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Minutes ETC meeting, December 18th and 19th, 2007
Date:
Tuesday December 18th and Wednesday December 19th in Brussels
Time:
09:00 - 18:00 and 9:00 - 16:00
Place:
InfraX, Brussels
Participants:
Alexander Pisters, RWE, DE
Christian Odgaard, Energinet.dk
Christoph Ruffing, swissgrid, CH
Filip Drijkoningen, Interelectra/UMIX, BE 

Kees Sparreboom, TenneT, NL
Ove Nesvik (Secretary), EdiSys, NO

Attachment:
None
1 Approval of agenda

The agenda was approved with addition of 
· Two questions from Denmark see item 13 AOB.

· Update of ebIX Web site, see item 13 AOB.
2 Minutes from previous meetings

The minuets where approved.
3 Identify and resolve matters arising for the latest ebIX Forum and ETC meetings
3.1 Planning of next year activities and verification afterwards (from latest ETC meeting)
In general ETC has been good at planning activities, but not good at following them up. A proposal is to make due dates for all our activities and review the action list every meeting. All items not handled at the first ETC meeting should be added to the action list (including a due date). 
It was agreed to try starting every meeting with a review of scheduled items for the coming meetings:

	Meeting
	
	Status

	January 30-31
(Denmark)
	· Review of Code lists published after the December 2007 meeting
· Review of available ebIX course material and decision on how to continue.

· Question from EMD related to EDIFACT mapping

· Review of CuS models with new UMM structure
· Review of ebIX CC/UMM profile - CCs 

· Review of questionnaire related to test facility and start on making a proposal for requirements.

· How to handle national extension in our models.

· ebIX XML schemas
· Homework for UN/CEFACT/TMG/UPCC
· Information on MDA (Model Driven Architecture)
	

	February 27-28, 

(Brussels)
	· Review of EMD models with new UMM structure
· Improve the ebIX course material to a draft level, suitable for testing in Belgium.
	

	April 15-16 (Tallinn)
	· Harmonisation of the ebIX Domain model with the  ETSO/EFET/ebIX Harmonisation group
	

	May 21-22 (Oslo)
	· Finalise the ebIX course material.
	

	Meeting 5, 2008
	· Develop a naming convention for XML/UML root classes
	

	Meeting 6, 2008
	· XML and EDIFACT for CuS and EMD documents
	

	Meeting 7, 2008
	· 
	

	Meeting 8, 2008
	· 
	


In addition the Work items for ETC 2008 in Appendix B was replaced with the one approved at the latest ebIX Forum meeting.

3.2 ebIX test facility (from latest ebIX Forum meeting)
ETC will make a document related to a new ebIX test facility, including comparison of existing test systems and a first proposal for requirements.
Currently there are implemented test facilities in:

· Belgium: Have today a system for certifying parties from UMIX. It is being investigated if a syntax check can be included in the VAN

· Denmark: Bilateral testing based on common test documents 

· Finland: Developing a new test facility
· Germany: Test facility from Kema (EDNA)

· Netherlands: Test facility from Kema 

· Norway:  Test facility from Statnett

· Sweden: Test facility from Statnett

· Switzerland: will probably use the Kema system as a service

It was agreed to start-up making a questionnaire and thereafter making a comparison between the available systems. On the next meeting a proposal for requirements will be made. 
	Question
	Answer

	Goal of the system (Certification, all time syntax verification, etc)?
	

	Detail of test 
	

	Syntax, content and/or context check?
	

	Are real data used when testing (predefined GS1 numbers, names, addresses etc.)?
	

	Test of single messages and/or whole processes?
	

	Are complete processes tested, i.e. is the test facility acting as the other parties in a scenario?
	

	Who (which roles) are using it?
	

	When is it used, e.g. once for each message/process (certification) or for all message exchange?
	

	Which messages/processes are supported (Change of supplier, settlement, reconciliation, etc)?
	

	Which syntaxes are supported (XML, EDIFACT)?
	

	How compliant is the system?
	

	With relevant national documentation (MIG)?
	

	With relevant ebIX documentation (MIG)?
	

	How are updates handled?
	

	Time for testing, i.e. how long will a party use per message/process?
	

