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Minutes ETC meeting, September 29th and 30th, 2010
Date:
Wednesday and Thursday, September 29th and 30th, 2010
Time:
9:00 - 18:00 and 9:00 - 16:00
Place:
Inter-regies offices, Koningstraat 58, Brussels
Participants:
Jan Owe, SvK

Kees Sparreboom, TenneT 

Koen Reynvoet, UMIX

Lucy Sarkisian (Convenor), TenneT

Norbert Suter, swissgrid

Ove Nesvik, EdiSys

Attachment:
None
1 Approval of agenda

The agenda was approved with the addition of a Report from UN/CEFACT Forum, see item 13.1 under AOB.
2 Minutes from previous meetings

The minutes from previous meeting were approved with a comment from Jan that Slovania should be corrected to Slovenia.
3 Preparations for next ebIX® Forum meeting

Kees will update the following documents according to agreed changes, see below:
· ebIX Business Requirements for  Measure for Imbalance Settlement
· ebIX Business Requirements for Measure Collected Data
· ebIX Business Information Model for Measure for Imbalance Settlement
· ebIX Business Information Model for Measure Collected Data
· Introduction to ebIX Models
And, if he feels comfortable with the documents, he will send them to ebIX® Forum for approval before Tuesday October 5th, since the ebIX® Forum shall have 4 weeks approval time.
Ove will present the CuS Business Information model at the CuS meeting next week and if agreed, also Ove will send the CuS Business Information Model to ebIX® Forum for approval, however not within the limit of 4 weeks before next ebIX® Forum meeting.
Other preparations were postponed until next meeting.

4 UMM2 version of the ebIX® model for CuS and EMD
4.1 Introduction to ebIX® models

The document, Introduction to ebIX® models, was reviewed based on comments to the document from Jan:
1) Change "August 2010" in the footer.
Action:
A “bookmark” or similar will be used to link the date in the footer with the “Document date” on the front page.
2) Why a chapter "0"?
Action:
The decision related to the numbering was postponed, since there were no agreement on how to do it. However if we can find a way of using Roman numbering for the introduction and Latin numbering for the rest, this could be a solution. 
3) Change ebIX© to ebIX® on page 5.
Action:
Corrected.
4) Why are you using so long references back to chapter 0.2? In several cases I think it would be enough only to specify the "number" of the reference and not the whole title.
Action:
Corrected to only reference number.
5) A solution to make it easier to actually see that it is a reference is to change for instance "see C." to "see [C].", i.e. change "C" in chapter 0.2 to "[C]".
Action:
Changed, but using numbers instead of letters.
6) Two blanks in "ebIX®  transformation tool. (see the referenced documentation in § 0.2.3)" chapter 9. And why not move the punctuation to the end after the reference here and elsewhere?
Action:
Corrected.
7) Two blanks in "harmonized  national " in chapter 2.5
Action:
Corrected.
8) Specify the reference to "D" in chapter 2.8.1 
Action:
Corrected.
9) Chapter 3.1 (figure). Add the text from the Harmonised model regarding Billing Agent that "The billing agent can carry out the invoicing task for multiple actors within the role model". Otherwise you wonder why the role isn't linked in this figure but linked in the figure in chapter 2.7.
Action:
The comment was added.
10) Below the figure in chapter 3.2 there is a link to the old web site www.edi.etso-net.org, why don't remove it? Cfr the text below the figure in 3.1.
Action:
The link was removed.
11) Chapter 7.2.6.1. I have a later version of the mapping document, version 0.1.A dated June 2008.
Action:
Changed.
In addition to Jan’s comments the following changes were agreed:

· EMD had asked for a description of how to read the diagrams in the document, which was agreed added.
· The change log used by Kees, e.g. Chapter 0.3 Main changes since last version is different from the change log Ove is using. A harmonised change log layout will be put on the next agenda. 
Ove will as homework make a proposal for a chapter for the CuS templates, Change of Metering point party and End of Metering point party.
During the review of the XML transformation tool, see 9, it was proposed adding a chapter at the end of the document on how to handle technology specific issues (XML, EDIFCAT, WEB services…).

