ISSUES

UBL_Library-Op66v2-WIP ex Burlington CHANGE LOG to Op70
normalized components8 0p70 excel
Mike's observation
Tim's comment


Has 2 UBL name columns, no explanation why or which is which.

This was inherited from op66 ex Burlington.  We had two UBL Names (one generated by the formula, the other hand crafted).  I simply renamed the formula column ‘default UBL Name’ to differentiate it.

'Street' is an aggregate
'Street' appears to be a text basic element

Your comment about why Street was an aggregate and its dependency within address suggested it best if we but it back to what we had in 0p64

'House' is an aggregate of 'House Name' and 'House ID'
'House Name' and 'House Number' appear to be text basic elements

Same as with Street

'Location' included 'Coordinates', which contained 'SystemId', 'LatitudeMeasure', 'LongitudeMeasure'.
These have now been incorporated into 'Party Address'.
No rationale for the change is given.

(1) if it is relevant to include coordinates into 'PartyAddress', then one would have thought that they should really have been included in 'Address'.

(2) Coordinates may be needed in some cases where the address is not know or does effectively not exist as such. This is something that has emerged as a requirement from the Construction Industry.


'Address' used to include 'TimeZoneOffsetMeasure'
Now moved to 'PartyAddress'
No explanation for change given.

If relevant to 'PartyAddress', one would have thought that it should really be in 'Address'.


'TradeParty' aggregates 'Party' and a number of role-named 'Contacts'

The ChangeLog column says "contact via party"
The connection between 'Party' and 'Contact' has been inverted so that 'Party' is now an attribute of 'Contact'.
No explanation given.

This appears to be a Serious error
You are correct. This was an editing mistake in this example.  The actual normalized model shows you can have TradeParty->Party->Contact(s), which I think was your intention.  It was corrected in the latest version.  

MIKE Q: Latest version of what? I'm working on norm model 8 which I thought was the latest.



This inversion is replicated in a number of places, without explanation, including 'Communication', 'Hazardous Goods', 'Classification'.

It appears to be a whole shift in concept.
Perhaps you could look at the class diagram and see if we have got the model wrong.  I don’t think we have inverted it – not intentionally anyway (.

MIKE A: Class diagram is okay, but containment is wrong in the spreadsheet!

'TradeParty'
Renamed 'TradeCycleParty'
No explanation for renaming
I used 0p66 ex Burlington and took the object class TradeCycleParty listed there (UBL000010)  I have not populated the UBL Name (handcrafted) so this can still be TradeParty – it hasn’t been changed.  PS I actually prefer TradeParty as a name

'CardAccount'
Renamed 'CreditPayment'
No reason for the rename given. The name 'CardAccount' was carefully chosen in order to be neutral since the card can be a credit or a debit card, as was carefully explained in the definition. The renaming has reintroduced the specific credit-only connotation which is unacceptable. 

The new name no longer fits the definition.
Re-reading your comment 12a (on which I based this change) I think we both have it wrong!  You actually suggest ‘CardPayment’ – I misread it.  Your comment also states you changed it to ‘AccountCard’ , but in fact it was ‘CardAccount’.  I am happy with whatever you want to call it.

MIKE A: CardPayment was an original idea, but in implementing change I concluded it could be misleading so used the term CardAccount to keep in line with other attributes.

'CreditAccount'
Renamed 'AccountId' and moved to 'Party'
No explanation for change.

'AccountId' probably more specific to 'TradeCycleParty' rather than generic 'Party'.

Now detached from the 'Payment Means' set of information to which it belongs as an alternative to the other things listed there.
The AccountID in Party is actually the BuyerAccountID that was in Order. I suspect this could be the same as CreditAccountID  and I agree they fit better into TradeParty.  

Whilst there is a relationship between this and Payment Means – it is not dependent.  An AccountID/CreditAccount can be the means for different types of payment.  Perhaps we need an association between PaymentMeans and TradeParty?