	Cost for system or service and updates (how much for updating a message or process)?
	

	Other relevant information?
	


Homework:
The following ETC members will ask the following test facilities before next meeting: 

· Alexander will get answers from EDNA
· Christoph will get answers from Kema
· Filip will get answerers from UMIX
· Ove will get answers from Norway and Sweden (Statnett), and Finland

3.3 ebIX workshop structure (from latest ebIX Forum meeting)

ETC will make a framework and clarifications for the structure of an ebIX workshop in cooperation with Belgium and come up with proposals for persons to hold the work shops. 

· ETC will be responsible for making the content of such a presentation. 

· The presentation should be in English

· ETC should come-up with a proposal for how such a seminar could be financed.
The following content was proposed: 
1. Introduction

a. UML and UMM
b. ebIX Domain model 

c. UN/CEFACT Standards (CCTS, NDR, Harmonised CCs, …)

2. Modelling

a. UseCases

b. Sequence diagrams

c. Activities diagrams

d. Class diagrams

e. ebIX, EFET and ETSO Harmonised role model

f. UMM structure
3. ebIX models

a. EMD and EMVR

b. CuS and ebIX/Eurelectric

c. Acknowledgement and error handling

4. Syntax

a. Introduction to EDIFACT syntax

b. Maintenance procedures of UN/EDIFACT Standard Messages (UNSM)

c. Introduction to XML syntax

d. Translation from UML to XML

e. Translation from UML to EDIFACT

5. ebIX implementation rules

a. Identification schemes

b. Date, time, period rules

6. Market experience 

a. Examples from national models and/or countries that have implemented the ebIX framework

b. How to maintain national models and messages
c. Test systems and certification (examples from countries that have implemented such)
The course should go over two days and be designed for people responsible for defining, maintaining and/or implementing ebIX message exchange in the national energy market. 
There is 5.000€ available on the ebIX budget for 2008 for a course. ETC proposed using this budget for making the presentations needed for the course and that countries needing experts will have to hire and pay for the experts directly. 

Homework:
Ove will collect (merge) what he has got of presentations suited for the above course and distribute to ETC in due time before next meeting. 

3.4 ebIX participants in international standardisation bodies (IEC) (from latest ebIX Forum meeting)
ETC has to find participants to the international standardisation bodies (IEC TC57, WG 16), see item 6.3: What are we going to do in UN/CEFACT.
4 Training for UMIX

See 3.3 above.
5 ebIX CC/BIE registry/repository
Kees had distributed a complete code list as a Microsoft Word document and the document “Manual - BCSS ebIX Profile - used in UML ebIX Models - based on UMM”, which explains how to name and organise the code lists. The manual and the code list were reviewed. During the review Kees showed some concerns, i.e.:
· There are several annotations required by NDR for codes, enumerations, ABIES etc. There is however no clear place to put this information described in UMM or in the UN/CEFCAT profile for CCs. Kees sees a possibility either as tagged values or as documentation. However, using tagged values for all annotations will make the code lists unreadable (because of the place it needs) and if it’s put as documentation it will not be shown in diagrams from MagicDraw. For the time being we are skipping all optional annotations and put the rest as tagged values, which is OK for the code lists.
· If we take a subset of an external code (e.g. an ISO-code) we should use ebIX (260) as code list responsible. However using this principle might in worst cases result in duplicate codes. This must however be handled if the problem occur.

· ETSO are solving several possible problems by always making own ETSO-codes (Ann-codes) and never reuse external code lists. ETC will however not advise using this principle.
Homework:

Everybody should verify own national code lists, ebIX original code list and ebIX subset against national usage and report back to Kees before January 16th.
6 Modelling

6.1 New UMM concept; “Context information”
Is it possible to transfer needed information via parameters, or “context information”, to generic transactions patterns instead of making separate activity diagrams for each lower level activity?
Christoff had as homework from previous meeting prepared a presentation on how the concept of “context information” can look like, but without having found the final solution. The presentation caused a longer discussion related to how parameters should be transferred from generic transaction patterns (e.g. Request/confirm transaction pattern) via more specific transaction patterns (e.g. change roles connected to a MP) to detailed transaction patterns (e.g. change Balance supplier). Kees showed an example on how it could look like in MagicDraw, where activities representing generic transaction patterns are shown between <<Business choreography swim lanes>> and the activities are linked to the swim lanes by <<Flow>> dependencies. The question is how to transfer parameters to the generic transaction patterns (e.g. as tagged values). 
How to model acknowledgements where also discussed, but also this without any conclusion. 

