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Minutes ETC meeting, February 22nd and 23rd, 2006
Date:
Wednesday February 22nd 
and Thursday February 23rd, 2006
Time:
09:00 - 18:00
9:00 - 16:00 (?)
Meeting place:
EdiSys, Oslo, Norway
Participants:
Christian Odgaard, Energinet.dk, DK
Hugo Dekeyser, UMIX, BE
Jan Owe, SvK, SE (Thursday)
Jon-Egil Nordvik (Convenor), Statnett, NO
Kees Sparreboom, TenneT, NL
Lucy Sarkisian, TenneT/EBO, NL
Ove Nesvik (Secretary), EdiSys, NO 
Attachment:
None

1) Approval of agenda

Approved with the following additions:
· EMDR, See 15), AOB
· Discussions between Hugo and MagicDraw on technical issues, See 15), AOB
· CuS asks ETC to making an agenda item for a discussion related to “Control Area”, “Balance Group Number“, “Sub-Balance Group Number”,  “Subgroup Number” within Germany (Carl Major), 
Postponed to next meeting
2) Minutes from previous meeting
Approved
3) ebIX architecture

Hugo had spent time on investigating how to structure the ebIX components in MagicDraw 10.5. He showed some examples on how the ebIX architecture can look like:

· Defining code lists as a hierarchy of classes.
· Picking codes from the code lists into Enumeration classes used in business documents.
· Showing business document as one root class.
· Making a structure of roles, e.g. Metering point administrator being a specialisation of a Structuring role.
· Connecting the roles to business processes defined as classes with operations.
· Making Activity diagrams defining the processes, always starting with a “signal receipt” and ending with a “signal sending”.
· In the Sequence diagrams the message names may be picked from the operations defined in the business processes and given parameters as needed (synchronous alternative)…

· …or picked from a list with classifiers (asynchronous alternative)

Hugo had also made an example of a state diagram showing the states a MP can have e.g. active and inactive. Kees added that a state diagram may be used as a description of an “active class”, e.g. a state diagram may be used to show the states of the class MP.

Kees has contacted Christian Huemer (AT) Jos Warmer (NL) and Robert de Boer (NL) as possible candidates for external UML experts which can review the ebIX methodology and advice us in how to use UML. Kees had also made a presentation which was distributed to ETC and the UML experts before the meeting. For the time being Kees has received positive, but preliminary, response from Christian Huemer and Robert de Boer. 
Kees had also made a “Trial Model Business Process based on Services” which was discussed. The class “Request Change Role MP” below is intended to be an “active class”, showing states of the MP. Hugo promised to look into the usage of such classes before the next meeting.
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Homework:

· Hugo will look into the usage of “active classes”.
4) BRS (Business Requirements Specification) for a subset of one of the ebIX models to UN/CEFACT

It was discussed if we have defined any processes in way that it is mature enough to be submitted to UN/CEFACT for approval. For the CuS processes it is too early, because CuS are waiting for a decision from ETC for ebIX architecture. More or less the same is applicable for the EMD processes. In addition UN/CEFACT also is missing a complete example of a submission (i.e. a submission including BRS, RSM, CCs and up to the final message(s) in XML or EDIFACT syntax.) 
The best seems to await the discussions with an UML expert, see item 3), ebIX architecture above and a complete example of a submission to UN/CEFACT.

5) State diagram for MP (Hugo)

See item 3), ebIX architecture above.
6) ebIX CC registry
· QDTs
· Review of the Code lists

· ABIEs (Ove)
· Addition of UIDs (Unique identifications) to all CCs (Kees and Ove)
· Review of the reason for transaction codes (Kees)
The item was postponed until next meeting.

7) Update of the ebIX Domain model

The item was postponed until next meeting.

8) Review of the ebIX Methodology

The item was postponed until next meeting.

9) Request from the Nordic railway authorities for a model for train settlement
There is an ongoing project within UIC (International union of railways), which will make a model for a “Railway electricity settlement system” based on the ebIX Methodology. It was briefly discussed if it could be a good idea to crate a common project between ebIX and UIC for harmonisation of such a model. This has however not yet been discussed within the railway project and it is a bit early to anything from ETC. The item will be put on the next ETC agenda.
10) XML documents

· Verification of the usage of Complex types and attributes in the QDT xsd.

