OASIS PLCS  TC CAPABILITIES ISSUES VERSION 1 - 12 JULY 2004 

	CAPABILITY

NUMBER
	EDITOR
	REVIEWER

1. Business

2. Model
	ISSUE No. And

DATE
	TYPE
	ISSUE
	RESOLUTION
	DEX 

USAGE



	C01

Assigning    identifiers


	Tim Turner
	1. G Robb

2. NOR Pilot
	TJT-1

Feb 4th 04
	Minor_technical issue
	The EXPRESS example for date_time is missing the date entity instance
	Done
	DEX 1

DEX 4

DEX 8

	C01

Assigning identifiers
	Tim Turner
	1. G Robb

2. NOR Pilot
	TJT-1

   Feb 4th 04
	Editorial issue
	I would like to provide a diagram of ref data concepts, but it seems impossible in the ref data section itself (see Figure 9) in usage guidance section.
	Open
Added to prior section – but issue still outstanding
	DEX 1

DEX 4

DEX 8

	C01

Assigning identifiers
	Tim Turner
	1. G Robb

2. NOR Pilot
	TJT-1

Feb 4th 04
	Editorial issue
	Need to link in the ref data added in Bristol, Jan 04
	Done
	DEX 1

DEX 4

DEX 8

	C01

Assigning identifiers
	Tim Turner
	1. G Robb

2. NOR Pilot
	RBN-1

04-01-16
	Minor_technical issue
	There should be minimal characterization of the identification_assignment. This should just be organization assignment, classification and date time. The diagrams and text should reflect this
	Closed
Characterization revised. Overview updated. Examples and model diagrams updated.
	DEX 1

DEX 4

DEX 8

	C01

Assigning identifiers
	Tim Turner
	1. G Robb

2. NOR Pilot
	RBN-2

04-01-16
	Minor_technical issue
	Empty issue
	Closed

	DEX 1

DEX 4

DEX 8

	C02

 Representing parts
	Tim Turner
	1 NOR Pilot

2.   T Hendrix
	6 issues raised and closed. 
	
	
	6 issues raised and closed. NOT repeated here for space constraints
	DEX 1

 DEX 8

	C03

Representing assembly structure
	Tim Turner
	1 G Robb

2.   T Hendrix
	RBN-1

04-03-22
	Minor_technical issue
	The capability does not describe “attachment slots” at all.
	
Separate capability for slots now needs to be referenced
	DEX 1

	C03

Representing assembly structure
	Tim Turner
	1    G Robb

2.   T Hendrix
	RBN-2

04-03-22
	Minor_technical issue
	The attribute descriptions are in the main body of the text – they should be in the usage section.
	
Most removed. Several still remain.
	DEX 1

	C03

Representing assembly structure
	Tim Turner
	1 G Robb

2.   T Hendrix
	RBN-3

04-03-22
	Minor_technical issue
	Should this capability be combined with (C063) representing_product_

configuration?
	
C063 was previously contained within C006 Effectivity. Now C063 contains much of C006 & a small part of C003. The point really is that C063 is just “identifying” the configuration that has been represented in C003. In this sense C063 should be dependant on C003 or use referencing part/slot in C008.
	DEX 1

	C04

Representing a breakdown structure
	Tim Turner
	1    G Robb

2.   T Hendrix
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	DEX 1

	C05

Representing documents
	Tim Turner
	1 G Robb

2.   T Hendrix
	RBN-1

04-07-29
	Minor_technical issue
	There should be some description about how to represent document properties
	
Need to update reference to C087 assigning_document properties
	DEX 1

	C06

Assigning effectivity
	Tim Turner
	1 G Robb

2.   T Hendrix
	RBN-1

04-01-16
	Minor_technical issue
	Need a Business Overview section Split the content into effectivity and representing_product

configuration
	Closed

Accepted. Done.
	DEX 1

	C07

Representing state type
	Leif Gyllström
	1 TBA

2.    TBA
	SMB-1

2004-6-17
	Minor_technical issue
	A description of the use of Applied_state_defintion_assignment.role is needed
	Accept. 

