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Brussels 24th April 2003

Dear Jon,



Re: UBL op 70 Public Review


Already on the 3th of March 2003 CEN/ISSS/eBES/EEG1 (Trade Group) have sent you comments on the Order transaction, based on a review of the UBL op.70 documents.  

At the UN/CEFACT Forum meeting we had the opportunity to discuss these comments with you and Mark Crawford.  The outcome of the discussing at San Diego was that we have to separate our comments in different classes.  The comments on the class diagram, the functionality of the messages are of interest, but are more seen as being part of another scenario than the scenarios covered by the UBL messages presented in op.70.  The other comments are those addressing issues that are part op the library used to assembly the different messages.

Based on the commitment given at the UN/CEFACT Forum meeting, EEG1 agreed to arrange a special meeting to review the UNL op.70 documents.  Due to the fact that it was only possible to have a one day meeting on the issue, we decided to concentrate us on the reusable information entities presented in the spreadsheet Reusable.xls.

This document was reviewed on Wednesday 16 April 2003 by members of EEG1 Trade, composed of Eurofer, EAN/UCC, CIDX Europe, MK Enterprises and e-Business Standards Development, but we were not able to finalise the review.  To review all the documentation provided by UBL in detail including the definitions, will take certainly a week.  Please find enclosed the comments from EEG1 related to this document.  Being aware that the deadline for comments was set on the 14th of April, we would like to ask you to take our comments in consideration during the creation of the final UBL documents.

As first recommendation, we would like to urge you that the UBL committee of OASIS review the UBL op.70 work in detail and make the different documents consisted with each other, especially with the class diagrams provided as files with GIF extension.

As second recommendation, we would like to urge you to submit the UBL op.70 work through the UN/CEFACT Forum process, starting with the TBG1 (Materials Management) and TBG2 (Purchasing)and the TBG17 (Harmonisation).  This would allow these documents to be reviewed by business experts from different industries and regions and it would also enlarge their acceptance by the e-Business user communities. 

We look forward to the response from the UBL experts concerning our comments and if relevant how we can extend our collaboration.

Kind regards

Freddy Devos

Chair EEG1 Trade

Copy: 
John Ketchell

Director CEN/ISSS

Alain Dechamps
CEN/ISSS/eBES Secretariat

EEG1 Trade
Artifact/Version Reviewed [Reusable.xls]:

1.
General comments

	UBL UID
	Comment
	Proposal
	References
	Disposition
	Date

	
	Why ‘Name’ is used as Representation terms.  Is not in the UN/CEFACT CCTS 1.90
	To use as Representation term ‘Text’
	Line 4, 37, 41, 81, 154, 158, 222, 227, 332, 352, 401, 410, 417, 520, 524, 572, 576, 598
	
	

	
	Actual_Package. Details: and the relationship to Contained_Package. Details
	Only to package levels are foreseen.  This is not sufficient for some industry sectors.

Foresee more levels!
	Lines 8 - 12
	
	

	
	There is for Actual_Package. Details and Contained_Package. Details the need to specify also the Package dimensions 
	Add to the ABIE also the dimensions using the Measurement. Details
	Lines 8 - 12

Lines 133 - 136
	
	

	
	Address. Details

Not possible to transmit the address as a number of address lines (in use in Europe)
	To split the proposed address in three separate parts; 

1. structured address as proposed minus postbox,

2. unstructured as address lines

3. postbox 
	Lines 29 - 48
	If needed a detailed proposal can be provided.
	

	
	Why Contact. Details is not reused as ASBIE in the following contacts:

Account_Contact. Details and others
	Use Contact. Details as ASBIE
	Lines 121 - 126 versus

Line 2, 79, 350, 596, 
	
	

	
	Why Phone, Fax has not as property term Phone Number, Fax Number
	To add Number to the property term
	
	
	

	
	There are problems with some of the definitions provided.

Are not correct, have to restricted
	
	Line 49, 87, 90, 110, 140, 203, 229, 235, 242, 264, 618, 619
	
	

	
	Conformity in the definition about the use of Identifies, Identifier, Unique identifier
	Make the use of the terms conform throughout the documents
	Line 3, 14, 30, ….
	
	

	
	There are problems with the truncation of the BIE name and the UBL name
	Apply correctly the truncation rules of UN/CEFACT CCTS
	Line 51, 65, 101, 102, 105, 118, 122, 123, 189, 190, 205, 236, 237, 325, 402, 403, 410, 417, 451, 480, 485, 486, 495, 496, 538, 539, 546, 578, 586, 587, 591, 592, 647, 655, 667, 668
	
	

	
	There are problems is using the truncation rule for Identification, Identifier (ID)
	Apply correctly the UBL rule in the UBL name
	Line 102, 122, 143, 145, 189, 190, 202, 205, 215, 236, 237, 287, 292, 293, 294, 295, 296, 397, 402, 403, 451, 454, 473, 550, 634, 639
	
	

	
	What is the difference between the property term. Representation term:

- Code. Code

- Code. ID
	Please make it clear or limit it to one case, being Code. Code
	Line
	
	

	
	Please notice that the Payer and Payee are not foreseen, although the Payers and Payees financial Account are specified
	To be investigated more in detail for the Invoice message
	
	
	


Artifact/Version Reviewed [Reusable.xls]:

2.
Detail comments

	UBL UID
	Comment
	Proposal
	References
	Disposition
	Date

	
	Change UBL definition
	Take out ‘Seller’s’
	Line 2
	
	

	
	Actual_Package. Details: Mix of the terms ‘Package’ and ‘Packaging’ in the definitions
	Use only the term ‘Package’ in the definition
	Lines 8 - 12
	
	

