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ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A
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Attachment B Record Layouts for SNAP 

Attachment C CDMD-OA Validation Table Edit Checks

MINUTES

The meeting opened with Ms. Langlois conducting a brief overview of results from an informal OMMS NG meeting held 20 February 03 in Norfolk.  The meeting purpose was to review known ASI errors, review them against the ASI Code and assign error resolution to responsible parties.  The purpose of the subject meeting was to continue the ASI Error and Process review from the February meeting, and in addition to review CPAR Actions and emergent Configuration issues.  Currently OMMS-NG provides several text file reports as a result of ASI processing. 

ASI Processing/Reporting

Mr. Del Edwards provided meeting participants with the step-by-step Organizational Maintenance Management Subsystem-Next Generation (OMMS NG) ASI process rules using the OMMS NG ASI Process document (provided as Attachment A) as his template.  

The following is a list of output reports from ASI:  

ASIERRECS_(input file name).DAT - Records that had fatal errors and were not loaded.  The records are in ASI format.

ASI_ERRS_(input file name).TXT - List of errors, both data and system.

ASI_STAT_(input file name).TXT - Progress and statistics for the load process.

ASI_RPT_(input file name).TXT    – Upon successful completion is the  combination of  ASI_ERRS and ASI_STAT.

ASI_MMM_(input file name).TXT – Report for the 3M coordinator.

ASI_CDM_(input file name).TXT – Report for the CDM.

Errors specifically relating to CDM/configuration issues should be provided to the CDM (or other designated activity) while those relating to parts/supply should be provided directly to NAVICP-M for resolution.  The goal of this group is to take the ASI_CDM report and using the RAD product type of CDM ASI Error Report, distribute ASI errors to the responsible organization for resolution.  The last section of the ASI_CDM report contains the rejected records in ASI format.  Even though this is part of a text file report, we feel that we could devise an automated method for feeding these back into the system for resolution.  The group has overwhelmingly decided that it is in our best interest to not only ensure all responsible organizations receive the error reports, but to tackle the source of the errors.  This will be accomplished by synchronizing both OMMS-NG (MMBU) and CDMD-OA validation tables (i.e. if the element is one that is in the SCLSIS Tech Spec, the validation criteria should be the same across MMBU, CDMD-OA and ASI processing.) 

There appears to be no formal method for NSLC Mechanicsburg to notify organizations when changes have been made to the MMBU/Validation Tables.  Del Edwards indicated OMMS NG receives email notification of MMBU Validation Table changes, however CDMD-OA seems to be left out of the loop.  CDMD-OA usually reacts to problems/errors found as a result of mismatches between the allowed values in the two system Validation Tables.  It is recommended that this action item be part of the CPAR Agenda in July to discuss a feasible notification procedure between SPAWAR and NAVSEA for any Validation Table updates.

Del Edwards took the ASI Processing document and went through all of the areas of ASI processing, in the order they occur in OMMS-NG.  This allowed the group to ask questions and bring up issues.  When the guide was not clear, Del took an action to clarify it.  RIC Supersessions was one area of concern.  We stepped through the process of RIC Supersessions starting from the CDMD-OA link to NAVICP, what then takes place in CDMD-OA, what triggers are sent back to NAVICP and finally, what goes out on ASI.  The subject of timing had to be considered since the ASI will be different for a RIC Supersession if the ASI is built before the supply information resulting from R triggers is received from NAVICP rather than after.  The group stepped through both processes and found that when the ASI is built before the supply information is back from NAVICP, the expected result in the ship’s database is not achieved. The process is as follows:

Daily, CDMD-OA (Central only) reads the NAVICP ORACLE database and replicates RIC, CCF and MAMs data into CDMD-OA updating the RIC Nomenclature file.  OA then updates all configuration and alteration records with the superseding RIC, sets a flag resulting in an A1 or A2 ASI change record, generates place holder B and C information if the RIC Quantity goes from zero to greater than zero and sets the R2 trigger to go to NAVICP (this causes NAVICP to generate the appropriate D1-7, C, E records).  If the ASI is built before the NAVICP data is received, an ASI with the A1C or A2C, B1-7 (generated by CDMD-OA) and placeholder C1 records are produced.  OMMS-NG updates the configuration or alteration record with the superseding RIC, then adds the new B and C records.  If the ASI is built after the NAVICP data is received, the A1C or A2C, NAVICP D1-7, C1s, E1, etc are put on the ASI.  The D1-7 processes first in OMMS-NG and it updates the configuration or alteration record, changes the old RIC Repairable record (B) to the new RIC, adds the new RIC Parts (C1) data, etc.  The difference is that the old B information is changed, thus eliminating the old B data and the old C information is removed and replaced with the new C information.  The problem is when the first scenario happens orphan and E record information is left in the ship’s database as AT 6 (excess) with no tie back to the new APL.  Del Edwards took action to rework Subsection B to clarify the process and the error fallout associated with the CHKB.EC module. (AI 030603-01).  Del Edwards took action to add a section to the ASI Process CHKB.EC on Orphans.  Add to Section III, Processing Order, Number 19.  (AI 030603-02).