Open
	DEX 4

	C09

Referencing product breakdown structure
	Leif Gyllström
	1 J Carlson

2 TBA
	No issues recorded.


	No issues recorded.


	No issues recorded. 


	
	DEX 4

	C010

Assigning

reference data
	Leif Gyllström
	1 NOR pilot

2.   T Hansen
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	Completion date: 15/06/2004 
Open issues: 0
Closed issues: 0
	ALL

DEXs

	C012

Referencing task
	Sean Barker
	1 N Newling

2.   L Gyllström
	No issues recorded.


	No issues recorded.


	No issues recorded. 


	
	DEX 4

	C014

Messaging
	Sean Barker
	1 NOR pilot

2    R Boddington
	SMB-1

04-07-08
	Minor_technical issue
	Message should also classify against scheme and version.
	Accept.

 Open
	ALL

DEXs

	C014

Messaging
	Sean Barker
	1 NOR pilot

2    R Boddington
	 6 other issues raised and closed
	
	
	6 issues raised and closed. NOT repeated here for space constraints
	ALL

DEXs

	C015

Representing task
	Sean Barker
	1 TBA

2    N Shaw
	No issues recorded.


	No issues recorded.


	No issues recorded. 


	
	DEX 4

	C016

Representing persons and organisations
	Jochen Haenisch
	1 N Newling

2    A Meads
	IB1

2004-04-16
	Major technical issue
	This capability does not assign the person and organization. I believe it should, as right now, each capability has to do its own assignment.
	Open
	DEX 1

DEX 4

	C019

Assigning approvals


	Mike Ward
	1 Swedish Pilot

2 T Hansen
	Sb-1

2004-06-07
	Editorial issue
	The relationship between approval status and state needs to be defined, since multilevel approvals are equivalent to a state-machine
	Open


	DEX 1

DEX 4

	C019

Assigning approvals


	Mike Ward
	1 Swedish Pilot

2    T Hansen
	Sb-2

2004-06-07
	Editorial issue
	The capability should give guidance on what the various dates mean, together with any requirements on applying dates, and any reference data applicable
	Open
	DEX 1

	C019

Assigning approvals


	Mike Ward
	1 Swedish Pilot

2 T Hansen
	Sb-3

2004-06-07
	Editorial issue
	The capability should describe how to hold the status in the Reference Data Library, rather than in the string attribute status.
	Open
	DEX 1

	C020

Representing life cycle opportunity
	Ann Meads

(Ian Hickman?)
	1 TBA

2 TBA
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	DEX 4

	C032

Representing activity
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling

3 T Hansen
	SMB-1

04-06-22
	Minor_technical issue
	The concept of INPUT and OUTPUT as classifications of Applied_activity_method_assignment is not clear. In particular, how does it relate to TASK and things specified via TASK and to WORK_OUTPUT? For example, if a TASK is specified as "replace oil filter", this will be included in the task description as a required resource. Does in need to also be specified as an ACTIVITY Input?
	Open
	DEX 4

	C032

Representing activity
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling

2 T Hansen
	SMB-2

04-06-23
	Minor_technical issue
	The treatment of Applied_activity_assignment is inadequate, particularly as this is used to specify and record usage though Work_output.
	Open


	DEX 4

	C032

Representing activity
	Rob Bodington
	3 N Newling

4 T Hansen
	SMB-3

04-06-23
	Minor_technical issue
	The treatment of Applied_activity_method_assignment is inadequate, particularly as this is used to specify and record usage though Work_output.
	Open


	DEX 4

	C036

Assigning date time
	Jochen Haenisch
	1 TBA

2 TBA
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	DEX 1

DEX 4

DEX 8

	C037

Referencing documents
	Trine Hansen
	1 TBA

2 TBA
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	DEX 1

 DEX 4

	C046

Representing variance
	Rob Bodington
	1 I Hickman

2 N Newling
	ANM – 1

04-03-03
	Minor_technical issue
	One type of concession/variance is the decision to re-schedule an activity to a later date. This could be modelled as a Justification on the Activity_happening relationship between Activity and Activity_actual. Can this capability provide Activity_actual and Activity_happening?
	Open
	DEX 4

