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Introductions

Chair Melanie McCarthy opened the meeting on 19 March.  Each participant introduced himself or herself.

Previous minutes and current status were reviewed, and plans for the week were explained.  The group agreed with the plans presented.

Work Plan

The Boeing Procurement Project, based on the work of ebXML Business Process, is the focus of the work for the week.  The Core Components Technical Specification (CCTS) will be followed to develop an example and also to determine if changes need to be made to the CCTS.  Recommended changes to the CCTS will be submitted to UN/CEFACT, since the document is now out for public review.

Any Core Components discovered during this process will be submitted to the ITG to be considered for addition to the UN/CEFACT Core Component Library.

Work Process and Notes:

Numerous discussions took place, and only the results are summarized here.  

Steps Followed

1. Review the class diagram and list all BBIEs in a standardized spreadsheet (template needs to be finalized).

1a.  Review the definitions of the classes/attributes provided by the business experts to insure clarity

1b. If necessary, change the definition into clear and understandable text 

2. Assigned context: Procurement, Spare Parts, Aerospace, All, None, Customer/Supplier,

3. Insert a blank row above each BIE for applicable Core Component.

Note: a column was added to the spreadsheet to denote BCC or BBIE 

4. Search of the Registry/Repository/list of known Core Components for appropriate BCC 

Note:  columns were added to the spreadsheet to capture: Object Class,  Property Term, Representation Term and Dictionary Entry Name

-SUGGESTED IMPROVEMENT-   

 Search all ebXML Registory/Repository lists as follows:



4a.  Compare Class’s with known ABIE and BBIE 



4b.  Compare Attributes with known ACC’s and BCC’s 

5. If nothing is found – create a generic BCC as a candidate (these will also be forwarded to the ITG as candidates for inclusion)

5a.  Define the proposed BCC in terms of: Object Class, Property Term and Representation Term

5b.  Validate the name by applying the forward/back reading rule

5c.  Concatenate the information in the Dictionary Entry Name field, inserting periods after the Object Class and Property Term.   

       Note:  eliminate duplicate terms with a ‘*’, after the first occurrence

5d.  Create a Semantic Description of the entity

-SUGGESTED IMPROVEMENT-   

 

Add step: Define Aggregate Core Component (ACC) if appropriate.

6. BBIE - review/revise the BBIE Semantic definition (we maintained the original definition and created a revised definition within the file)

6a.  The definition should contain enough information to explain unique characteristics of the context 

6b.  But remove any unnecessary restrictions that are outside of the scope of the BCC

6c.  There were two potential approaches used: 

· Begin with the BCC definition and add any unique characteristics

· Begin with the original definition and cut superfluous phrases.

7. Copy the BCC  Object Class,  Property Term and Representation Term and add additional information (Object Class Qualifier and Property Term Qualifier) to define the BBIE

8. Validate the BBIE name by applying the forward/back reading rule

9. Concatenate the information in the Dictionary Entry Name field, inserting periods after the Object Class and Property Term.   

      Note:  eliminate duplicate terms with a ‘*’, after the first occurrence

-SUGGESTED IMPROVEMENT-   

add step: Define Aggregate Business Information Entity (ABIE) 

Comments on the Core Component Technical Specification

· The specification does not clearly explain how to use the class diagram to identify BIEs.

· Conflicts occur when looking at BIEs and transforming them into CC, especially when there is a specific industry use.  

· The CCT Table should be referenced earlier in the CCTS.  This information is needed sooner.

· Start discovery and analysis process with Core Components, not BIEs, even when using an industry class diagram.

· The technical specification clearly needs to state that not only do we start with the class diagram; we need all of the BPSS documentation as well as the opportunity to discuss and align the definitions on the class diagram, using the application of the naming convention.

· The CCTS needs to describe where in the process the class diagram should be assessed, and how to ask for changes to the class diagram.

· Major problems occur in the area of Context.  It is not clear if context applies at all levels or just at the message level.  In addition, there is no clear description of how to capture and store context.

· The context exercises were done not in order.  The CCTS speaks about context within the Business Processes.   Do we need the context on the BIE level, context for every entity, and context for the overall document?  This should be spelled out in the CCTS.  When you go into the Registry you should be able to search on context for everything within an industry.

· There are steps called Preparation Steps that are in the wrong order.  They come after the Overall Discovery and Document Creation steps.  5.2.1 is where you start then go to the 5.1.2.2

· Chapter 5 of the CCTS does not appear to be as clear or as well written as the other chapters. More links to the technical information in later chapters should be included.  It might be worthwhile to restructure Chapter 5 starting with the high level and working down through the process.

· Change Line 1302, in CCTS version 1.75

Current: If the name of the Property Term uses the same word as the Representation Term (or an equivalent word), and the Property Term is not qualified, the Property Term shall be removed from the Dictionary Entry Name.

Revision:  If the name of the Property Term uses the same word as the Representation Term (or an equivalent word), the Property Term shall be removed.

· Refine the Boeing Project spreadsheet, adding new columns and changing the order of existing columns. The CCTS should include this updated spreadsheet as a template, with the exact requirements for each column defined clearly. It should specifically indicate that comments should be used extensively, in order to insure that the submitter, and all others, understand the reason for the decisions made. 

· In the case of BBIE which are formed by the concatenation of individual pieces of information, such as the automotive industry Vehicle Identification Number (VIN), it is most likely that different implementers may use it as either a single string or as component parts. Thus, these two usages will result in two different sets of entries in the library defining the same entity. 

· Rediscovering aggregates should be an additional step in the process.  The spreadsheet should be sorted by object class after all object classes have been identified in order to determine the correct aggregates.

· Naming Convention Definition Rule: If possible, the first word of the definition should be ‘the’.

· There needs to be a feedback loop with the submitter to insure that changes do not change the intended purpose of the BIE.

Comments on the Core Component Catalog

000061 location identification code should be an identifier, not a code.

Comments for the Business Process Teams:

· A class diagram for each transaction is needed.  The one provided for the Boeing project is not sufficient. Sally Chan will work with BP to develop the needed class diagrams.

· Independent of the business application, we need to clearly understand all of the pieces of business information in the class diagram that are required to exchange information.

Note to BP:  If information is provided in the description in brackets there needs to be a standard that can be applied why the information is put in brackets.  i.e., normative data.

Action Item

It was determined that the group needed more education on modeling, and class diagrams in particular. Melanie McCarthy will try to arrange for a training class by BP Modelers at the May meeting.

Unanswered Questions/Unresolved Issues

1. What is the difference between a code and an identifier?  Are codes are ever identifiers?

2. Harmonizing between BBIE and Aggregates needs to be investigated at a later date to see if further rules need be created to clear up duplication.  Also relationships need to be clear also.

3. There may be a third level between the BCCs and BBIEs that is a business neutral stereotype.  For example: quotation – price quotation – supplier lead-time and price quotation.

4. A problem was identified when one BBIE is based on multiple BCCs. Should all BCC be used, or should only the predominate BCC be used?  Additional rules will be necessary but no recommendations were forth coming from the group

5. Potential new rule: In the spreadsheet, before creating a BBIE, show the BCC from which it is drawn even if it is an existing one.

Next Conference Call

8-April-2002, at 3:00 GMT.

Items to be discussed 

· Confirmation of the Minutes

· CCSD List Serve status

· BP Update

· Review of Unanswered Questions/Unresolved Issues.  

· Continue work on spreadsheet:  Next term to be defined is the Priority Code.

· Begin plans for Barcelona
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