Homework:

· Ove will make a proposal for a chapter in the for the CuS templates, Change of Metering point party and End of Metering point party in the Introduction to ebIX® models.
· Kees will finalise the Introduction to ebIX® models, i.e. remarks from EMD and the date in the footer, publish it as a draft document on the ebIX web-site and send a mail to the ebIX ® Form members, asking for approval. 
· Kees will add a chapter at the end of the document on how to handle technology specific issues (XML, EDIFCAT, WEB services…).
4.2 CuS and EMD models 
Kees and Ove had as homework from previous meeting gone through the CuS and EMD models and updated the following:

· Put the Shared Business Entity States between swim lanes.

· Make sure that the association end names Header, Process and Payload are specified in this sequence in the <<MA>> classes.

· Only for CuS: Rename the <<InformationEnvelope>> to <<InfEnvelope>> and moved it to the <<e-DocLibrary>> together with the <<MA>>.

· Only for CuS: Add tagged values related to the transformation tool 
4.3 ebIX® Business Information models

Jan had compared two "Business Information Models"

· [A] ebIX Business Information Model for Change of Supplier v0r1A

· [B] ebIX Business Information Model for Measure Collected Data 0.1.C

 
The following comments from Jan was discussed
1) Chapter 0 vs chapter 1, I have written about before.
Action:
See 4.1 abowe.
2) Below "About this document" there are different references (and ways of referencing). In [A] there is a reference to the "Introduction" document, while [B] has a reference to the "Business Requirements" for the described process.

I think [A] also should refer to the "Business Requirements" document (however still a draft I think).

Action:
Corrected
3) In References [B] starts all over with 1., 2. etcetera below ebIX Document references (where "(r)" is missing), the references should continue from the previous chapter, otherwise you will have problems finding the unique reference (if you only specify the number as the reference, which I prefer).
Action:
Corrected
4) Chapter 1.1 in [B] should not have the title "About this document" - you should not have two "About this document" in the same document. Document [A] has "Domain" as the title.
Action:
The text was changed to Place in the overall model for the European Energy Market.
5) Some "(r)" are missing in chapter 1.2 in [B].
Action:
Corrected
6) In the Business Choreography View there are different things described in the UseCase-part. For instance, [A] has "Roles" and longer "Description". While [B] has "beginsWhen". Are there any rules what should be specified?
Action:
The UseCase descriptions should be based on the tagged values from the Business process UseCase form UMM2:
+ definition: string

+ beginsWhen: string

+ preCondition: string

+ endsWhen: st ring

+ postCondition: string

+ exceptions: string [1..*]

+ actions: string [1..*]
7) Chapter 6 in [A] has wrong title.
Action:
Corrected
8) Chapter 3.2.1 in [B] has the title "Collected Data (Business Information)", if it is a "Class diagram", why not specify that as in the header in chapter 6.2.1 in [A]? (The same for 3.2.2 and 3.2.3)
Action:
The term class diagram will not be used in the Business Information Models. The terms used will be taken from UMM, e.g. Business information.
Also the following changes ware agreed:

· Removal of telephone numbers from the ETC member lists

· We are specifying three levels of versions, i.e. Version, Release and Revision.
· We use a date on the front page and not the day, e.g. September 2010.

· The double pins in the Business transactions will be removed and replace with a common <<InformationEnvelope>> (placed on the root under the Business Information View, with links to the two previous <<MA>>s.
· The headings will be based on a name and a reference to UMM2, but without the artefact, e.g. Notify MP characteristics (Business Collaboration)
· The structure will be:

· 1st level: The main UMM Views, i.e. Business Choreography View and Business Information View
· 2nd level: The UMM sub views, i.e.  Business Realisation View, Business Collaboration View and Business Transaction View
· 3rd level: The artefacts, e.g. UseCase description and Business collaboration protocol. 

· The chapter Annexes for mapping to technology of choice was rewritten and moved to the Introduction to ebIX® models, see 4.1
Homework:
· Kees and Ove will remove the double pins in the Business transactions and replace these with a common <<InformationEnvelope>> (placed on the root under the Business Information View), with links to the two <<MA>>s.
· Kees and Ove will update the UseCase descriptions according to the tagged values from the Business process UseCase form UMM2.

