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Foreword

Suggest that identify that the latest version of the standing documents can be obtained from the ‘Necessary Documents for SC4…’ URL location.

Foreword

Last paragraph – Recommend delete the deprecation of the standing document.  No reason to deprecate document.  Deprecation should be SC4 resolution, not by issuance of another method.  WG10 has always stated that they are going to leave the current process for developing SC4 standards alone and provide an alternative method.

Forward

Probably need to add the SC4 Quality Manual

Introduction

Reiterate comments from Allison for grammar.

Introduction

Figure 1 comment – same as Allison.  Alternate suggestion to Allison is to include a section with acronyms (Allison makes this suggestion later).

Introduction

Figure 1 (and text calling out Figure 1) indicates that the ‘Modular STEP Architecture’ is going to replace the ‘Current STEP Architecture’.  This is not true, personnel can use either method for AP development.

Normative References

Same comments as Allison.  Without those changes, there is a lot of confusion.

Application Protocol Content

First paragraph, last sentence – Change, ‘each application protocol shall have published test cases’, to ‘each application protocol may have published test cases’.  Rationale:  In Bordeaux, SC4 determined that ATS and test cases are not required, but should be developed.

Figure 2

I believe that the Bibliography is not a lettered annex anymore.  I think it is a separate clause/section prior to the Index.

Figure 2

All required annexes should occur prior to the optional annexes.  It appears that some of the required annexes are after the optional annexes.  Re-order or make the later annexes optional.  

Figure 2

Technical discussions, Bibliography, and AP implementation and usage guide should be optional.

Clause 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, etc.

This should point to the current AP Guidelines document and not re-iterate the same contents.  Alternatively, this may need to be included in the current AP Guidelines document.  It appears that most of the information is a repeat of (or additional information to) the current guidelines document – should add the nominal change information to the AP Guidelines document.

Clause 4.5.1

The sentence states that this clause is an application module.  It appears that you have to have a module approved that is the scope of the AP prior to starting the AP approval process.  Is this what you mean?  OR do you mean that the clause has the same content and format as a module?  

If the answer is that a module has to be approved first, this is a problem.  If the AP review process indicates that there is a minor change to the AP, then there would be a change to approved module.  The module would have to go out for ballot and get approved prior to the AP going to the next stage.  Is this the intent?

Figure 3

Acronym problem again.  

Figure 3

I would put a block around the CR/IR area to identify in the diagram.

Figure 3

Are the dark blocks the modules – I think yes?  Need to have as a legend in the figure or something to explain to the uneducated personnel what pieces are modules, what pieces are IR/AIC, etc.

4.5.1
Does this section contain EXPRESS rules for the AP?

Does this section contain the mapping table for the AP?

This section should contain the contents of the module that is the AP.

4.5.1, 4.5.2
It appears that these sections need to be switched.  The industry terminology needs to appear prior to the data specification.  Rationale:  The data specification gives the mapping between the industry terminology and the IR/AIC/MIMs.  The industry terminology should appear first.

4.6
This should have a list of entities used.  Exclusions are nice, but the required entities are needed for implementers and developers.

Annex C

Also need object identifier for the AP schema long form and AP schema short form

Annex F

This annex should contain the EXPRESS.  URLs come and go.  A note could be identified of the location of the EXPRESS.

Annex F

Needs to normative.

General Question

Where is the EXPRESS for the short and long form?  The short form may be a few lines, but needs to identify what versions of documents/schema are used – configuration control.  Long form is needed to identify what is required (including the TCs that have are part of the modules) – configuration control.  This information needs to be normative in the document.

Summary

Big issues are:

1) The need for EXPRESS for long and short form.

2) The need to have the content of the AP module contained within the AP.  This should not be a separate document that has to be approved separately.

