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Minutes from ETC meeting, October 17th and 18th, 2007
Date:
Wednesday October 17th and Thursday October 18th, 2007
Time:
09:00 - 18:00 and 9:00 - 18:00
Place:
E.ON Energie AG, Hannover
Participants:
Alexander Pisters, RWE, DE
Christoph Ruffing, swissgrid, CH
Filip Drijkoningen, Interelectra/UMIX, BE 

Kees Sparreboom, TenneT, NL
Lucy Sarkisian (Chairwoman), TenneT/EBO, NL
Ove Nesvik (Secretary), EdiSys, NO
Attachment:
ETC presentation for Vendor group meeting and ebIX Forum
1) Approval of agenda

The agenda was approved with the following additions:
· Code list for Document codes from Kees, see item 5)
· Modelling, see item 5):

· Alternative to instantiations (Ove)

· Business areas, Business processes, Collaborations, Transactions… (Kees)

· What are we going to do in UN/CEFACT
2) Minutes from previous meetings

The minutes from the previous meeting were approved with the comment that the report from day two shows more finalised results than what really was presented, i.e. the statements in the minutes are more uncertain than can be read out of the minutes. 
3) Preparations for next ebIX Forum meeting

A status report for the ebIX Forum was reviewed and updated. Filip stressed the need for better planning of next year activities and verification afterwards. 
Also the ETC budget was gone through and slightly modified.
4) Request from CuS

Proposed rules and questions from the latest CuS meeting:

· Switch dates should be given as whole days without time, e.g. 20070713. The rule for dates should follow the rule ebIX has agreed with ETSO for periods, i.e. start date/time is inclusive and end date/time is exclusive. This means that when a switch is done 13th of July (end date = start date) the old supplier will supply until the end of July 12th and the new supplier will start supplying from the beginning of July 13th. This also means that when receiving a single end date for the 13th of July the supplier will supply until the end of July 12th.

Comment from Sweden:

In the request from CuS we in ETC are asked if switch dates should be given as whole days without time or not. In Sweden we for change of electricity supplier always change at midnight CET, i.e. UTC+1. That is regardless of winter- or summertime. In Sweden we for change of gas supplier always change at 06:00 local time. Because of that we in our gas messages need to change the hour specified in our change-of-supplier-messages when passing the switch to/from daylight saving time.

We don't see any problem of removing the time from the messages. For electricity "00:00" would simply be removed and for gas it will be easier making the message without having to check if the date specified is after or before the change from/to summer time / winter time. However, since the time - according to the suggestion - will be removed from the messages we must specify the (national) rules of when a Change-of-supplier occurs in (national) guidelines.

So we approve the suggestion of not sending the hours when not needed, but keeping in mind the special rules for gas.
From the following discussion:
· For special purposes the timestamp is needed, e.g. when changing meters.

· A consequence is that we need double sets of CCs. i.e. one set with hours and minutes and one set without. 
Action: ETC approves the suggestion and the document ebIX common rules and recommendations was updated. 
· A general ebIX rule should be to avoid the time part (only using the date part) when not needed.

Action: Also approved and added to the ebIX common rules and recommendations. 
· A question: Why do we have different message types (Message names) for acknowledgement of acceptance and model error report (312 and 313), and in addition a status code telling the same, while we for the answering message 414 uses only the status code to approve/reject?
Answer: The 414 is a responding business document and can be positive or negative. It is equivalent to the acknowledgement of acceptance (312). In addition we have the Processability error report (ERR), which is equivalent to the Model error report (313).
· Will the ebIX XML schemas differ between ebXML and Web-Services implementations? It will probably be some differences in the header part of the messages, i.e. when using Web services the need for routing information is less.
Action: Partly answered above and no extra information available.
Homework:
Ove will update the ebIX web site with the updated “ebIX common rules and recommendations” document.
5) ebIX CC/BIE registry/repository
Document type codes:

Kees had distributed a code list for Document type codes for review. During the review the code lists were slightly modified, including the naming of stereotypes and tags. 

The following comments to the code list from Sweden (Jan Owe) were received:

1) A common "resp role" in the first list is "Z05", but that code is not described in "ebIX_3035", why isn't the "resp.role"="MDR"?
Answer: This is an update problem (bug in MagicDraw), i.e. Z05 will be changed to MDR
2) Another common "resp. role" is "Z02", and is not described in "ebIX_3035", why isn't the "resp.role"="MAD"?
Answer: This is also an update problem, i.e. Z02 will be changed to MAD
3) Are the codes "N01", "N02", "N03" used in Norway and/or the Netherlands? Or where comes the "N" from? (We have "S01-06" in Sweden, for instance S05 used for aggregated values for settlement sent from Balance Responsible to Balance Supplier used in their settlement process.)
Answer: Used in the NorNed project.
4) I notice that the "desc" in DocNames_ebIX is not the same as in "ebIX_1001". This is probably OK, but maybe a risk of confusion.
Answer: The ebIX_1001 is the complete ebIX code list for document names, including historic codes that have been deleted (maintained for consistency reasons). The DocNames_ebIX is the actual used subset of ebIX_1001. The description should however be the same and will be updated. 
5) What is the extract of codes in the DocNames_ebIX based on? Present usage? We intend to use E73 and E74. And in Norway they are using E26 that I don't find in this list.
Answer: These codes will be added to DocNames_ebIX.
Kees also showed the latest MagicDraw version of the ebIX Code lists. The principles are ok and a few code lists have been verified, e.g. Business documents. When the rest of the code lists have been verified the list can be distributed to the national ebIX groups for verification. However Kees will need some more time to finalise this.
A proposal for a new UMM concept; “Context information”