Ms. Langlois took an action to clarify and update the RIC Supercession area in the CDMD-OA Code Review document (AI 030603-03).

Meeting participants recommended that SEA 04L5 draft a directive from NAVSEA to the CDMs to take no action on ship unique records with Blank RINs that fall out as a result of a DBR cleanup.  Ms. Langlois stated that once Triple RIN is in place, TRIN deletes would go away during a DBR.

In Birch+ and Birch++, when a ship adds a configuration item without a RIC, the corresponding returned closed loop transaction would cause a Sybase error.  Additionally, the ship-generated record will not be found in OMMS-NG and if the record was a change, it will be added as a new record.  If it was a delete or terminate, the old record will remain in OMMS-NG.  Thus, the database will always contain the ship-generated record.  If the CDM sent a Change Record, there will be two records for that item.  The one the ship generated, and most likely has a job against it, and the one the CDMD-OA sent down as a change.  This is exactly the same problem that occurred in the past when the CDMD-OA did not send the JCN on a closed loop transaction.  In investigating methods to correct this problem, Mr. Edwards investigated whether the SDIF extract includes the JCN, and found that it does not, however, it does include the SHIPS RIN.  The only way to fix the out-of-synch condition between OMMS-NG and CDMD-OA is to wait until CDMD-OA processes SHIPS RINS and then use SDIF to reconcile.   OMMS-NG releases after Birch++ mandate that the ship put in a dummy RIC vice leaving it blank.  

Configuration Item Delete

If a ship wants to change a configuration item, the original is made into an inactive backup record and the new record goes to the review and approval process.  The record can then be rejected and will roll back to the original record.  There is a flaw in the Archive Program for Birch ++ (it may also be present in Birch+).  Archive deletes the backup record and you can’t get it back.  The record never went upline to the CDM so a DBR would show a mismatch between CDMD-OA and OMMS-NG.

When an A1D or A1T is received, the OMMS-NG asiload program marks the record inactive.  To the user it appears deleted.  Archive actually removes the record from the database. 

Work Center Discussion

Meeting participants had some questions on Work Center Responsible for Equipment (WCRE) transactions.  In a change environment the ASI program will never overwrite a valid WCRE with a blank WCRE submitted by a CDM.  

One of the Carrier CDMs stated that if a record comes in from the CDM with a blank or invalid WCRE, the program makes the record ‘Unassigned’ even though it had a valid work center loaded on the ship.  This creates an out of synch condition.  

For Add Transactions where the CDM sends a blank WCRE to the ship, the record goes to the ship as an ‘Unassigned Record’.  The ship must load a valid WCRE in the record to make it active.  ASI never deletes a secondary work center.  

Scenario:

Work Center on ship:  EE01

ASI Comes in with EE02 (WCRE) and EE03 (Compartment).

EE02-Becomes primary WCRE

EE01-Becomes secondary 

EE03-Becomes secondary

WCRE and WCRC will populate the OMMS NG WCRE field with both values. The WCRC value will be added in OMMS NG as a secondary WCRE.  A WCRE change will always update the primary WCRE field in OMMS.  The original primary WCRE is then moved to a secondary WCRE.  When the ship changes a primary WCRE, the change is sent up line. 

The Carrier CDMs (Kevin Cormier and John Collins) were assigned an action item to provide examples where the incoming blank and invalid work center transactions lock the configuration records in OMMS NG.  This issue was taken up with SPAWAR Fleet Support, as Mr. Edwards requested a few days after the meeting.  This may not be a CPAR action unless meeting participants are interested in the outcome.  The Carrier CDM will not be submitting examples for the upcoming meeting. 

Del Edwards to update the ASI Process Document to include Primary WCRE and Secondary Work Center updates.  (AI 030603-04)
Location Field Discussion

Mr. Edwards stated that there are issues with the location field in OMMS NG. Currently, A global change to location or work center will not be sent upline for all records impacted.  CY03 and WEBQ release of OMMS will fix this issue. 

