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Disposition of Designer Standards & Guidelines

ENTITY

Old/New
SUGGESTION
SUBMITTED BY
DISPOSITION


PL/SQL General
It is covering very important PL/SQL features and recommending good programming techniques. The standards are well explained and documented.
IN
Comment

Transformer - General
Documents do not have the same format. Documents should use the same font, have a standard cover sheet, footer, header, etc. They could also have some standard paragraphs like Summary, Introduction, General Standards.
IN
SEOPE will standardize all DCII Documentation

Title
change "Guidlines" to "Guidelines"
IN
Incorporated

Executive Summary
1. change "DFAS  projects that will be using …" to "DFAS projects that use …"
2. change "Examples are guidelines ..." to "Examples provide …"
3. change "… this paper …" to "… this document …"
4. change "… Design Standards and Guidelines." to "… Design Standards and Guidelines (URL:      )." to provide link to standards
5. change last sentence to "This Transformer Standards and Guidelines document should be used in parallel with the Design Standards and Guidelines document."
IN

IN

IN

IN

IN
Incorporated

Incorporated

Incorporated

To be done (TBD)

Overcome by Events (OBE)

Row Chaining
ROW CHAINING is related to how a record written to a database extent. When a table is defined areas are set aside to be written to. Extents are contiguous portions of data with parameters that say how to manage it. When you insert records to a table the extent assigned to the table is filled until it reaches a limit assigned to the extent, then it continues to write to another extent. ROW CHAINING is a concept which usually occurs with UPDATES and VARCHAR2 columns in records. It is especially true for columns updated which are initially NULL. If a record is in an extent and you update it from a NULL to a 40 character string, the extent has to expend to meet the requirement. If the extent is full then a piece of the record has to be written to another extent. THIS CREATES PERFORMANCE PROBLEMS when multiple extents have to be read to retrieve 1 row. A couple of ways to handle this are to BUILD A STANDARD where updateable columns in an OLTP environment are defined as CHAR so when the record is inserted the space is allocated whether it is used or not. If a 40 character column is inserted with no data, then enough room has been allocated for the column whether it is used or not. This can seem wasteful but it allows the DBA to pack more data in fuller extents. The other alternative is to define an extent with conservative parameters for how data to put in the extent. If you say to fill it to 50%, then the extent is half full and when an update is performed another half of the extent is available to handle the additional data. The down side to this is the need for more extents because they are not being fully utilized.
IN
Comment

Naming Conventions
Eliminate the use of suffixes. Make it mandatory to use data types established in the Data Dictionary for common data names.
DE
Incorporated

Diagramming Guidelines—General
1. The paragraph and sub-paragraph should be consistent within each diagram breakdown.

2. There are several references to examples that are from supporting manuals that have not been incorporated into this document. Either incorporate the examples or adjust the verbiage to reflect those examples that have been incorporated into the document.

3. There is no preference stated on the presentation of recurring relationships.

4. Is there a reason that this section is broken down to General and Specific sections?

5. Some of the diagrams in the document say “example of correct use of standards” but these are really “guidelines,” right?

6. Comments on overcrowding—I understand this is ideal, but we will frequently “violate” this guidance by necessity.
CL

CL

CL

CL

CO

CO
Incorporated

?What Section?

Incorporated

Incorporated

List of Substantive Changes
Once a standard is adopted by the Standards Working group, we would like to see a cover sheet or something which lists all the substantive changes (I am not talking about spelling corrections, format changes, or clarification changes where nothing substantive changes) from the previous draft that was in place. It would greatly facilitate our work life if we were able to read that cover sheet to become aware of what has changed and not have to waste valuable time re-reading the entire document. This is very important to the CEFT Team so please give this careful consideration. I would suggest that this be adopted from this time period forward—starting with Chapters 5 and 6.
IN
Incorporated

6.1.4
Space between * and Method
IN
Rejected

6.1.5
1. This could be a temporary problem that would be fixed in a next patch/release. I would suggest rewording to “The use of the Data Flow Diagramming is not recommended and will not be a standard practice within the organization

2. Has anybody talked to Oracle about the problems with the Data Flow Diagrammer?
IN

CL
Incorporated

Comment

6.4.5 & 6.4.6
1. Since Convention #1 and Convention #2 are exactly the same except for the sentences mentioned below, I suggest we remove section 6.4.5 ERD Layout Convention #1 and make the following additions to 6.4.6 ERD Layout Convention #2:

DIA-96 Add the phrase: “(right is preferred when possible)”

DIA-99 Add the phrase: “(left (West) is preferred when possible)”

DIA-101 Add the phrase: “(horizontal placement is preferred when possible)”.

If you agree, please take of #X from heading.