	C049

Representing product location
	Rob Bodington
	1 J Carlson

2 TBA
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	DEX 4

	C050

Representing resource
	Mike Ward
	1     Swedish pilot 2     T Hansen
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	DEX 4

	C058

Representing justification
	Rob Bodington
	1 J Carlson

2 TBA
	RBN-1

04-03-13
	Minor_technical issue
	I think that we should be able to assign a document to a justification. This should be raised as an issue against AP239.
	Open
	DEX 4

	C060

Referencing product as realized
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling 

2 L Gyllström

	THX-1

04-06-08
	Editorial issue
	*the capability C060: referencing_product_as_realized * (several places), consider adding or replacing with *this capability*
	Open


	DEX 4

	C060

Referencing product as realized
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling 

2 L Gyllström

	THX-2

04-06-08
	Editorial issue
	In *The following contexts can be used to refer to the Product_as_realized: Identifying an actual product by serial number*, change *Identifying* to *Referencing*
	Open


	DEX 4

	C060

Referencing product as realized
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling 

2 L Gyllström

	THX-3

04-06-08
	Editorial issue
	Figures 3, 5, 6, and 7 do not fit on one page when printed.
	Open


	DEX 4

	C062

Representing scheme
	Sean Barker
	1 TBA

2 Nigel Shaw
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	No issues recorded
	DEX 4

	C063

Representing a product configuration
	Rob Bodington
	1 T Hansen

2 T Turner
	RBN-1

04-03-23
	Minor_technical issue
	Should this capability be combined with representing_assembly_

structure
	Open


	DEX 1

DEX 8

	C065

Representing work order
	Rob Bodington
	1. N Newling 

2. I Hickman
	RBN-1

03-11-04
	Minor_technical issue
	Need to add all the characterizations

NOTE THIS MAY NOT BE A TRUE ISSUE AGAINST THIS CAP
	Open
	DEX 4

	C066

Representing work requests
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling 

2 I Hickman
	RBN-1


	Minor_technical issue
	Need to add all the characterizations NOTE THIS MAY NOT BE A TRUE ISSUE AGAINST THIS CAP
	Open
	DEX 4

	C076

Assigning product properties
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2 T Hendrix
	RBN-5

04-03-25
	Minor_technical issue
	I think that we should assign identifiers to the assigned property
	Open

Comment: (Ian Bailey 2003-03-29)
I disagree. This does not map onto any commercial systems I know. Nor does the PDM Schema usage guide mandate this. 

	DEX 1

DEX 8

	C076

Assigning product properties
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2  T Hendrix
	THX-2

04-05-07
	Minor_technical issue
	Mention that products are things that can be configuration managed
	Open

Comment: (Ian Bailey 2004-05-10)
Surely the products capability should do this? 

	DEX 1

DEX 8

	C076

Assigning product properties
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2 T Hendrix
	THX-3

04-05-07
	Minor_technical issue
	Why are required properties allowed here but not for Activity_properties. Is a required property the same a design specification?
	Open

Comment: (Ian Bailey 2004-05-10)
Because of the need to configuration

manage requirements, we had to make them subtypes of product. So...if you want to assign a required property to an activity, you must first assign a requirement and then represent that requirement with your property. Pain in the butt, but that's STEP for you ! 
	DEX 1

DEX 8

	C076

Assigning product properties
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2 T Hendrix
	TJT-4

04-06-17
	Minor_technical issue
	Why is there no mention of properties of documents? Given the issue (THX-3) and comment in response, is it also possible to add the usage of applied_document_property - a subtype of assigned_property? Document is a subtype of product and also requires managing.
	Open

Agreed. This capability should mention the fact that properties can be assigned to documents as part of the introduction. However, the representation of document properties should be part of the document capability - or a separate capability. See Issue RBN-1 against representing_

document
	DEX 1

DEX 8

	C076

Assigning product properties
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2 T Hendrix
	6 other issues raised and closed
	Minor_technical issue
	
	6 issues raised and closed. NOT repeated here for space constraints
	DEX 1

DEX 8

	C079

Representing properties numerically
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2 T Hendrix
	RBN-3

04-03-31
	Minor_technical issue
	The capability should use extended_measure_

representation module as well
	Open

Ian Bailey 2004-07-28
I think Tom Hendrix has now started a new capability for value range, which deals with this. Do you still want to see it here? 