In CY03 and WEBQ releases and follow, if the ship creates a new location, OMMS NG mandates the existence of an XCOMPARTMENT record.  If one does not already exist in the database, OMMS_NG will create it.  CDMD-OA currently has no edit check in place to ensure a non-blank location for each XCOMPARTMENT record.   P. Langlois has submitted Autosir 10637 to create an error in CDMD-OA for XCOMPARTMENT Records with blank locations.  Multiple XCOMPARTMENTS against one location are currently allowed but should not be allowed. P. Langlois will modify Autosir 10637 to include an error for this condition. (AI 030603-05).
Discussions of location lead to an explanation of how OMMS-NG parses the field.  If the incoming ASI location value fails any of the parsing rules, the location field is left blank in the ship’s database and the Compartment Name field is populated with the incoming value.  It was explained by Del Edwards that if the location field is blank, any products produced by OMMS-NG requiring location, i.e. SDIF, work candidates, will contain the value in the Compartment name field.  Del Edwards took an action to update the ASI Processing Guide with the location parsing rules (AI 030603-06).

Heather London stated that there are no edit checks in CDMD-OA for Location.  Ms. London took an action to draft an Autosir to provide a lookup table in CDMD-OA for compartment use for each ship (ship unique). (AI 030603-07)

John Collins took an action to contact CNAL to provide justification for loading multiple compartments with the same location.  (i.e. ships are breaking long passageways down into several compartments using EFD).  After meeting with CLAR, no justification will be provided.  This is no longer an action item.

P. Langlois and Bob Milburn took an action to write up some direction for a ‘heads up’ to CDMs when SPAWAR has an upcoming change (specifically those dealing with XCOMPARTMENT).  (AI 030603-08)

Bob Milburn and Jerry Brugger took action to modify the already established Change Proposal (CY04) to add the data requirements for the OMMS NG Program (lookup tables) to the SOF Report.  (AI 030603-09).   At best, the CY04 Change Proposal will be accomplished Jan/Feb 05 timeframe.

If a Configuration Record comes into OMMS NG, it must have a RIC to order parts against it.  If there is no value in the RIC field in the CDM’s database and it passes blocking validations and the DISI is an ‘A’ or ‘B’, CDMD-OA populates the ASI RIC with the value of  ‘XNOCFGRIC’.  There was a concern from the group that these records were not identified to the CDM.  Heather tested a record with a blank RIC and a DISI of A in CDMD-OA and found that the user gets a Warning Error.  All blank RIC records in CDMD-OA should have the DISI set to N.  

Parts (C1) LOAD C1.EC/LOAD C1D.EC

Meeting participants discussed problems with the C1 Records.  The key to the Repair Parts Table is RIC, Allowance Part Reference Number, CAGE Code and Item Name.  NIIN is not a key field for the repair parts table.  As a result there are several records with the same value (ex:  clothing with different sizes).  Since size is in the noun name and NIIN is not a key field, due to constraints in the database until Birch Release, only one size is loaded.  It is impossible to differentiate between the records.  If all of the records appear to be duplicates to OMMS NG, it will only load the first record.  By adding Noun Name to the criteria in the key fields a significant number of the records that fall out will be reduced.  NAVICP took action to look for records in the database (WSF-C) looking for duplicates on these data elements and get the Provisioners to clean up the data.  They will also look for duplicates in WSF-C based on the original three data elements and send a C record refresh for those UIC/RIC/NIINs.  It is recommended that a follow-on action be taken to do a C record refresh for all OMMS-NG ships, which cannot be done until everything is aligned and all ships are on OMMS-NG.  This is a long, drawn out action that needs to be revisited every six months to get status from NAVICP, the Fleet, MMBU updates to the fleet, etc.  R. Mitten-Rynard agreed to run QSCANR Level C File sweep looking at duplicates and forward the fall out to NAVICP Program Managers and Provisioners to work.  (AI 030603-10) 

NAVICP stated that ICP never sends out C1Cs.  A question was asked whether CDMD-OA sends out C1Cs for XMAMS.  Mr. Milburn stated that XMAMS only create “A” transaction codes for C Records.  Ms. Mitten-Rynard questioned whether C1Ds worked correctly in all versions of SNAP.  In the case of C1Ds for placeholders, CDMD-OA sends a delete record and OMMS NG could also delete the record causing a false error indication on the ASI Report since it has already been deleted out of the ship’s data.  This condition has no impact on the data integrity, only on the error report.

 Mr. Brugger took action to test C1D transactions in all versions of shipboard systems to ensure they delete the NIIN out of the COS File (AI 030603-11).  The record may still be resident in the SRF, which is acceptable because it may apply to other APLs.

Heather London took action to experiment with the spreadsheet created by the ASI Error report to allow for multiple sort capability, so that each activity could sort for their specific error actions (once saved as an Excel Spreadsheet).  (AI 030603-12)

Jerry Brugger took an action item to review the ASI code and ASI Error Reports, extract all the possible ASI errors, and organize them in tabular spreadsheet form.  This will be used at the CDM/ISEA CPAR meeting to review and assign resolution responsibility.  Heather agreed to send Jerry her spreadsheet to incorporate into his newly developed ASI Error Spreadsheet Report (AI 030603-13).