'FinancialAccount' included 'FinancialInstitution'
'FinancialAccount' now includes 'FIBranch'
Change log simply states a new structure without giving any explanation for the change.
The change reflects the hierarchy that you note in comments 11a and 11b and is shown in the class diagram.. Sorry no explanation was given

'FinancialInstitution' included 'FIBranch'
'FIBranch' now includes 'FinancialInstitution'
Change log simply states a new structure without giving any explanation for the change.
As above

MIKE A: This now falls into the 'spreadsheet containment of parent within child' problem.


'PartyLanguage' contains 'LanguageDependency'
The concept and definition of dependency does not appear  to indicate what the dependency is, i.e. the ability to read, write, listen or speak. And it is surely related to 'Contact' as well as Party.

This point has been made before but never addressed.



'PartyTaxScheme' now contains 'PartyTaxScheme'
No explanation for change given.

Incestuous error!


'ExemptReason' was part of  'TaxScheme' in order to associate it with 'Party' 
'ExemptReason' has been  moved from 'PartyTaxScheme' to 'Tax'
No explanation for change given.

Exemption is about the party and NOT about the item, so this is now incorrect.


'Quote'  was an aggregate containing 'Id' and 'IssueDate'
'Quote'  now appears twice: 

once as an aggregate containing 'Id' and 'IssueDate',

and as an attribute of something generic called 'ReferenceDocument' which has an Id. 
No explanation for change given.

Intended concept is confusing and needs careful explanation, or else scrap it!


'Contract'  was an aggregate containing 'Id', 'IssueDate', and 'ValidityPeriod'
'Contract' - same comments as for 'Quote' …plus…

'Contract' now has 'start date', 'end date' and 'duration'.   
same comments as for 'Quote'

Now one can only assume that the start and end date and duration relate to the validity of the contract which may, strictly speaking, not necessarily be the same as the actual contract duration.

No definitions have been given for the new attributes.


'Period' was an aggregate containing 'StartDateTime', 'EndDateTime', 'Duration' and 'Description'
'Period' does not exist


No explanation given for the change of concept that puts period everywhere now as a number of attributes, rather than an aggregate. 


'SettlementDiscount' was an aggregate consisting of 'Percent', 'Amount', 'PaymentDaysValue', 'PaymentDate' and 'EventId' and itself was a part of 'Payment Terms'.
'SettlementDiscount' does not exist as such.

It is now given as a specific instance of  'Pricing Component', and the 'Amount' has been turned into 'BasisAmount'.

There is nothing to indicate a specific instance of a Pricing Component as SettlementDiscount…, plus…

The 'EventId' has been moved into 'PaymentTerms'.
No explanation of the reason for this change has been given.

Settlement discount is conceptually quite different from any Pricing discount.

Turning 'Amount' into 'BasicAmount' is a gross mistake and would render the invoice invalid according to VAT regulations.



'PaymentMeans'
I noticed at this point in the review that the new spreadsheet contained a typo in the definition of the two 'FinancialAccount' attributes. It appears that the original definitions appropriate to the two different occurrences, for  'Payer' and 'Payee', have been replaced by a common definition.

This undoes previous careful definition work.

(Note that I think this has occurred in other places)


'PaymentMeans' used to contain 'PaymentId' to indicate that the transaction had already been paid for against some transaction e.g. a cheque
'PaymentMeans' no longer contains 'PaymentId' as a means of indicating payment had already been made and identifying it.
No rationale given.



'PaymentId' is now part of a new aggregate 'Payment' which contains 'PaymentMeans'
Confusing, as the definition of  'Payment' is "information directly relating to a specific payment", whereas 'Payment Means' is saying how payment may be made.

No explanation given as to why 'Payment' was added, or the rationale for moving 'PaymentId'.



'PaymentMeans' contains 'PaymentDate'
The change log states that this has been moved to 'Payment', which is incorrect

'PaymentMeans' correctly needs 'Payment Date' given the definition that accompanies this entry.