Rob Bodington 04-07-29
OK - Tom has created "Capability (C084): representing_property_value_ranges". I think that a <note> in the introduction and the business concept section mentioning this would be helpful
	DEX 1

DEX 8

	C079

Representing properties numerically
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2 T Hendrix
	RBN-4

04-04-06
	Minor_technical issue
	The express-g diagram should show all the property model, with the diagram shaded to show which is covered by which capability. The same applies to all property modules
	Open

Ian Bailey 2004-007-28
We have done this with the instance diagrams, but not the EXPRESS-G - Is this necessary with the EXP-G too?
	DEX 1

DEX 8

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Rob Bodington 04-07-29
I think that it is helpful to see as much of the EXPRESS-G model as possible. The problem with the modules is that they are so fine grained that it is hard to understand the complete model when just looking at a module. The capabilities are supposed to address this.
	

	C079

Representing properties numerically
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2 T Hendrix
	THX-7

04-05-10
	Minor_technical issue
	When si_unit = .T. we have a well-defined unit since they map to si_units. So I fear that classification may create possible conflict of semantics. Do we need to classify si units? The AP203 recommended practises says a measure should have SI units or else conversion based units that are based on an SI measure_with_units. The PLCS capability relies on classification. Does the PLCS standard reference data library cover conversion units? 
	Open
Ian Bailey 2004-07-28
I think this needs to be raised with the PLCS modellers and a decision made before I can close this issue. There are many cases where the PLCS classification could potentially conflict with existing STEP modelling practice, so I suspect this has been looked into before. I have mailed the PLCS exploder on this subject.
	DEX 1

DEX 8

	C079

Representing properties numerically
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2 T Hendrix
	13 other issues raised and closed
	
	
	13 other issues raised and closed. NOT repeated here for space constraints
	

	C080

Representing properties textually
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2 T Hendrix
	THX-1

04-05-10
	Minor_technical issue
	*Representing Properties* should be *Representing Properties Textually*
	Open
Ian Bailey 2004-07-29
Done
	DEX 1

DEX 8

	C080

Representing properties textually
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2 T Hendrix
	THX-2

04-05-10
	Minor_technical issue
	rep item text includes *shall be less than * The rep item has the requirement semantic in its text, which means there are three ways to represent *required* : classification, qualification, and embedded descriptive text. Suggest using one of first two , consistently with other capabilities, and just putting the value in the rep item, thus *less than 5 kg.*
	Open
Ian Bailey 2004-07-29
All this is doing is capturing the text produced by a requirements management tool. Most requirements start with "the thing shall...” This is the way we handle requirement text, and it would be inappropriate to expect pre-processors to change the requirements text produced by systems engineers.
	DEX 1

DEX 8

	C080

Representing properties textually
	Ian Bailey
	1 NOR pilot 

2 T Hendrix
	4 other issues raised and closed
	
	
	4 other issues raised and closed. NOT repeated here for space constraints
	DEX 1

DEX 8

	C045

Representing product as realized
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	RBN-1

04-03-13
	Minor_technical issue
	How are Product_as_realized versioned? Does each version keep the same serial number and then just have a new version number assigned?
	Open


	DEX 4

 DEX 8

	C045

Representing product as realized
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	SMB-1

04-06-23
	Minor_technical issue
	How are scrap items to be designated? (I would suspect that merely classifying them as "scrap" would be unsafe, and would not cope with items broken in two.)
	Open
	DEX 4

DEX 8

	C045

Representing product as realized
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	MRI-1

04-07-28
	Minor_technical issue
	No keywords.
	Open
	DEX 4

DEX 8

	C045

Representing product as realized
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	MRI-2

04-08-04
	Major technical issue
	This capability is named product_as_realized but a major entity is product_as_planned. However there is minimal illustration of product as planned. Other capabilities to do product_as_realized discuss very little. To avoid creating more capabilities, add example of product_as_planned. Similar comment for other "product_as_realized capabilities."
	Open
	DEX 4