Del Edwards brought up an issue with OMMS NG.  He said that if a sailor makes a change and the record is in the review and approval process, and an ASI is run during that time that effects the same record, it will overwrite the changes that are in the review and approval process.  Because this may happen, it is important that ships know to clear all of their review and approvals prior to playing an ASI. 

Del Edwards also brought up that changes to Alteration RICs do not have the same logic as do changes to Config RICs.  When an Alteration RIC is changed and the RIC being changed is the last occurrence of that RIC, the cleanup of associated parts and stock records do not take place. Del Edwards to take an action item to submit TR to correct this. (AI 030603-14)

Bob Milburn took action to collectively talk to Surface Force TYCOMs about a CFFC message to establish a standard procedure for both TYCOMs to distribute ASI Error Reports. This is to clarify and make mandatory that ships upline ASI Error Reports.  This action will occur when RADWEB is fielded as it contains an upline product type of ASI Error Reports.   Bob Milburn took action to check with DETPAC to coordinate the RADWEB distribution process for uplining product type ‘ASI Error Report’  to all activities that are required to take corrective action.  Autosir 10678 allows for product type in RAD and is complete.  Additionally, Bob took action to check and report back on status of RADWEB 4.0.  (AI 030603-15)

Rusti Mitten-Rynard agreed to take action to (1) meet with the provisioning codes to address the overall project of MMBU tables, validating data, etc.;  (2) have the MMBU tables validated for accuracy; (3) build the MMBU values into QSCANR; (4) run QSCANR comparing MMBU values to what’s loaded in the WSF-C to get the Provisioners to correct the file (this may still result in MMBU changes)…do this regularly vice building the validations into E52; (5) do a C record refresh as stated above.  The last part is where we may have to “schedule” ships IAW the version of SNAP/OMMS-NG they are running (AI 030603-16).  
When reviewing some of the tables in CDMD-OA, it became clear to meeting participants that validation tables within OA differed between the Tech Spec, the CDMD website and the OA Application.  P. Langlois to compare them and report discrepancies (AI 030603-17). 

Process of H Records reporting Upline

The discussion of H Records both being reported upline in the CSMP and contained in an SDIF for the purpose of a database reconciliation is being tabled until it we know whether SPAWAR approves those changes for the next release – CY04.  This is important due to XMAMs use of the H1 record for recording validation results.

ASINO Record in MicroSNAP

SPAWAR programmer, Charles Blanchard, contacted both Bob Milburn and Peggy Langlois requesting help in modifying the ASINO record (ASI audit record) in CDMD-OA to ensure it always goes upline in the CSMP file.  He advised that the current process is not working for MICRO SNAP ships and he has put a work-around procedure in place to force the upline.  He is currently programming a windows version and wanted to come up with some way of getting the process to work.  

Bob Milburn and Peggy Langlois will continue to work with Mr. Blanchard.  Bob recommended a test of MicroSNAP to ensure that it processes records the way meeting participants thought it processed them (What is the order of record processing in each version of SNAP

Mr. Ellis submitted an issue to Del Edwards that ‘search and replace work center’ for configuration is not going upline.  Del indicated that it should (Aspen release it was added).  Mr. Ellis and John Collins took action to provide examples to Del that this process is not working.  (AI 030603-18)

Differences in the validation tables in CDMD-OA and OMMS-NG can cause a blank to be inserted in an OMMS NG field if the value is not on the MMBU Lookup Table, even though it appears correct in CDMD-OA.  Peggy Langlois took an action to compare these table differences and evaluate the impact in various releases of OMMS.  For fix/data recovery of lost data, NAVICP took action to perform a global fix by selecting APL + NIIN Combination out of WSF-C (ex:  all WSF records with “K” in SM&R field.) for all Birch ++ carriers starting with one from east coast.   This approach would send the ship this data via ASI however this corrective action can only be taken after the value is added to the OMMS lookup tables and ships have the update installed which is included with BIRCH ++ (AI 030603-19).  Kevin and Ben to provide the test ship.  NOTE:  Rusti sent an email to Gary Lichty requesting this be programmatically designed/tested 

The meeting wrapped up with discussion and resolution of CDM specific issues with CDMD-OA and OMMS NG interfaces.  Heather London brought up several ASI errors that are difficult for the CDM to understand and take action on. ‘CHKB – No Cfg (A) record for RIC:xxxxxxxx in the db or ASI, B record NOT LOADED’ is an example of this.  The tools for researching this and other ASI errors are the Record and Process Histories in CDMD-OA.  There are times when understanding what has taken place in OA is very difficult.  The team discussed the fact that complete B and C record history is necessary in order to identify times where NAVICP supply information is sent out on ASI without any associated configuration or alteration information.  Peggy Langlois to take an action item to submit an Autosir (AI 030603-20). 