Kees has made a BRS for acknowledgement and error handling, which was briefly reviewed on the previous ETC meeting. The BRS was also briefly discussed on the common meeting with UN/CEFCAT/TMG, where it was mentioned that error and acknowledgement messages are implicitly defined as tagged values in the Business Transaction activities, i.e. Time to acknowledge receipt, Time to acknowledge processing etc. The acknowledgement processes can be defined as normal processes.

Kees presented some challenges related to the acknowledgement and error handling, i.e. how to incorporate acknowledgement and error handling in the activity diagrams in our models? A suggestion is to call a generic acknowledgement and error handling sub-process from all activities receiving a business document. However, this requires transfer of parameters (failure, success etc.) form the sub-process. This in turn caused a longer discussion related to reuse of transaction patterns, without having to make separate activity diagrams for each lower level activity. The question is if it is possible to transfer the information needed via parameters or “context information” to/from the generic transactions patterns instead of making separate activity diagrams for each lower level activity. The idea seems attractive, but a way of implementing it is still to be found.
Christoff promised to make an example on how the concept of “context information” can look like.
Alternative to instantiations (A proposal for a new UML concept; “Restrictions”)
Also under this item Ove presented a proposal for making a change request to OMG for adding a new concept to UML, i.e. the concept of “Restriction”. A class diagram describing the thoughts is shown below:
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Ove will try to investigate a bit further and estimate the efforts needed for making a change request to OMG and also make a document describing the concept. 
UML concept of “State”

Christoff noted that we, when the two topics discussed above have materialised a bit more, need to investigate if the UML concept of “States” should be taken into consideration.

ebIX CC registry
Kees presented the latest version of the CC Registry. The content of the registry is beginning to be filled, but some parts still needs updates, such as the code lists (see above) and the role model. In addition the CuS and EMD models have to be updated and included. 
Under this item Kees had a question related to the roles. So far we have added the roles from the Harmonised role model under the BRV with the stereotype <<BusinessPartnerType>>. The actor in real life gets the stereotype <<AuthorisedRole>> and is used in the Business choreography view.  In addition the stereotype <<BusinessPartner>> is available within UMM, but so far not used in ebIX models (to be used for actual partners, such as E.ON Netz. Kees asks everybody to read UMM and review the way this is done, i.e. if the roles from the role model should be stereotyped with <<BusinessPartnerType>> or <<AuthorisedRole>>.

Homework:
Everybody should read UMM and try to find out if the roles from the role model should be stereotyped with <<BusinessPartnerType>> or <<AuthorisedRole>>.
Business areas, Business processes, Collaborations, Transactions…
UMM have the concepts of Business areas and Process areas that may be orthogonal to each other. Below these we have Collaborations and Business transactions. The latter are the lowest level of a model and may be based on one of the 6 predefined Transaction patterns (e.g. Request/Response). The Collaborations may consist of one or more Transactions. 
In the UMM Foundation module we also have a sequence of views, such as the Business Requirements View (BRV), Business Choreography View (BCV) and Business Information View (BIV), all of which may have sub levels of views. How to structure the process levels (areas, collaborations, transactions…) and views was discussed without coming to a clear understanding of how to do it. 
We need class diagrams for the Business Requirements Specification (BRS) with business terms and without data types. And we need detailed class diagrams with data types, ABIES etc. for the Requirement Specification Mapping (RSM). The BRS class diagrams (not necessarily linked to other elements of the model) was proposed to be put in the BRV and the RSM class diagrams (the basis for syntax specific messages) shall be put in the BIV.

What are we going to do in UN/CEFACT

Due to lack of time the item was postponed.
6) ebIX XML schemas
Due to lack of time the item was postponed.
7) Homework for UN/CEFACT/TMG/UPCC

Due to lack of time the item was postponed.
8) Discuss possible ways of presentation EDIFACT mapping. 

Due to lack of time the item was postponed.
9) Information

No information provided.
10) Next meeting(s)

Tuesday December 18th and Wednesday December 19th in Brussels
11) AOB

No items
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Appendix B Work items for ETC

A) ebIX architecture for 
a. Final review of Code lists 

b. ebIX Core Components 

c. Publication of the above elements in a readable format (Word, PDF…)

B) Migration of EMD models to the new UMM structure
Homework: Kees will make a trial version of the EMD model including one UseCase and relevant supporting artefacts.
C) Migration of CuS models to the new UMM structure
Homework: Ove will make a trial version of the CuS model including one UseCase and relevant supporting artefacts.
D) Update of the ebIX Methodology

E) Update of the ebIX Domain model (currently under discussion within the ETSO, EFET and ebIX Harmonisation group).
ETC - ebIX Technical Committee

Page: 1
ETC - ebIX Technical Committee

Page: 3