5 MagicDraw profiles
Kees had as homework from previous meeting to update the ebIX® profiles according to the list in the previous minutes and some national codes. The ebIX® profiles have been updated, but not with the national codes. Among others the following have been done:

· Addition of the BBIE Meter Reading Origin in the Energy Observation ABIE 

· Addition of the ABIE Measure Data Request 

· Addition of the ABIE Measurement Metering point Characteristics, as a subset of the CuS ABIE Metering point Characteristics
· Reuse of Response Event from the CuS model in the Measure model

· Updated the usage of <<CON>> and <<SUP>>

· Added a proposal for a new ACC, Request.

· Addition of AIB (Electricity certificate) roles and domains (and installations) in the role model:

· Using the stereotypes <<Harmonised Role Candidate>> and <<Harmonised Installation Candidate>> (and sometimes no stereotype). 
· The roles and domains are used in the model Measure for labelling.

· Addition of maxLength tag for all <<CON>> and <<SUP>> elements in the data types.

· The default value of 260 for listAgencyIdentifier and schemeAgencyIdentifier are removed.

Also under this item an update of the UMM2 profile was done. Kees has had a discussion with TMG related to the usage of initFlow and reFlow, which according to UMM2 should be of meta-class InformationFlow. Below is the latest problem description from Kees: 

In MagicDraw the whole concept of information flow is almost completely separated from other relations. The information flow is used to specify the "conveyed information" in another relation. The other relation may be dependency (as in our case) or control flow or object flow or an association. In UseCases I can specify an information flow directly between an UseCase and an actor. But even then I will have to additionally specify the conveyed information. In the activity diagrams I can only additionally specify the conveyed information for an already defined relation (be it dependency, control or object flow). When I specify the conveyed information for the dependency or control or object flow, the UML definition is such that the dependency, control or object flow depend on the information flow (which specifies the conveyed information). The separation between the dependency and the information flow on which it depends is even more stressed by MagicDraw by putting the information flow not within the activity, but in the package in which the UseCase (under which we created the activity) is contained.

So all in all evidence that the information flow is meant to convey information. This "information" may be a class or an actor or an association or even an UseCase or an Activity. But still information has to be conveyed.

And I don't think in our bCollaborationProtocol we intend this relation to convey information. It could maybe regarded as a trigger, but as you already mentioned in the previous mail, it is meant to map the role in the bCPartition to the bTransaction. Anyway, it is not supposed to represent the <<InfEnvelope>>. 

So maybe MagicDraw is a bit strict here, but I can see their logic. I have no time to check this in the UML specs, but I wouldn't be surprised when we find that the UML specs are also that strict: information flow implies specifying the conveyed information. But maybe you can find some time to check UML?

Looking at it from the other angle: what goes wrong when we do not use the information flow to link the bCPartition and the bTransaction? Apart from having now the information flow in the text of the UMM-2 spec, probably nothing.

In MagicDraw the only relation allowed between the swim lane (bCPartition) and the activity (bTransaction) is a dependency.

So, I have checked a lot, but all within MagicDraw. I have started to comprehend their underlying ideas. But I cannot say you what is in the UML spec in this respect. So basically until we have checked UML it is all circumstantial evidence. So I hope you will be able to find some time to check UML. After which we can make up our mind.

PS: I can in MagicDraw after having specified the information with its conveyed information, remove the conveyed information from the information flow. After which the information flow still remains (without specified conveyed information). So by means of a trick we could end up with an information flow without conveyed information, but it really feels like bending the rules (and it probably is).

The conclusion was to use dependencies in the ebIX® models and the UMM2 profile was updated using dependency instead of InformationFlow for the initFlow and reflow.
6 New modelling features

The item was postponed.
7 Proposal for updated and simplified ebIX® Methodology 
The item was postponed.

8 Publish, distribute and make national customisations of the ebIX® models

The item was postponed.

9 Status ebIX® Transformation tool 

Kees had distributed a first draft of a transformation tool manual that was reviewed and commented. The review was done together with a demonstration of the tool. The tool worked for the Measure documents, but not for the CuS documents, the reason being errors in the OCL statements, e.g.:
· The names of the OCL constraints should be removed.
· Constraint element must be added for each constraint, e.g. the OCL statements are specified in the <<MA>>, but the constraint element is the MP_Event, Energy_Document, Energy_Context, etc.
· This also means that the “self” points to the MP_Event and among others the following should be corrected:
· inv: self.Payload.Occurrence->size()=1, should be 