Mr. Mark Anderton addressed the CPAR group with discussions on E-NTCSS.  It is a field product recently developed as a bridge to ERP.  It uses a WinTel Server vice UNIX, which allows for the removal of all obsolete UNIX Servers.  E-NTCSS is Unit only not Force.  The carrier program will still have issues with obsolete UNIX Servers.

The next CPAR meeting is scheduled for 8-10 July in Charleston at the CDM/ISEA Conference.

ACTION ITEM STATUS

	CDM/ISEA

Action Item Number
	Action Item

Number & Source
	Action Items
	POC
	Due Date

	991021-40



	CCB 013001-4 

CR 293
	SCWA in CDMD-OA-Recommend to add Builder data element to the Activity Record so that SCWA program uses same Builder to compare ships in same class


	Peggy Langlois
	Closed

	001026-08



	
	Program CDMD-OA to set the R9 trigger when ISC changes from E to G.  Approved but needs to be scheduled and prioritized.                                         
	Peggy Langlois
	When the ISC is set to “E”, the DISI should be set to “A”.  This will cause an R9 trigger to flow during ASI for TOB ships.  If not TOB, the RIN will not be considered for generation of R-trigger. If the ISC is changed to “G”, the DISI should be changed to “B” which may cause an R4/R6 trigger to flow if the RIC is first used or the quantity increases.

No AUTOSIR required; program working correctly.



	010410-13




	CCB 013001-37

DEC
	ISEAs through Data Element/Communications Committee need to visit and try to resolve the duplicate ISEA (third party) RIN Issue by defining the characteristics of this data element.  Possible Table for first two characters defining Third Party ORG of ISEA RIN.  Proposal to be developed for what requirements necessary for ISEA Third Party RIN.  This action should be coordinated with NSLC Pacific (Pam Smith who is lead on Triple RIN programming).


	Peggy Langlois
	Closed

Pam Smith states that ISEA RIN is actually stored in the database as Org UIC/RIN thus making duplicates impossible.

	010410-31




	CCB 013001-11

AUTOSIR 10377    
	Technical details of security at CFF level bug fix to be worked out-Ben Go.  BIW (Heather London) to provide examples to NSLC Pacific.
	Peggy Langlois
	Recent examples have been provided on a new critical Autosir

	010410-33



	CCB 013001-18
	Creation of B and C records in CDMD-OA through a direct link to WSF Level C Oracle Tables at NAVICP is approved as a concept.  (SRS to be developed).      
	Rusti Mitten-Rynard
	SRS submitted to NSLC Pacific 8/6/02

Programming scheduled for completion by November 03.

	010410-48




	CM-07
	SEA 04L5 agreed to take action to investigate the Carrier replication issue with NSLC DETPAC, and provide PMS 312 with status and estimated completion date for real-time replication from Carrier Newport News remote server to CDMD-OA central server.  PMS312 was contacted via e-mail and informed that the interim fix can be put into place until the replication program is complete.                   
	Bill Phelps
	Open

Provided information to Debra in Dec 02 following Team Leader meeting.  No Status Change.



	010410-61



	CCB 013001-41
	SUBLANT (Don Fisher) /SPAWAR to investigate whether the issue with erroneous Julian date in JCN field (80 vice 120 cc) is going to be resolved in RMAIS.  
	Jerry Brugger
	Open

Action has been reassigned to Jerry Brugger to investigate.



	010412-13



	DEC
	Add data elements to accommodate supplemental work centers.  Data Element Committee had recommended removal of WCRC data element.  CPAR stated that this data element is necessary.  When it goes to OMMS NG, it fills in as a supplementary Work Center.


	Peggy Langlois

Mr. Bob

Milburn
	

	011024-21



	CCB 013001-40

IT 

010410-43
	NSLC and SPAWAR to coordinate their mechanism for update and maintenance of Lookup Tables in OMMS NG (i.e. SEI, etc…) 

Pam Smith took action at the JUN 03 CPAR to see if there is a notification process in place and to send P. Langlois the CDMD-OA validation/Edit Check tables
	Pam Smith/CPAR
	Open

There is no notification process in place for CDMD-OA.  Sent Peggy CDMD-OA validation/Edit Check Tables 10 June.  Feasible Notification processes to be discussed at July 03 CPAR.

	020405-56



	
	Many activities have update capability in SEI management.  New NSLC role needs to be established in CDMD-OA/OMMS NG for Selected Equipment Identification (SEI) data element management.  Other activities should not have update capability for this field. Proposal to control the data element 

–New user role for person/activity

–Modify RAD so it would recognize SEI workfile

–Modify GUI so that CDMs could not change value

–Process incoming workfile transactions but strip off the SEI information.

–If workfile from ship only has change to SEI, then Non-agree and send appropriate value back to ship. 

–If workfile from ship has other changes, then SEI will be stripped off of the workfile.
	Pam Smith
	Autosir 10498 with attachment. Pam Smith to investigate to see if combined with SLR Release.