'Shipment' contained 'TransitPeriod'
'TransitPeriod' has been replaced by 'StartDate', 'EndDate' and 'Duration'
No explanation given for the change of concept that puts period everywhere now as a number of attributes. This is inconsistent with the ideas put out on things such as Street.


'Seal'
has become 'EquipmentSeal'
Why?


'Seal' contains 'IssuerPartyType'

'TransportEquipment' contained 'OwnershipId'
'Seal' still contains 'IssuerPartyType'

'TransportEquipment' now contains 'Party'
Reading the definition of these two things, the concept of each in relation to its parent is the same, therefore treating them in different ways is inconsistent.

Note also: If the replacement were to be correct in TransportEquipment, having Party within it is inconsistent with the inverse relationship that Tim has adopted.


'DeliveryTerms' contained 'PaymentMethodID'
Removed
The change log states this is now done via Pricing Component. But this does not have a 'payment method' in it and does not connect with 'PaymentMeans'. More correctly I believe that 'PaymentMethodId' should be replaced by 'PaymentMeans'.

At this stage in the project, points such as 'PaymentMethodId' should be replaced by 'PaymentMeans' are the things that should be handled, not major unexplained shifts in philosophy.


'DeliveryTerms' contained 'RelevantLocation'
Removed
The change log states that this is done via 'DeliveryRequest', which contains 'To' and 'From' addresses. The generic descriptions of these do not differentiate them, nor indicate that they are (as I believe them to be) the origination and final destination addresses.

'RelevantLocation' by its definition is clearly related to the 'DeliveryTerms' but I suspect 'DeliveryTerms are actually more related to the 'ShipmentStages' than the end-to-end delivery. This is the sort of clarification and adjustment we should be making at this stage of development, rather than having to cope with philosophical changes.


'Pricing'
'Pricing'
The change log states this is now via 'Pricing Component' but a reduced 'Pricing' still exists.


'Pricing' contained 'BasisQuantity', 'TradeDiscount', 'LumpSum' and 'SettlementDiscountApplicableIndicator'
Removed



'Pricing' contained 'BasisQuantity', 'TradeDiscount', 'LumpSum' and 'SettlementDiscountApplicableIndicator'
Removed



'Pricing' contained 'LumpSum'
Removed
The change log states that this is in PricingComponent. It is not, and Pricing Component does not appear to cater for it.


'Pricing' contained  'SettlementDiscountApplicableIndicator'
Removed
The change log states that this is in PricingComponent. It is not, nor does Pricing Component appear to cater for it in any way.


GOOD POINTS

UBL_Library-Op66v2-WIP ex Burlington CHANGE LOG to Op70
normalized components8 0p70 excel
Observation

'Shipment' split into 'Shipment' and 'ShipmentStage'
'Shipment' shaped as a shipment stage only
Although the split is good, there are some bad points to correct.

Definitions need review e.g. 'ShipmentStage' uses the new expressions transport stage and cargo movement.

Relationships are inverted e.g. Shipment is contained within Shipment Stage.

Need to clarify whether 'Instructions' and 'Information' are relevant to the shipment as a whole, to a stage, or both.

'TransitPeriod' has been replaced by 'StartDate', 'EndDate' and 'Duration' 

'TransportEquipment' contained 'Measurement'
'TransportEquipmentMeasurement' now includes 'AttributeId' and 'Description'
Good point: 

this allows identification about what aspect the measurement relates to.

BadPoints:

(1) the relationship of TransportEquipmentMeasurement to TransportEquipment is the wrong way around, i.e. inverted like all the others.

(2) Tim has used Gunther's 'batching' paper as the rationale. Has this paper been accepted by the group? Also, if one follows the specialisation principle slavishly as is done with Equipment and Item Measurements, then what is to stop one also having specialised Parties such as BuyerParty, SellerParty etc?

'TransportEquipmentMeasurement' and 'ItemMeasurement' are identical in all but name.