· Proposal for QDT xsd

The item was postponed until next meeting.

11) Mapping of Class diagrams from EMD and CuS to EDIFACT and XML?

· Proposal for mapping the EMD class diagrams (Kees)

· Proposal for mapping the CuS class diagrams (Hugo)
The item was postponed until next meeting.

12) Maintenance

A) DMRs from Sweden

Jan presented the Swedish DMRs:
	#
	Request
	Proposal
	EDIFACT
	Result

	1A
	Add a new code 
	E86 (or above)

Name: Incorrect value (rejection)
Definition: “The value is incorrect according to business rules”
	STS/9013
	Approved, with a strong recommendation to use ebIX principles (i.e. UTILTS/Err)
The code will be added to the ebIX CC registry
New code: E86

	1B
	Not issued codes proposed from EMD
	· Number of observations does not fit observation period/resolution 
	STS/9013
	Approved

The code will be added to the ebIX CC registry
New code: E87

	1C
	Not issued codes proposed from EMD
	· Invalid observation period 

· Invalid resolution 

· Invalid sign (remark: collected data have no sign)
	STS/9013
	Postponed 
The codes should be discussed and requested by EMD before added to the ebIX CC registry. 

	2
	Add a new code 
	E87 (or above)

Name: “Planning“ 

Definition: “The transaction is to be used for planning”
	STS/9013
	Moved
The code should be discussed and approved by EMD before added to the ebIX CC registry.

	3
	Add a UN/EDIFACT-code to ebIX-documentation
	597, “Registration date”
	DTM/2005
	Approved 
The code will be added to the ebIX CC registry

	4
	Add a new code
	E69 (or above)

Name: “Request to Imbalance settlement responsible for settlement information”

Definition: “Request settlement information. Responsible role: Imbalance settlement responsible”
	BGM/1001
	Moved 
Jan will send the request to Jon-Egil (as the NORDEL representative in TF-14) asking him to ask for the code in ETSO/TF-14. 

	5
	Add a new code
	E23 (or above)

Name: “Number of objects”

Definition: “ The characteristic identifies number of objects (metering points)”
	CCI/7037
	Rejected
The code will only be used in Sweden and Sweden should use a national code (i.e. preferably in QTY or alternatively in CCI/CAV).

	6
	Add a UN/Recommendation 20-code to ebIX-documentation
	P1

Name: “Percent”

Definition: 
	QTY/6411
	Rejected
ETC advices Sweden to use PCD and two repetitions of SEQ.

	7A
	Add a Ediel-code to Type of characteristic
	Z17

Name: “Customer status”

Definition: 
	CCI/6313
	Rejected
This is a new area, i.e. “customer information” currently not modelled by ebIX. Sweden must use a national solution for the time being. 

	7B
	Add a Ediel-code to Customer status
	Z41

Name: “Death”

Definition: 
	CAV/7111
	Rejected
Se above.


B) ebIX Recommendations for acknowledgement and error handling: 
· In appendix A1 and A2 (Acknowledgement of receipt and Syntax error report) is data element 0026 used in the UCI segment, without being a part of the UCI segment. 
Homework:

· Ove will correct and publish. 
C) Comments to ebIX Common rules and recommendations, see Appendix C
The item was postponed until next meeting.

D) Review of DMR from EDIG@S

A DMR from EDIG@S was briefly reviewed. ETC had no comments except that an accompanying model was missing.
E) Review of DMR related to UTILMD (from CEN/TCG)

Two DMRs, requesting changes to UTILTS was reviewed. There were no comments to the change (addition of two TRS segments in UTILMD). However ETC agreed on a comment sent from Ove:  

“I'm missing a model connected to the DMRs, so I'm not fully aware of the context they will use it within. But, does really the text "Transport routing information consists of administrative and technical long validity data describing all transport route and their characteristics" comply with "utilities master data"? It sounds more like it should have been a transport message to me. Could the context in the future bring conflicts with the current use for Metering points, Transformers, Pumps and other Utilities master data?”

13) Information

Report from other meeting(s) with interest (TF-14, CuS, EMD, ebIX, UN/CEFACT, IEC/TC57/WG16 etc)
Nothing reported.
14) Next meeting(s)

· April 4th and 5th 2006, the Netherlands
· May 8 – 9 Belgium (?)
Items for next meeting:
· Review of addressing principles in ebIX Recommended Identification schemes and ebIX Common rules and recommendations. 