AutoSIR 10667 (SLR) and 10498 (SEI) Status: 

These two AutoSIRs are done and are being released together, at least for backend processes.  The release should occur sometime week of 9 June.  However, the CDMD-OA application has to be approved through NMCI.  The CD was sent to the test facility 6 June 03.  Release date for the CDMD-OA app (with SEI) could be anytime within the next 3 months.

	020405-57



	
	OMMS-NG will not accept a LSD Doc S/N nor LSD Doc Type Change. 
	
	Autosir 10576 has been posted.  This Autosir is on the CDMD-OA priority list  between MAMs ACH and B and C record programming.


NEW ACTION ITEMS

(Resulting from June 03 Meeting)

	CDM/ISEA

Action Item Number
	Action Item

Number & Source
	Action Items
	POC
	Due Date/Status

	030603-01
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Subsection B, Check B Record RICs against A and C Records of Section IV. Specific Rules and Program Modules were confusing to meeting participants. Rework Subsection B to clarify the process and the error fallout associated with the CHKB.EC module.
	Del Edwards
	

	030603-02


	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Action to add a section to the ASI Process CHKB.EC on Orphans.  Add Orphans to Section III Processing Order, Number 19
	Del Edwards
	

	030603-03


	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	RIC Supercessions-It is not clear what happens (i.e what triggers, what record types and what errors occur) when a RIC Supercession takes place.  Action to clarify/update the RIC Supercession section of the CDMD-OA Code Review document 


	Peggy Langlois
	

	030603-04


	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Action to update the ASI Process document to include Primary WCRE and Secondary Work Center updates.
	Del Edwards
	

	030603-05
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	In CY03 and WEBQ releases and follow, if the ship creates a new location, OMMS NG mandates the existence of an XCOMPARTMENT record.  If one does not already exist in the database, OMMS_NG will create it.  CDMD-OA currently has no edit check in place to ensure a non-blank location for each XCOMPARTMENT record.   P. Langlois has submitted Autosir 10637 to create an error in CDMD-OA for XCOMPARTMENT Records with blank locations.  Multiple XCOMPARTMENTS against one location are currently allowed but should not be allowed.  P. Langlois will modify Autosir 10637 to include an error for this condition. (AI 03060
	Peggy Langlois
	

	030603-06
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Discussions of location lead to an explanation of how OMMS-NG parses the field.  If incoming ASI location value fails any parsing rules, location field is left blank in ship’s database and Compartment Name field is populated with incoming value.  If location field is blank, any products produced by OMMS-NG requiring location, i.e. SDIF, work candidates, will contain  value in Compartment name field. Action to update ASI Processing Guide with location parsing rules.
	Del Edwards
	

	030603-07
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Action to draft an Autosir to provide a lookup table in CDMD-OA for compartment use for each ship (ship unique).
	Heather London
	

	030603-08
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Action to write up some direction for a ‘heads up’ to CDMs when SPAWAR has an upcoming change (specifically those dealing with XCOMPARTMENT).
	Peggy Langlois/Bob Milburn
	

	030603-09
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Action to modify the already established Change Proposal (CY04) to add the data requirements for the OMMS NG Program (lookup tables) to the SOF Report.


	Bob Milburn/Jerry Brugger
	

	030603-10
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	The key to Repair Parts Table is RIC, Allowance Part Reference Number, CAGE Code and Item Name.  NIIN is not a key field for repair parts table.  As a result there are several records with the same value (ex:  clothing with different sizes).  Since size is in the noun name and NIIN is not a key field, due to constraints in the database until Birch Release, only one size is loaded.  It is impossible to differentiate between the records.  If all the records appear to be duplicates to OMMS NG, it will only load the first record.  By adding Noun Name to the criteria in the key fields, a significant number of the record fallout was reduced.  NAVICP took action to look for records in the database (WSF-C) looking for duplicates on these data elements and get the Provisioners to clean up the data.  They will also look for duplicates in WSF-C based on the original three data elements and send a C record refresh for those UIC/RIC/NIINs.  It is recommended that a follow-on action be taken to do a C record refresh for all OMMS-NG ships, which cannot be done until everything is aligned and all ships are on OMMS-NG.  This is a long, drawn out action that needs to be revisited every six months to get status from NAVICP, the Fleet, MMBU updates to the fleet, etc.  R. Mitten-Rynard agreed to run QSCANR Level C File sweep looking at duplicates and forward the fall out to NAVICP Program Managers and Provisioners to work.  
	Rusti Mitten-Rynard
	

	030603-11
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Action to test C1D transactions in all versions of shipboard systems to ensure NIIN is deleted out of COS File.
	Jerry Brugger
	

