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CCSD Conference Call

8-April-2002, at 3:00 UK time.

Participants:  Melanie McCarthy, Paula Heilig, Mary Kay Blantz, Sig Handelman, Monica Martin, Gunther Stuhec, Sally Chan, Paul Levine, Hartmut Hermes, and Fred Von Blommenstein
Confirmation of the Minutes

Minutes are fine.  Paula questioned the statement that the CCSD version of the template and explanations should be included in the CCTS.  Melanie indicated that the spreadsheet might need additional changes.  Paula also asked for the opportunity to review the comments on the CCTS and document them as appropriate.   

Review the steps in detail.

Step 2. Discussion about context:  We applied it only at the message level, but it may apply at lower levels also.  Paul Levine explained a bit about models, and the value of storing them by context.  Paul does not see context below the message level. 

Step 3. Freddy De Vos has suggested changes as shown in 4a. and 4b.  The group decided to replace ‘attributes’ with ‘names and qualifiers’.  This item will remain open until we have done some additional work.

Step 4.  Compared Freddy’s suggested change to the existing step.  It appears that Freddy’s suggestion is a better way to do it.  We will determine the correct steps during additional work on the example. 

Step 5.  Hartmut indicated that the definition should be created first. Changed Freddy’s suggested improvement to use the model to discover the aggregate.  Changes to Step 5.  If nothing is found, you have to determine if it’s a Basic CC or an Aggregate.  For each of these, create a generic… 

Then add a step that says if it was an Aggregate, put it together. 

Step 6. Hartmut suggested that 6c should be the first step followed by 6b.   This makes it clear that the definition of the BCC forms the basis for the new BBIE definition.

Step 7.  OK

Step 8.  OK

Step 9.  OK.  But need to add more steps to discuss ABIEs; Melanie will refine this and send it to the list serve. 

Monica suggested that a process flow be developed to make it clearer; Monica will develop the draft of this process flow.

Revised Steps -  Sent to the CC list serve 4/9/02

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 for the message exchange

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 names & qualifiers with known ACC’s and BCC’s 

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

6. Determine if the Core Component is singular or a composite of multiple Core Components

7. For each Basic Core Component 

7a. Create a Semantic Description of the entity

7b. Define the proposed BCC in terms of: Object Class, Property Term and Representation Term

7c. Validate the name by applying the forward/back reading rule

7d. 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

8. If appropriate, develop Aggregate Core Component (ACC). Based on BCC’s that have been defined.

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

9a.  The definition should contain enough information to explain unique characteristics of the context 

9b.  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.

9c. But remove any unnecessary restrictions that are outside of the scope of the BCC

10. 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

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

12. 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

13. Define Aggregate Business Information Entity (ABIE)   (repeat steps 9-12 replacing BBIE with ABIE)

CCSD List Serve status

We are going to have our own list serve soon.  

BP Update

Melanie sent a note to BP documenting our high level concerns and indicating that we would like a joint meeting in Barcelona.  She also asked John Yunker to provide us with two hours of training on Class Diagrams. It was noted that we need an independent class diagram for each message and need to see how aggregates are shown in class diagram.   Melanie will ask that at least one BP representative be at our meetings.  John Yunker may not be available, since he is responsible for the BP spec, but perhaps someone else could attend.  Paul Levine indicated that he will be at our meetings as often as his time permits.  

It is likely that CCSD will need to have someone from CCSD meet with the BP team that is continuing work on the worksheets and models for the Boeing Procurement Project.

Review of Unanswered Questions/Unresolved Issues.  

Unanswered Questions/Unresolved Issues (from the Minutes)

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

Fred indicated that this issue was resolved during the meeting.  He stated that the definitions were in the CCTS on page 49.  Following is the information from the Technical Specification, Fred’s comments and Monica’s notes.  After reading all of this information, I appears that clearer definitions may be necessary in the CCTS.  This information will be posted to the List Serve in a similar fashion for further discussion. 

Definition from CCTS page 49

CODE – A character string (letters, figures or symbols) that for brevity and/or language independence may be used to represent or replace a definitive value or text of an attribute.  Codes usually are maintained in code lists per attribute types (e.g colour).

 Fred’s comment :  Codes do things that are maintained by standardization committees 

Definition from CCTS page 49

IDENTIFIER -  A character string used to establish the identity of and distinguish uniquely, one instance of an object within an identification scheme from all oth er objects within the same scheme.   [Note:  Type shall not be sued when a person or an object is identified by its name.  In this case the Representation Term “Name” shall be used.]

Fred’s comment:  Identifiers are maintained internal organizations  (unique not looked up on a list)

Monica’s comments:  The distinguishing guideline between identifier and code is identifier

is unique and is not looked up on a list while a code is checked against a business process.

There was some discussion about the clarity of Location. Identification. Code, that exists in CCTS.  This should be an identifier not a code. Redefine Identifier. Type so it does not specify âcharacterâ for string.

This should be assessed against other CCT.

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.

Did this earlier in this conference call.

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.

We don’t have the answer yet, so this remains on the list.

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

This is still an open issue.  Is this business neutral, or is it actually business context?  We agree that this practice should be discouraged, due to the harm to interoperability.

The example extracted from Boeing was the transport method code – used to determine the method that moves the material as well as the payment type.  Multiple BCC’s could be used to base the BBIE upon.  After decision, it appears that mood of the group was to recommend that a new BCC be created rather than reusing multiple BCC’s as the rules do not seem to make sense when there are multiple BCC’s involved.

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.

This one is complete.

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

No one did any work on this.  We will skip this discussion for this conference call.

Should we have a conference call before Barcelona?

Yes.  29 April, for one and one half hours, at 11 AM Eastern. 

Should we avoid overlap between CCTS and CCSD meetings?

Hartmut:  we need to see how many comments we receive to the CCTS.  We may need a short time, or a very long time.  He will ask Klaus to send the comments to him. That will help determine how much time we will require.  

Begin plans for Barcelona

Hartmut, Melanie, Paula, and Mary Kay (and perhaps Mark) will have a conference call prior to Barcelona to discuss plans for the Barcelona meeting.  Mary Kay will arrange for a call in number.
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