DEX 8

	C045

Representing product as realized
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	3 other issues raised and closed
	
	
	3 other issues raised and closed. NOT repeated here for space constraints
	DEX 4 DEX 8

	C067

Representing product as realized configuration
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	RBN-1

04-03-20
	Minor_technical issue
	The entity Item_design_association is really to do with design. A new entity should be created "Configuration_association".
	Open
	DEX 8

	C067

Representing product as realized configuration
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	RBN-2

04-03-23
	Minor_technical issue
	Should this capability describe attachment slot and assemblies or should there be a new capability: representing_assembly_

structure_as_realized
	Open
	DEX 8

	C067

Representing product as realized configuration
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	MRI-3

04-07-28
	Editorial issue
	Figure 3 is too wide - requires scrolling. Consider putting it on a diet
	Open
	DEX 8

	C067

Representing product as realized configuration
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	MRI-4

04-07-28
	Editorial issue
	Fig 3 Color code is not explained. But assuming it means that this entity is added by usage of that dependent capability.. Should Next_assembly_usage come from representing_product_

assembly? On my computer and with my eyesight, the color makes me think it is from this capability (063)
	Open
	DEX 8

	C067

Representing product as realized configuration
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	MRI-5

04-07-28
	Editorial issue
	Roles names in Fig. 3 are overlapped in vicinity of centroid of 70,71,72. In several other places it is not obvious which line is associated with which attribute.
	Open
	DEX 8

	C067

Representing product as realized configuration
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	MRI-7

04-07-28
	Minor_technical issue
	Fig 3 Color code is not explained
	Open
	DEX 8

	C067

Representing product as realized configuration
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	MRI-8

04-07-28
	Editorial issue
	Fig 3. Some boxes have filleted corners, and grey text, others do not. Is this a publishing artefact
	Open
	DEX 8

	C067

Representing product as realized configuration
	Rob Bodington
	1 N Newling / J Carlson

2 T Hendrix
	MRI-9

04-08-02
	Minor_technical issue
	Should there be a top level section called Characterization? Should there be one called Identification? (Similar issues for other capabilities).
	Open
	DEX 8

	C081

Representing product as realized assembly
	Tom Hendrix
	1 N Newling / M Nilsson

2 T Hendrix /  I Hickman
	THX-1

04-03-25
	Minor_technical issue
	Assemblies of parts are modelled with Product_view_definition, Next_assembly_usage and Component_upper_level_

identification. There is no natural way to connect a Product_as_individual to either of these.
	Open

Tom Hendrix 04-03-30 Breakdown and Connector_on can be associated to a View_defintion_usage

Tom Hendrix 04-04-05 Probably do not need Slot or Connector in this module. A Breakdown element is by definition a slot (but not explicit in the ARM. Breakdown originated as maintenance concept, but it is possible that the design assembly structure could be a breakdown also. A Breakdown of a realized product is a tree view. That is, Breakdown_items are real occurrences of assemblies and components
	DEX 8

	C081

Representing product as realized assembly
	Tom Hendrix
	1 N Newling / M Nilsson

2 T Hendrix /  I Hickman
	THX-2

04-04-05
	Minor_technical issue
	Should Breakdown of Product_as_realized be a Physical_breakdown? 
	Open


	DEX 8

	C081

Representing product as realized assembly
	Tom Hendrix
	1 N Newling / M Nilsson

2 T Hendrix /  I Hickman
	THX-3

04-04-05
	Minor_technical issue
	Does scope of this capability (or the parent dex) include as_planned?
	Open


	DEX 8

	C081

Representing product as realized assembly
	Tom Hendrix
	1 N Newling / M Nilsson

2 T Hendrix /  I Hickman
	THX-5
04-05-17
	Minor_technical issue
	Can, should, must a slot be on a breakdown? Does a product in slot mean the component is actually installed?
	Open
	DEX 8

	C081

Representing product as realized assembly
	Tom Hendrix
	3 N Newling / M Nilsson

4 T Hendrix /  I Hickman
	TJT-1
	Minor_technical issue
	Fig 6 shows illegal complex instance between ONE OF entities
	Open
	Dex 8