	030603-12
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Action to experiment with the spreadsheet created by the ASI Error report to allow for multiple sort capability, so that each activity could sort for their specific error actions (once saved as an Excel Spreadsheet).
	Heather London
	

	030603-13
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Action item to review the ASI code and ASI Error Reports, extract all the possible ASI errors, and organize them in tabular spreadsheet form.  This will be used at the CDM/ISEA CPAR meeting to review and assign resolution responsibility.  Heather agreed to send Jerry her spreadsheet to incorporate into his newly developed ASI Error Spreadsheet Report
	Jerry Brugger/ Heather London
	

	030603-14
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Changes to Alteration RICs do not have same logic as changes to Config RICs.  When Alteration RIC is changed and RIC being changed is last occurrence of that RIC, cleanup of associated parts and stock records do not take place. Action to submit TR to correct this.
	Del Edwards
	

	030603-15
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Action to collectively talk to Surface Force TYCOMs about a CFFC message to establish a standard procedure for both TYCOMs to distribute ASI Error Reports. This is to clarify and make mandatory that ships upline ASI Error Reports.  This action will occur when RADWEB is fielded as it contains an upline product type of ASI Error Reports.   Bob took action to check with DETPAC to coordinate RADWEB distribution process for uplining product type ‘ASI Error Report’ to all activities that are required to take corrective action.  Autosir 10678 allows for product type in RAD and is complete.  Also, Bob took action to report back on status of RADWEB 4.0.  
	Bob Milburn
	

	030603-16
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Action to (1) meet with  provisioning codes to address  overall project of MMBU tables, validating data, etc.;  (2) have  MMBU tables validated for accuracy; (3) build MMBU values into QSCANR; (4) run QSCANR comparing MMBU values to what’s loaded in WSF-C to get Provisioners to correct the file (this may still result in MMBU changes)…do this regularly vice building validations into E52; (5) do a C record refresh as stated above.  The last part is where we may have to “schedule” ships IAW the version of SNAP/OMMS-NG they are running
	Rusti Mitten-Rynard
	

	030603-17
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	When reviewing tables in CDMD-OA, it was clear that validation tables within OA differed between Tech Spec, CDMD website and OA Application.  P. Langlois to compare them and report discrepancies.
	Peggy Langlois
	

	030603-18
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Mr. Ellis stated that ‘search and replace work center’ for configuration is not going upline.  Del indicated that it should (Aspen release it was added).  Mr. Ellis and John Collins took action to provide examples to Del that this process is not working. 


	Ben Ellis/John Collins
	

	030603-19
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Differences in validation tables in CDMD-OA and OMMS-NG can cause a blank to be inserted in an OMMS NG field if value is not on MMBU Lookup Table, even though it appears correct in CDMD-OA.  Peggy Langlois took an action to compare table differences and evaluate impact in various releases of OMMS.  For fix/data recovery of lost data, NAVICP took action to perform a global fix by selecting APL + NIIN Combination out of WSF-C (ex:  all WSF records with “K” in SM&R field.) for all Birch ++ carriers starting with one from east coast.   This approach would send the ship this data via ASI however this corrective action can only be taken after the value is added to the OMMS lookup tables and ships have the update installed (which is included with BIRCH ++).  Kevin and Ben to provide the test ship.  NOTE:  Rusti sent an email to Gary Lichty requesting this be programmatically designed/tested 


	Peggy Langlois/Rusti Mitten-Rynard

Kevin and Ben
	

	030603-20
	CPAR Meeting 3-5 June 03
	Sometimes understanding what has taken place in OA is difficult. Complete B and C record history is necessary to identify times where ICP supply information is sent out on ASI without any associated configuration or alteration information.  Action to  submit Autosir
	Peggy Langlois
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991021-40. 03 Dec 2002:  Ms. Langlois to prepare AUTOSIR for builder and flight of ship data element additions to the Activity Record in CDMD-OA. 


12 Mar 2002:  Data Elements developed.  Further action deferred until 9090-700D is issued.  This may also be affected by the ERP initiative. 


13 Aug 2001:  Draft specifications for Builder and Flight data elements have been developed.  Further action will occur after 9090-700D is issued.


01 May 2001:  Due date for development of the recommendation and the associated impact statement is 22 Jan 2002 (this is part of the 9090-700E DED effort which is not scheduled to begin until 23 July 2001.





�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  ��Autosir was closed by DetPac, request for change to Activity Record needs to be added to the SRS.
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001026-08. 5 Apr 2002:  Peggy Langlois to check code to confirm action status. 


29 Aug 2001:  Final Truth Table submitted to NSLC Pacific 28 Aug 01


01 May 2001:  See CDMD/OA/RADCOM Development Plan FY01, page 5.  Dependent on implementation of truth table (see 001026-05) Truth Table has been sent to It for final review-6/12/01
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010410-13. 03 Dec 2002:  Ms. Langlois to contact Pam Smith (Lead Programmer) about third party duplicate RIN issue (more than one ISEA assigning same RIN for third party).  