15) AOB

A) Discussions between Hugo and MagicDraw on technical issues

The concept of concurrent lifeline is not supported in UML 2.0 and it is no longer possible to draw it in MagicDraw 10.5 version.  Instead we may use combined fragments. Hugo showed how this could be done, defining regions of a sequence diagram with different guard conditions, e.g. defining one region for positive answer and another for negative answer.
B) EMDR

An EMDR project plan made by Erik Hartwell was reviewed and a few comments were made. 
Kees presented an overview of the differences between messages from ETSO and ebIX. There are some differences, but not more than it should be possible to agree on a compromise. ETC sees it important not to restrict the modelling (class diagrams) because of limitations in the EDIFACT messages. If the agreed model differs from the EDIFACT structure, we will change the EDIFACT structure or make exceptions in the mapping and not in the model. 
ETC will ask ETSO/TF-14 (on the next ETSO/EFET/ebIX harmonisation meeting) for clarifications related to:

· Detailed explanation and descriptions on the different types of codes used by TF-14.
· Structuring of the “header information” in a business document.

· Structuring of the “time series header” (the identification and nature of the time series).
· Do we see an advantage in splitting the ebIX “reason” into more detailed codes as it seems TF-14 does?
Homework:

· Ove will distribute the project plan with the ETC comments to the ETSO, EFET and ebIX harmonisation group. 

Appendix A Participants in ETC

	Name
	Company
	Telephone
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	E-mail
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	Christian Odgaard
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	+45 76 22 44 63
	+45 23 33 85 55
	cco@energinet.dk 

	Hans Montelius
	SvK
	+46 8 410 802 82
	
	Hans.Montelius@svk.se 

	Hugo Dekeyser
	Umix
	+32 2 518 65 87
	+32 4 77 5580 03
	hugo.dekeyser@electrabel.be 

	Jon-Egil Nordvik (Convenor)
	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

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

	Matti Vasara
	Fingrid
	
	+358 405 19 5017
	Matti.Vasara@fingrid.fi 

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

	Adrian Fuchs
	Etrans
	+41 58 580 2111
	
	Adrian.Fuchs@etrans.ch

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


Appendix B Work items for ETC

· Implement the ebIX architecture, including:

· Review of the ebIX Domain model

· Defining ebIX CCs

· Review of the ebIX code lists

· Creation of ebIX EDIFACT documents (EMD and CuS)

· Creation of ebIX XML-documents

· Restructuring of UTILTS and UTILMD

· Review of the ebIX Methodology

Appendix C Comments to ebIX Common rules and recommendations

Comments from Sweden (Jan Owe):

1.3
Current text: "... it is recommended that there be some form ..." Should be changed to: "... it is recommended that there is some form ..."

1.5
"The document will" is no good term related to the continuation. Each bullet should be read as a continuation of "The document will", but it won’t work.

(4.2
A day doesn’t necessarily start at 00:00 in Sweden. In summer time we change supplier at 01:00).

5.8
Chapter 1.1.1 should be changed to 5.8.1 and 1.1.2 to 5.8.2.

7.2, bullet 4: Current text "information a BPI's shall be used". Since there is only one BPI it should be changed to "... a BPI shall ...".

8.2.
What about SMTP exchanges? Is it within ebIX possible to send more than one files in one SMTP-exchange? I don’t know anywhere this is allowed.

Since chapter 8.1 should be removed within a year or so (?) there may be text from this chapter that should be moved to 8.2, such as the part with only one file.

On the other hand, maybe the limitation about "extra characters" (CRLF) from 8.1 should be removed since we in the SMTP world may use both XML and EDIFACT-messages with CRLF (allowed with UNOC, see appendix A.3).  However I don't think we in Sweden will allowe CRLF in EDIFACT-messages even if we from next autumn will change to "UNOC:3".

A.2.
Where is "TG" explained? IG is not explained either, but I believe most people understand this term. 
A.3
Under "UNOC" the "separation characters from UNOA (see B.1 - UNA)" is referenced. The text related to "separation characters" under UNOB should later, when "UNOB" is removed, be moved to B.1. The term "separation characters" is not a part of B.1.
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