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	Sweden abstains due to lack of consensus. Please find comments below from both approving and disapproving Swedish stakeholders.
	
	Noted


	SE
	
	
	
	ge
	On behalf of SoftArc (as a member of the Swedish Standards Institute Office,SIS), I hereby wish to convey that we are in favor of UBL 2.1 becoming an international standard under ISO. 
I work through the assignment of the Swedish National Financial Management Authority with e-procurement in Europe Network PEPPOL (I have a role as a "coordination community leader" in the domain "Post Award" on behalf of the ESV in the non-for-profit organization OpenPEPPOL). The specs PEPPOL are responsible for ("PEPPOL Business Interoperability Specifications", BIS) are based on the CEN WS BII profiles and linked to UBL syntax. UBL is a positive contributing factor to the PEPPOL network's high level of interoperability which in turn contributes to an increased prevalence and increased use of PEPPOL. 

UBL is also successfully used as an information carrier of Electra (www.electra.se), a major distributor in the electronics industry (SoftArc is the IT provider who built the main parts in Electra's business systems, "smart", which includes modules for ERP, logistics and POS). Through UBL, Electra has successfully integrated new businesses incorporated in the Group. UBL has simplified the exchange of information between different technical solutions such as POS and ERP for retail and logistics, and not least the facilitation of communication between companies in terms of core business concepts. 

We are positive to that ISO will take over responsibility for the management and further development of the UBL, which provides additional sanction to this standard and will hopefully increase the spread of the UBL standard.
	
	Accepted with thanks.

	SE
	
	1.1.1 Terms and Definitions
	“The terms Core Component (CC), Basic Core Component (BCC), Aggregate Core Component (ACC), Association Core Component (ASCC), Business Information Entity (BIE), Basic Business Information Entity (BBIE), and Aggregate Business Information Entity (ABIE) are used in this specification with the meanings given in [CCTS].”
	te
	Comment from:

Odette Sweden, Swedish Bankers and GS1 Sweden:

There is no additional mention of these terms. Additionally, Figure C.1. "UBL Data Model Realization” does not show any references to BCC, ASCC, ACC, and CCT.


	BCC, ASCC, ACC, and CCT must exist in the "UBL Data Model Realization” or remove all references to ISO/TS 15000-5:2005 and UN/CEFACT CCTS 2.01
	Not accepted.
The OASIS UBL Technical Committee asserts that every UBL BIE is based on a Core Component. However, UBL does not instantiate or publish its abstract model of Core Components, we only publish the Business Information Entities (BIEs) derived from the implicit Core Components. This practice does not contravene any clauses of the CCTS. The CCTS does not mandate publication of Core Components in the “data model realization”, only that they exist and that BIEs are based upon them.
For a more detailed technical explanation please refer to the OASIS Committee Note on UBL Conformance to ebXML CCTS ISO/TS 15000-5:2005 Version 1.0: (http://docs.oasis-open.org/ubl/UBL-conformance-to-CCTS/v1.0/cn01/UBL-conformance-to-CCTS-v1.0-cn01.html )

	SE
	
	1.2 Normative References
	“[CCTS] ISO/TS 15000-5:2005 Electronic Business Extensible Markup Language (ebXML) — Part 5: ebXML Core Components Technical Specification, Version 2.01” is listed but with a link to the UN/CEFACT version [http://www.oasis-open.org/ committees/download.php/6232/CEFACT-CCTS-Version-2pt01.zip
	ge/te
	Comment from:

Odette Sweden, Swedish Bankers and GS1 Sweden:

"UN/CEFACT Core Components Technical Specification [CCTS]” is not listed in this section.  Since [CCTS] ISO/TS 15000-5:2005 is considered normative by UBL, there is an expectation that all UBL 2.1 library entries follow the rules in this standard.

The following examples show where UBL 2.1 does not follow rules in ISO/TS 15000-5:2005. This normative reference therefore does not apply to UBL 2.1. 
The table below shows on the left side the required parts defined within ISO 15000–5:2005. The right side shows the corresponding parts, if available, within OASIS 2.1.