12 Mar 2002:  DEC to observe Triple RIN operations and update Tech Spec after Triple RIN programming is complete and 9090-700D is issued.


16 Oct 2001:  No further information received concerning triple-RIN operations


01 May 2001:  DEC has begun communication with Pam Smith on this and related issues (e.g., SDIF record layout and multiple work centers.  This is currently a 9090-700D DED effort, but may be pushed back to the 9090-700E DED effort depending on the progress made in June and July.
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010410-31.  4 Dec 2002:  Upon completion of data impact compilation, forward to Debra Wood for for review.  If impact cannot be proven, close action item. 


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  ��Per Heather: The problem is that anybody with update rights can change CFF data for any class. It is not controlled at the class level. I feel that security should be similar to the UIC level where we can limit users to specific ships. Likewise, users should be given rights to specific CFFs (could be more than one CFF).  As far as current impact goes, I can't say whether it's a current problem without doing a bunch of research. I'm unaware of any issues. 
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010410-31/CCB 013001-11/AUTOSIR 10377.  29 Aug 2001:  Heather London has provided details to NSLC Pacific.    
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010410-33/CCB 013001-18. 4 Dec 2002.  Peggy Ann to provide origination source (Change Request/Autosir) information to Debra Wood.   The programming may need to be treated as an enhancement versus a X-MAMS bug fix.


5 Apr 2002:  Pending completion of SRS. 


29 Aug 2001:  Rolled up into update of XMAMs SRS.  Recommend close when XMAM SRS is updated to include this action.  


Establish team to come up with requirements/vision document, feasibility, business rules, CR to be developed.  Once SRS is developed, the CCB will re-evaluate for approval and implementation. Lead for this Team will be a splinter from the IT Committee in April.  Action:  NAVICP/NSLC Pacific (Bill Phelps).  Rolled up into update of XMAMS SRS.  Recommend close when XMAM SRS is updated to include this action. 1/22/02 While at the code review meeting in Concord last Dec, I found out that this was not implemented as part of XMAMs because the requirement was submitted after that part of the coding was complete. Rusti is creating a new, separate SRS for this effort.
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010410-48/CM-07. 4 Dec 2002:  Peggy Ann to provide background information for Autosir submitted on 21 Nov to Debra Wood.  Debra to talk with Dave O’Keefe about consistently running an utility program for any CDM that uses CFF constraints.   5 Apr 2002:  Jeff Drewry to submit AUTOSIR to give visibility of this issue to ERP system issue resolution.


 01 May 2001: This is a programming issue.  An Autosir needs to be developed by NSLC DETPAC (Bill Phelps)
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010410-61/CCB 013001-41.  4 Dec 2002.  Triple RIN will resolve issue.


 5 Oct 2002:  Awaiting response from Don Fisher 


5 Apr 2002:  Action item for Dave Rademacher (SPAWAR) to investigate.  What system is causing the problem?  12 Mar 2002:  CCB Action Item 013001-14 is closed.  PRC confirmed that this was resolved in RMAIS under RFA-1108.  The fix was in Rel 1.3 and this release went out to all activities mid-late 1999.


29 Aug 2001: See OMMS-NG/CDMD-OA interface document for details. It is on the CDM/ISEA website under IT/Meeting Agendas. http://www.nslc.navsea.navy.mil/cdm/it.nsf/AllDocsView
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010412-13. 03 Dec 2002:  Carrier program currently using WCRC to input supplemental work center.  Data Element Committee recommended elimination of WCRC data element in Rev D, but programming has not been done to date.  Recommend revisit WCRC as supplemental work center.  Ms. Langlois and Mr. Milburn to submit documentation to Ms. Donna Johnson how the supplemental work center is being used in OMMS-NG for revisit of this data element requirement.  


  





12 Mar 2002:  WCRE data element description already exists.  Further action deferred until 9090-700D is issued.  This may also be affected by the ERP initiative.


Currently planned as part of the 9090-700D DED effort.





011024-21.  03 Dec 2002:  Transferred to CPARS working group for review. 


12 Mar 2002:  Clarification of this action is required to allow the DEC to determine whether and how to proceed.
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010410-43/CCB 013001-40.  24 Oct 2001: This Action item has been turned over to the Data Elements committee
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020405-56.  4 Dec 2002:  5 Apr 2002:  This concept was approve by the CCB.  Peggy Langlois to write up CR. 
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020405-57. 4 Dec 2002:  Need to discuss importance at next CCB.  Per Debra Wood, the item is currently listed on the priority list with no number assigned.   5 Apr 2002:  Tom Peaco to write AUTOSIR for Peggy Langlois to submit to CCB for approval. 
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