	
	Actual_Package. Details: Why Actual in the BIE name, is not in the definition
	Limit the ABIE name to Package. Details
	Lines 8 - 12
	
	

	
	Contained_Package. Details: Why is the occurrence 0..1.  Is in conflict with the definition
	Change occurrence to 0..n
	Line 12
	
	

	
	What is the difference between the line 17 and line 18
	Both are code, the difference is type?
	Line 17 and 18
	
	

	
	It is only possible to provide a percent as Allowance Charge. Mulitiplier_Factor. Quantity.  But it must also be possible to provide a certain amount based on a quantity unit (e.g. 5$ per 2000 pieces)
	Proposal to replace the actual BIE, by three new BIEs:

- Allowance Charge. percent

- Allowance Charge amount

Allowance Charge. Unit Basis_Quantity
	Line 53
	Please notice that this solution covers only a part of the allowance, but there are other ways to express the allowance (e.g. for each 100 pieces you receive 5 pieces for free)  
	

	
	There is no indication that the Price amount provided in the Base Price. Details is a net or a gross price 


	Request to provide the BBIE Net_Price. Indicator
	Line 72
	
	

	
	What is the meaning of the Basic_Price. Minimum_Amount and Basic_Price. Maximum_Amount
	Notice that Basic_Price. Price_Amount is mandatory
	Line 77, 78
	
	


	UBL UID
	Comment
	Proposal
	References
	Disposition
	Date

	
	Why the ASBIE ‘Physical Attribute. Details’ and ‘Item Measurement. Details’ are repeated in each possible identification of an item.
	Take them out if the different identifications and put them in the ABIE ‘Item. Details’
	Line 88 – 89, 111-112, 348-349, 562-563, 605-606
	
	

	
	Change of BIE name Card Account. Expiry Date. Date

Change UBL name ExpiryDateDate
	Card Account. Expiry Date

ExpiryDate
	Line 101
	
	

	
	Conflict between name and definition
	Add the term ‘Tax’ as 

- Tax Category Total

- Tax. Category Code

- Tax; Rate_Percent
	Line 113 – 115
	See conflict with the lines 612 – 614
	

	
	Conflict between ABIEs

- Category total

- Tax

- Tax Total
	Please review these ABIES
	Line 113

Line 612

Line 624
	
	

	
	Which existing classification systems are covered by the proposed Commodity Classification. Details
	
	Line 117
	
	

	
	Change the name of Nature Code and Cargo Type. Code
	Change to Item Nature. Code

And Item Type. Code 
	Line 118, 119
	
	

	
	Change UBL definition
	Take out ‘Freight Forwarder’s’’
	Line 121
	
	

	
	Request to include in the ABIE additional contact information


	To include:

- Mobile_Phone. Number

- Company_Phone. Number

- Direct_Phone. Number

- Telex
	Line 121
	
	

	
	Contract. Details

Proposal to add the possibility to refer to a line in a contract
	Add Contract. Line. Identifier

Provide a definition for Contract. Type. Code 
	Line 137 – 140
	
	

	
	Why an ABIE ‘Country. Details’ has been created for Country. Identification. Code
	Proposal to kill this ABIE and were relevant to replace the ABIE by the BBIE
	Line 142 – 143
	
	


	UBL UID
	Comment
	Proposal
	References
	Disposition
	Date

	
	Why an ABIE ‘Credit Account. Details’ has been created for Account Identification. Code
	Proposal to kill this ABIE and were relevant to replace the ABIE by the BBIE
	Line 144 – 145
	
	

	
	Reuse of the ABIE address for Deliver To_Address. Details
	Deliver To_Address. Details contains Address as ASBIE and Location Coordinates as ASBIE
	Line 146 – 166
	
	

	
	Conflict between the name of the class and the definition. (FI Branch. Details against Branch)
	Limit the name of the BIE names to Branch. Details and Branch….
	Line 220 – 224
	
	

	
	Handling Unit_Despatch Line. Details is not part of the Despatch advice message
	Please clarify that or if not used please remove it from the table
	Line 235 – 241
	See Gif file
	

	
	The occurrence of Delivery Schedule
	Please change the occurrence into 0..n
	Line 241
	
	

	
	Handling Unit_Receipt Line. Details is not part of the Receiving advice message
	Please clarify that or if not used please remove it from the table
	Line 242 - 252
	See Gif file
	

	
	The occurrence of Referenced Despatch Line.  Is the reference to the despatch line sufficient and is it not needed to refer also to the despatch advice itself?
	Please change the occurrence into 0..1.

If needed add the reference to the despatch advice.
	Line 252
	
	

	
	Change UBL definition
	Take out ‘Seller’s’
	Line 350
	
	

	
	The occurrence of the Type Code in Financial Account should be conditional
	Change occurrence into 0..1
	Line 411, 418
	
	

	
	The occurrence of the FI Branch in Financial Account should be conditional
	Change occurrence into 0..1
	Line 413, 420
	
	

	
	Please notice that the Country is already part of the Address. Details of FI Branch 
	To be reviewed
	Line 414, 421
	
	


	UBL UID
	Comment
	Proposal
	References
	Disposition
	Date

	
	Why an ABIE ‘Origin_ Country. Details’ has been created for Origin_ Country. Identification. Code
	Proposal to kill this ABIE and were relevant to replace the ABIE by the BBIE
	Line 396 – 397
	
	

	
	Why an ABIE ‘Party Name. Details’ has been created for Party Name
	Proposal to kill this ABIE and were relevant to replace the ABIE by the BBIE
	Line 396 – 397
	
	

	
	Is ‘Shipment Stage. Stage ID. Identifier’ an identifier or is that a code to specify ‘pre-carriage, main carriage, on carriage
	If so we have to name it ‘Shipment Stage. Stage Code’
	Line 591
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