Homework:
Christoph will circulate a proposal for the above questions within ETC before sending them to Christian. 
6.2 Stereotype for roles from the Harmonised role model 

The stereotype to use for the roles from the Harmonised role model under BRV (Business Requirements View) was questioned on the previous ETC meeting, i.e. should it be <<BusinessPartnerType>> (as we use today), or should it be changed to <<AuthorisedRole>>? As homework everybody were asked to read UMM and try to find out which role it should be. 
Ove had studied the UMM Foundation Module document and the UMM reorganisation proposal from Christian:

· Descriptions from UMM: 

· A business partner type is an organization type, an organizational unit type or a person type that participates in a business process. Business partner types typically provide input to and/or receive output from a business process. Due to the fact that a business partner type participates in a business process she or he has by default a vested interest in the business process. It follows that a business partner type is a special kind of stakeholder.
· An authorized role (e.g. a “buyer”) is a concept which is more generic than a business partner type (e.g. a “broker”) and allows the reuse of collaborations by mapping an AuthorizedRole to a business partner type within a given scenario. Since business collaboration use case and business transaction use case are defined as occurring between authorized roles, they might be reused by different business partner types (a “broker” or a “custodian”) in different scenarios of the same domain or even in different domains.
· In the UMM reorganisation proposal from Christian the <<BusinessPartnerType>> is used in BRV and <<AuthorisedRole>> is used in BCV (Business Choreography View), including the sub views Business Transaction View, Business Collaboration View and Collaboration Realization View.

This also fits to the way we have looked at roles in the project groups. For instance has CuS identified “Affected roles” as receivers of information within the structuring phase (should be stereotyped as authorized roles according to UMM), which according to the above descriptions can have dependencies, stereotyped as <<mapsTo>>, from several of the roles from the Harmonised role model, stereotyped as <<BusinessPartnerType>>. 
This draw up a discussion related to our role model and if maybe the roles of the role model should be something else than <<BusinessPartnerType>> or <<AuthorisedRole>>. However it was decided to ask Christian also about this (See UMM foundation module page 41, line 648 – 653.
Homework:
Christoph will also send the above question to ETC and Christian. 
6.3 What are we going to do in UN/CEFACT

There are some important UN/CEFACT groups where ETC should be more active. Kees proposes that at least two ETC members should follow each of the UN/CEFACT groups we see important.
As a special case it was mentioned that ebIX will have to follow the meetings in TBG17 when ebIX, IEC, ETSO or others submits CCs to TBG17 for harmonisation.

The following groups were identified and a first proposal for ETC member responsibility was made.

	Group
	Responsible ETC member

	UN/CEFACT
	

	ATG: NDR (XML Naming and Design Rules)
	Ove (with limited resource use)

	ATG: SBDH (Standard Business Document Header)
	Kees, Alexander,

	TMG: CCMA (CC Message Assembly)
	

	TMG: UMM
	Kees, Christoph

	TMG: UCM (UN/CEFACT Context Methodology)
	

	TMG: CCTS
	Ove (with limited resource use)

	TMG: UPCC (UML Profile for CCs)
	Ove, Filip and Christian

	TBG17: Actual CCs (ACCs, ABIEs….)
	

	ATG: NDR (XML Naming and Design Rules)
	Ove (with limited resource use)

	
	

	IEC
	

	TC57/WG16
	


For the next meeting everybody, including Lucy, Jon-Egil and Jan should review the above list and come back with the groups she/he wants to join. Ove will lookup contact information and internet addresses for the above mentioned groups and distribute to ETC.
Homework:
· Everybody should come back with the UN/CEFACT and/or IEC group she/he wants to join.
· Ove will find contact information and links to the above mentioned groups.
7 Migration to the new UMM structure
7.1 Making a structure for the next CuS model version 2.0

Kees showed the latest version of the EMD model, which among others raised the following questions:

· Which role to define in the Business Chorography View (BCV), the <<BusinessPartnerType>> or the <<AuthorisedRole>>, see also item 6.2.
· Which role should be linked to the UseCases in the BCV, the <<BusinessPartnerType>> or the <<AuthorisedRole>>.

