different cardinalities at the various message/document points during the life cycle. Indeed these need to be accompanied by some notation that says “if this information appears here then it is not needed there” or “if it has not appeared by this stage then it must appear there”. (There are possibly a few variations on this, but I have not thought them through yet.)

I would like to stress this aspect most strongly. In assembling the documents/messages, I was conscious of erring on the generous side. I believe that there is a lot more trimming of data content that can be achieved if we seriously apply a criterion of NOT batting the same information back and forth in every message. We need take on-board the conversation principle of ‘once both parties have heard and understood it, then stop repeating oneself’. That way we get simpler messages! 

I will try to compile a separate tabulation of how all the pieces of data ‘come and go’, as an experiment.

Comment 2

In assembling the documents/messages, I was beginning to find that one wanted to, could, and probably should either adapt the definitions of some ABIEs, or add some words to them in connection to the context in which the ABIE was being used in a particular message or in a particular way. Again, I think this is a subject that we need to consider how best to record, keep and show such notes. They are lost when the Re-used Components spreadsheet is gathered, as they are typically document/message specific. I think we need to consider where and how we keep such useful information.

Comment 3

Having created the combined spreadsheet of Re-Used Components, do we need to also keep the individual message spreadsheets? If so, I have noticed a number of errors that need correcting. I would stress that these DO NOT impact the Re-Used Component spreadsheet any further than the tabulated comments. In some cases it is simply to apply these tabulated comments to the individual message sheets. The others are either inconsistencies on my part, or over-zealous expansion (by me!) from requiring ASBIEs to the required ABIEs, giving the result of some ABIEs appearing unnecessarily for a second time in a message. 

Comment 4

The spelling of catalogue is inconsistent. I blame it on the number of transatlantic journeys! The OED lists ‘catalogue’ but mentions the shorter ‘catalog’ as an alternative spelling. I prefer ‘catalogue’ as a word with more class and gravitas! I will change things accordingly unless someone violently objects…

Comment 5

Some definitions could be improved. I believe these to be non-urgent and will compile a separate list of these.
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