ISO 15000–5:2005

OASIS UBL 2.1

Syntax Neutral data model

XML only (syntax specific)
Data model non-normative (optional)[1]
Can be used to create other syntax solutions

Cannot be used to create other syntax solutions

Normative Categories of building blocks:[2]
Current building blocks:
Basic Core Component (BCC)

–

Association Core Component (ASCC)

–

Aggregate Core Component (ACC)

–

Core Component Type (CCT)

Core Component Type
(only basic definitions are provided)

Basic Business Information Entity (BBIE);

UBL BBIEs

Association Business Information Entity (ASBIE)

UBL ASBIEs

Aggregate Business Information Entity (ABIE)

UBL ABIEs

A set of rules that describe how semantic blocks are to be developed and managed is a prerequisite to ensure quality in consistency and coherence of a standard for electronic business messages.

It is clear that UBL does not follow the rules in ISO/TS 15000-5:2005 and is developed without any general framework for building semantic blocks.
	Update OASIS UBL to follow ISO/TS 15000-5:2005. Alternately all references to ISO/TS 15000-5:2005 should be removed.

Make OASIS UBL 2.1 Library normative.

Remove Normative Categories of building blocks reference or design UBL Library to include all normative category references as required by ISO/TS 15000-5:2005.


	Not Accepted. 

Section 4.3 of the Core Component Technical Specification [CCTS] defines conformance as follows:

"Applications will be considered to be in full conformance with this technical specification if they comply with the content of normative sections, rules and definitions.
[A1] Conformance shall be determined through adherence to the content of normative sections, rules and definitions."
The normative sections, rules and definitions for the CCTS are contained in:

· Section 6: Technical Details - Core Components and Context [normative]

· Section 7: Technical Details - Storage and Metadata [normative]

· Section 8: Technical Details - Permissible Representation Terms and Approved Core Component Type, Content, and Supplementary Components [normative]

· Section 9: Definition of Terms [normative]

As many readers will appreciate, some of the text in the normative clauses of the CCTS may be subject to different interpretations. It is possible that two conforming implementations of CCTS could produce different results (a phenomenon not unusual in semantic standards). We have witnessed this with the Core Component Libraries used by other groups such as UN/CEFACT and WCO each taking slightly differing interpretations of the text in some clauses.

We maintain that these different implementations can all be conforming to the CCTS as they all satisfy the normative clauses of the standard. We believe UBL conforms to the CCTS but may not be implemented in exactly the same way as other conforming implementations.
The UBL 2.1 XSD schemas are the only normative representations of the UBL 2.1 document types and library components for the purposes of document validation and conformance.

The semantic data models and their library (based on CCTS) are not normative and are provided as a reference to understand the Schema.
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	ge
	Comment from:

Odette Sweden, Swedish Bankers and GS1 Sweden:

Regarding the development process of UBL messages

References to real users, stakeholders or supply chain experts are missing in the list of contributors which indicates the UBL messages have not been developed together with experts in supply chain processes and logistics. An example is the UBL Despatch advice which differs from other message standards on Despatch advice such as the UN/CEFACT Despatch advice. From the perspective of implementers and experts on supply chain and logistics it is hard to understand how the UBL message should be implemented and used.
	The complete library of business documents must be quality assured by experts in supply chain management, logistics and finance before acceptance as ISO.
	Not Accepted.
OASIS clearly acknowledges the contribution of many business experts in supply chain processes and logistics.