· How to structure UseCases and related UseCase diagrams, activity diagrams, sequence diagrams etc. Should the diagrams be placed below the UseCase or on the same level as the UseCase? Christoph will aske Christian also this. 

· Should the “BRS Class diagram” (The first and simple class diagram made by business experts and without data types and formal CC names for the attributes) be put in the Business Requirements View (BRV) or the Business Information View (BIV)?

Homework:
· Christoph will add the questions above to the mail he will send to ETC and Christian. 
8 ebIX XML schemas
Due to lack of time the item was postponed.
9 Homework for UN/CEFACT/TMG/UPCC

On the UN/CEFACT/TMG and ebIX meeting October 27th ebIX promised to make a proposal for using UML 2.0 instantiation to customise ABIEs and send to the UN/CEFACT/TMG/UPCC project. 
Kees will come up with some UML examples from MagicDraw before next meeting. On the next meeting we will write the proposal based on the examples. 

Homework: 

Kees will come up with some UML examples on how to use UML 2.0 instantiation to customise ABIEs.
10 Discuss possible ways of presenting EDIFACT mapping. 

· Information on MDA (Model Driven Architecture)

· Question from EMD related to EDIFACT mapping
Due to lack of time the item was postponed.
11 Information

· Next ebIX Forum meeting (April 17th) and connected ETC (April 15th and 16th), Vendor group (April 16th) and a seminar for observers and other parties interested in ebIX (April 16th) will take place in Tallinn 
· A new ebIX Standard presentation is being developed and will be available early next year.
12 Next meeting(s)

January 30-31, Erritsoe (close to Fredericia)
February 27-28, Brussels

April 15-16, Tallinn

May 21-22, Oslo
13 AOB

Two questions from Denmark
A) Is it allowed to send a period where the from-date is equal to the to-date, such as 200712181100200712181100? 

Answer:  This is not allowed. ebIX and ETSO has agreed that a from-date shall be “inclusive” and a to-date shall be “exclusive”, see ebIX Common rules and recommendations, chapter 4.4.1. If the from-date is equal to the to-date the period will be negative. 
B) What is the recommended size of messages i.e. is it recommended to put 1 time series or one metering point as one message, or should several time series or metering points be joined? 
Answer: According to ebIX Common rules and recommendations there are no ebIX constraints on the size of interchanges. If there are limitations to communication systems used, this must be specified on a national basis.
Update of ebIX Web site
Christoph mentioned that he is missing in the list of ETC participants on the ebIX web site – Ove will update the member list.

Homework:
Ove will ask Hansjürgen (VDN) to update the member list.
Appendix A Participants in ETC

	Name
	Company
	Telephone
	Mobile
	E-mail

	Alexander Pisters
	RWE
	+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 

	Filip Drijkoningen
	Interelectra/UMIX
	+32 11 26 64 95 
	+32 4 9558 6471 
	filip.drijkoningen@interelectra.be 

	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

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

	Christoph Ruffing
	swissgrid
	+41 58 580 21 37
	+41 76 313 15 63
	christoph.ruffing@swissgrid.ch 

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

	Observers: 
	
	
	
	

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

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


Appendix B Work items for ETC 2008
· Finalising UML model for the European energy market based on UMM, including functional documentation in cooperation with UN/CEFACT

· Support migration of EMD, EMVR, ebIX/Eurelectric and CuS models to new UMM structure

· Update ebIX Methodology:

· in cooperation with EMD, EMVR and CuS

· including user guide on how to use ebIX UML models

· Architecture: 

· Final review of Code lists 

· ebIX Core Components 

· Publication of the above elements also in a readable format

· Develop a naming convention for XML/UML root classes 

· XML and EDIFACT for CuS and EMD documents

· Harmonisation of the ebIX Domain model with the  ETSO/EFET/ebIX Harmonisation group 
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