inv: self.Payload.StartOfOccurrence->size()=1 and
inv: self.Payload.EndOfOccurrence->size()=1
· inv: self.Attached…. should be inv: self.Header… (for all occurences)
· The order of the BBIEs and associations within a class should be verified, i.e. having the BBIEs before the associations.
· Addition of a <<represents>> dependency from the <<InformationEnvelope>> to the <<BusinessEntity>>. This will assure a link between the Business Requirements View and the Business Information View
I was noted we need documentation on how to download Eclipse and the scripts need to run the transformation tool.
During this item it was discussed how we can model and implement a generic “UNSM like” <<MA>>, associated with a series of instantiated <<MA>>s. This generic <<MA>> may be used for the actual data exchange, while the instantiated <<MA>>s may be used for verification of the xml files at the sender/receiver side. The discussion will be continued at the next ETC meeting.

Homework:
· Ove will update the CuS OCL statements in the Business Information View.
10 ebIX® web site

The item was postponed.

11 If time items (candidates for items, but only if proposals for discussion are available)

No time.
12 Next meeting(s), including start and end time.
· November Monday and Tuesday 1st and 2nd, in Netherlands (before next ebIX® Forum meeting)
· Harmonised “change log” layout in ebIX® documents
· Discussion: How to model and implement a generic “UNSM like” <<MA>>, associated with a series of instantiated <<MA>>s.
· December Wednesday and Thursday 8th and 9th, Denmark

13 AOB

13.1 Report from UN/CEFACT Forum
Kees reported from the latest UN/CEFACT Forum in Geneva:
· All the ebIX® comments to UMM2 and UPCC was gone through and most are agreed or handled in other ways, some discussed items: 

· Tagged values in stereotypes are normally of string type, but TMG (UN/CEFACT Technique and Methodology Group) will add a sentence that it also may be specified as an enumeration.
· There are some inconsistencies between NDR (UN/CEFACT XML Naming Design Rules) and UPCC (UN/CEFACT UML Profile for Core Components) that are handled by TMG.

· ATG agreed that a UML class with its property (e.g. attributes) and constraint expressing a choice (e.g. between price or quantity) is expressed as an XML choice. Mark Crawford promised to document this in NDR or optionally in CCTS (UN/CEFCAT Core Components Technical Specification). 
· According to NDR, constraints can be structured or unstructured. Structured constraints are specified as a usage rule, as annotations in XML. The ebIX® OCL constraints, which are meant for the generation of the XML schemas, will not fit into this rule, since there are no use of these annotations after they have been used for the generation of the XML schemas. 

· The multiple <<CON>> and <<SUP>> stereotypes, where only the definitions differ, have been removed.

· TMG will mention in UMM2 the usage of “assembled code lists” and the relation to “subset code lists”. 

· TMG will recommend using only one Responding Information Pin in the Business transactions. In case there can be both a positive and a negative response, a choice will be made as two possible <<MA>> under the <<InformationEnvelope>> instead.

· Kees presented the ebIX® work for TBG1 (Trade and Business Group, 1 Supply chain):
· TBG1 was very interested in our modelling and especially the usage of OCL constraints and the “generic documents”, which may be compared to old EDICACT UNSMs.
· When submitting the ebIX® CCs they should be submitted to both TBG1 and TBG17 (Trade and Business Group, 17 CC harmonisation)
Appendix A The tasks of the General ETC and the ETC Modelling expert group
	Task
	Group
	Priority
	Planned

	Maintain the ebIX® technical documents:

· ebIX® Modelling Methodology (Draft for v2.0A)

· ebIX® Modelling Methodology (Draft for v2.1A)

· Evaluate if a paragraph related to OO modelling is needed when the first complete ebIX® UMM compliant model is available.
· National customisation using the Business realisation View
· ebIX® common rules and recommendations (v1r1D)

· ebIX® Recommendations for acknowledgement and error handling (v1r0C)

· ebIX® Recommended identification schemes for the European energy industry (v1r1D)
	General ETC
	Urgent

To be done

When need

To be done

When need
	Q1 2009

Q2 2009

	Maintain ebIX profile for MagicDraw, including:

· Core Components

· Code lists

· Templates, etc.
	ETC Modelling expert group
	
	Q2 2009

(after EMD and CuS RSM)

	Participation/representation in the ETSO, EFET and ebIX® Harmonisation group

· Maintaining harmonised role model

· Core Components 

· Information exchange between participation organisations
	Participants from General ETC
	
	

	Participation in:

· UN/CEFACT 

· TBG1

· TMG

· ETSO/TF-EDI

· IEC/TC57/WG16
	Participant(s) from ETC Modelling expert group
	
	

	Input of information for the ebIX® web site 
	General ETC
	Urgent
	

	Organise implementation support, such as:

· ebIX® course

· Implementation support for participating countries, such as inserting/updating codes.
	General ETC
	When need
	

	Supporting ebIX® projects, i.e.:

· Develop and maintain the UMM Business Choreography View and Business Information View from the CuS and EMD working groups.