(http://docs.oasis-open.org/ubl/os-UBL-2.1/UBL-2.1.html#A-ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS )

The measure of suitability in the specification is that several communities are using the UBL Despatch Advice. For example, the clothing, footwear and textile industry (e-Biz TCF) (http://www.moda-ml.net/ebiz-retail/repository/TCF-UseProfile/v2008-1/en/UBL-TCF-useprofile-DespatchAdviceDeliveryBased.pdf) and the Norwegian Government as part of their initiative undertaken by the Norwegian “Agency for Public Management and eGovernment” (Difi) within the standardization of electronic trade processes. (http://www.anskaffelser.no/sites/anskaffelser/files/implementationguide-ehf-despatchadvice-v1.0.pdf )
These specifications underwent several rounds of public review over several years following the OASIS development process. These principles are at the core of any open standard development.  There is perhaps a misunderstanding in the awareness of Odette Sweden, GS1 and the Swedish Bankers on these issues.
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	Comment from:

Odette Sweden, Swedish Bankers and GS1 Sweden:

OASIS have already applied to ISO/TC 154 (Processes, data elements and documents in commerce, industry and administration) for UBL to be recognized as an ISO standard. 
ISO/TC 154 rejected the application.
It is not acceptable that an ISO Committee (ISO/IEC JTC 1 Information technology) can overrule decisions made in another ISO committee. In this case ISO/TC 154 which is a committee focusing on standards for electronic business messages.
	Withdraw the application/reject the application.
	Not accepted.
OASIS have never applied to ISO/TC 154 (Processes, data elements and documents in commerce, industry and administration) for UBL to be recognized as an ISO standard. So it follows that
ISO/TC 154 have never rejected the application.
OASIS recognizes that JTC 1, with such subcommittees as ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC 32 Data management and interchange, is the most appropriate home for work such as UBL. The alignment of the normative components of the UBL specification to the ISO/IEC 14662 Open-edi Reference Model in light of ISO/IEC 15944 Part 20 Linking business operational view to functional service view is illustrated in Figure H2 of the UBL specification (http://docs.oasis-open.org/ubl/os-UBL-2.1/UBL-2.1.html#F-OPEN-EDI-APPLICATION ). 
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	Comment from:

Odette Sweden, Swedish Bankers and GS1 Sweden:

Diversity at the expense of harmonization 

If the application from OASIS is accepted it would mean that new barriers will be created for cross-border and cross industry communications in private sector and public sector.   

Electronic business messages based on XML syntax are already published by UN/CEFACT (UN/ECE) for several years. 

UBL is a set of electronic business messages which more or less includes exactly the same electronic business messages which already are published by UN/CEFACT, but with restrictions as listed under Comments (see above). 

UN/CEFACT and ISO have a long history of formalized cooperation and mutually understanding on how to build the basis of standards on electronic business messages for the best to the common market of users. Accepting UBL as an ISO standard will result in diversity instead of harmonization, or to put it stronger -  ISO will speak with two voices.
	Withdraw the application/reject the application.
	Not accepted.
The OASIS UBL Technical Committee do not accept that this specification will create new barriers for cross-border or cross-industry communications in private sector and public sector.

The OASIS UBL Technical Committee do not accept that electronic business messages based on XML syntax published by UN/CEFACT (in the processes covered by UBL 2.1) are an alternative to UBL 2.1, so there are no barriers. Based on the experiences of several large-scale projects in Europe it appears there is a market willing and eager to adopt standardized XML messages based on UBL.  
The Management Group for the Memorandum of Understanding on eBusiness (that includes ISO, IEC, ITU, UNECE and OASIS) has long been aware and acknowledged the work of OASIS and UBL and the submission of UBL 2.1 to JTC1.  We do not believe this action affects that ongoing spirit of collaboration.



1
MB = Member body (enter the ISO 3166 two-letter country code, e.g. CN for China)
** = ISO/CS editing unit

2
Type of comment:
ge = general
te = technical 
ed = editorial 

NB
Columns 1, 2, 4, 5 are compulsory.

page 1 of 1
FORM 13B (ISO) version 2001-09
1
MB = Member body / NC = National Committee (enter the ISO 3166 two-letter country code, e.g. CN for China; comments from the ISO/CS editing unit are identified by **)

2
Type of comment:
ge = general
te = technical 
ed = editorial 

page 1 of 8
ISO/IEC/CEN/CENELEC  electronic balloting commenting template/version 2012-03