· Develop and maintain XML schemas based on the Business Information View from the CuS and EMD working groups

· Integration of the ebIX® model for acknowledgement and error handling into ebIX® models (UMM compliant)

· Maintain ebIX® Domain model
	ETC Modelling expert group
	Urgent


	Q1 2009

	Maintaining EMD and CuS models when standards of relevance are updated, i.e.:

· UMM

· NDR

· CCL (and CCTS)

· UPCC

· Harmonised European role model 
	ETC Modelling expert group
	When need
	

	Follow up on request to UPCC project:

· Proposal for addition of the property Status to the CodelistEntry stereotype.
	ETC Modelling expert group
	Continuous follow up 
	


Appendix B Participants in ETC

	Name
	Company
	Telephone
	Mobile
	E-mail

	Alexander Pisters (vice convenor)
	E WIE EINFACH Strom & Gas GmbH
	+49 234 515-2442
	+49 162 257 5428
	Alexander.Pisters@rwe.com 

	Christian Odgaard
	Energinet.dk
	+45 76 22 44 63
	+45 23 33 85 55
	cco@energinet.dk 

	Christian Le
	Statnett
	
	+47 404 53 744
	christian.le@statnett.no

	Jan Owe
	SvK
	
	+46 705 396 930
	Jan.Owe@svk.se

	Jon-Egil Nordvik
	Statnett
	+47 22 52 70 00
	+47 975 36 303
	jon-egil.nordvik@statnett.no 

	Kees Sparreboom
	TenneT
	
	+31 622 66 7911
	kees.sparreboom@capgemini.com

	Koen Reynvoet
	UMIX
	
	+32 478 340 695
	Koen.Reynvoet@umix.info 

	Lucy Sarkisian (Convenor)
	TenneT
	
	+31 613 643 092
	l.sarkisian@tennet.org

	Norbert Suter
	swissgrid
	
	+41 792 015 632
	Norbert.Suter@swissgrid.ch 

	Ove Nesvik (Secretary)
	EdiSys
	+47 22 42 13 80
	+47 928 22 908
	ove.nesvik@edisys.no

	
	
	
	
	

	For information: 
	
	
	
	

	Adrian Fuchs
	swissgrid
	
	
	Adrian.Fuchs@swissgrid.ch 

	Cynthia Bonne
	Eandis/ UMIX
	
	
	cynthia.bonne@eandis.be

	Rudolf Baumann
	swissgrid
	
	
	Rudolf.Baumann@swissgrid.ch 

	
	
	
	
	

	Observers: 
	
	
	
	

	Carsten Brass 
	EDNA
	+49 241/9671 194
	
	Carsten.Brass@kisters.de 

	Daniele Bui 
	EDF Distribution
	
	
	daniele.bui@distribution.edf.fr

	Heli Anttila
	Fingrid
	
	
	heli.anttila@fingrid.fi

	Juraj Horvat 
	VSE Kosice
	
	
	horvat_juraj@vse.sk

	Lembit Sünt
	Estonian Energy
	
	
	lembit.sunt@energia.ee 

	Radoslav Haluska
	VSE Kosice
	
	
	Radoslav.Haluska@rwe.com

	Riina Heinimäki
	Finish energy
	
	
	riina.heinimaki@energia.fi 

	Sylvie Mallet
	EDF R&D
	
	
	Sylvie.Mallet@edf.fr 

	Terje Nilsen
	Nord Pool
	+47 67 52 80 44
	+47 930 34 100
	terje.nilsen@nordpool.com 

	Tor Åge Halvorsen
	Nord Pool
	
	
	tor.halvorsen@nordpool.com

	Willem Strabbing
	KEMA
	
	
	Willem.Strabbing@kema.com


Appendix C National Norwegian codes for the ebIX® code list
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