2. We have 6.4.5 ERD Layout Convention #1 and 6.4.6 ERD Layout Convention #2 and then we have 6.4.11 General ERD Guidelines and DIA-124, 125 (under 6.4.12.5). These are a little conflicting, but I do like to have options. Perhaps consider adding ERD Layout Convention #3 which Incorporates these options not stated in #1 and #2. Examples of conflict:

CONFLICT 1:

6.4.5 ERD Layout Convention #1

6,4.5.1 Entity Placement

DIA-86 Place fundamental entities to the right of the diagram

6.4.6 ERD Layout Convention #2

6.4.6.1 Entity Placement

DIA-96 Place fundamental entities to the right or bottom of the diagram

6.4.12 Drawing Conventions

6.4.12.5 Layout

DIA-124 Give the core entities of your system a central place in your diagram…

DIA-125 Place entities that are often referred to, but that are not specific to the business, somewhere at the border of your diagram

CONFLICT 2:

6.4.1 Multiple Modular Diagrams and 6.4.11 General ERD Guidelines

DIA-77 talks about creating many small diagrams to eliminate the need to maintain one large diagram. Then DIA-116 says to make at least one diagram showing all entities…for the entire application. Also, DIA-117 says to make separate diagrams for every sub-system…(starting from a diagram of the entire system). I would like to see the wording in 6.4.1 DIA-77 changed to reflect the value of having the smaller diagrams for understandability to also recognize the need for the larger “consolidated” views.

CONFLICT 3:

6.4.e Avoid Overcrowding

DIA-80 Do not crowd many entities onto a single diagram. In general, one diagram should contain no more than 15 – 20 entities. The way I read this, this 15-20 rule only applies to the small modular diagrams and I think that should be reflected in the wording since we are also advocating one large diagram for all entities for the entire application/sub-system.

3. Convention #2 is our preferred.
IN

CO

KC
Incorporated

Incorporated

6.4.5.3 & 6.4.6.3
Add DIA sequence number to 6.4.5.3 and 6.4.6.3 for “Figure ERD-X Example of correct use of standards” to be consistent with DIA-23. Might be duplicates.
IN
Incorporated

6.5
1. In the index, the item 6.5 has an ERROR! BOOKMARK NOT DEFINED.

2. The numbering (6.5) in this section does not match what is stated in the table of content (6.6).
IN

CL
Incorporated

Incorporated

6.5.5 & 6.5.6
Since Convention #1 and Convention #2 are exactly the same except for the sentences mentioned below, I suggest we remove section 6.5.5 Server Model Diagram Convention #1 and make the following additions to 6.5.6 Server Model Diagram Layout Convention #2:

DIA-152 Add the phrase: “(left is preferred when possible)”

DIA-154 Add the phrase: “(horizontal placement is preferred when possible)”

If you agree, please take of #X from heading.
IN
Incorporated

Diagram Items
I noticed that some items as Multiple Modular Diagrams, Avoid Overcrowding, Display a Legend on the Diagram, Consolidating Diagrams and Delete Unneeded Diagrams are common to all Diagrams. Can we create a group of Guidelines that can be applicable to all of them? This way we would avoid duplication of information and inconsistency. This would make maintenance smoother too, if we decide to change the standards of a common item.
IN
Incorporated

Appendix C
1. DPPS (Columbus) needs to add to Appendix C the following Schema Names: Rep and Rep.admin These schema names are necessary in the production environment for Oracle symmetric replication to function. Replication occurs between the DCD NSOA and the DPPS application interface layer.

2. Is Appendix C only for production? This was touched upon at the June 15 meeting, but after several conversations, it was not crystal clear that is the case.

3. The only other schema names on the list are DCD and DCW. Assuming all of DCD core, NSA and NSOA are included in the DCD schema, does anyone consider this a potential performance problem?

4. Add one more prefix to the Modules: this request originated from the group doing conversions of CAPS data. They need the prefix CNV_ for modules. Conversions are not associated entirely with DPPS, since more than entitlement data is involved. They send history date to DCW and accounting data to CORE. For that reason, we think that Conversion is a unique application type, and needs the CNV_ prefix.
CO

CO

CO

CO
Incorporated

Only for Production

Incorporated

Rejected

DDT-001
1. change "… defining/implementing …" to "… defining or implementing …"

2. When none is selected no tablespaces or storage clauses are generated in the DDL.  That means the DBA has to go in and add them to the DDL before running it against the database.  If the database info is entered into Designer these clauses can be generated in the DDL (our DPPS Oracle Contractors do this for the replication tables).  I have tried to enter our database info into the tool but DPET has security set up so I can't do this.  I'm not sure what their reasoning is on this.  Anyway it causes extra work for the DBA.
IN

CO
Rejected

Rejected

DDT-002/DES-002
1. change "The cascade rules for the newly …" to "The cascade rules for newly …"

2. We have been using the cascade rules for the foreign keys since the very beginning.  This allows designer to generate the cascade delete clauses in the DDL.  We use the cascade delete in the database so that when a parent record is deleted all it's associated children are also deleted.  This has always worked well for us.  However, recently we have had problems with a new trigger Designer has started generating about a month or two.  These CG$ADS_*  triggers cause mutating table problems with our cascade deletes.  I have been disabling these triggers after API generation to avoid our mutating table problem.  It seems possible to me DPET recently set Designer to generate these triggers and then put out the standard not to use the cascade option.  This is fine for projects just starting out but for projects like us who have been using the cascade option on all our tables, this causes extra work to disable all the CG$ADS_* triggers.
3. First, it is not just the DCII DBAs doing the extra work, it’s us here in Columbus deleting these triggers, over and over. How about getting this trigger problem fixed, instead of making it a standard? Let’s consider more than the even the triggers, how about having to write code to delete children when it could have been done by the database? Why would we want to do that and introduce the possibility of error? Was this discussed by the Working Group?
IN

CO

CO
Rejected

OBE

OBE

DDT-003/DES-003
1. Have 1 domain for surrogate keys. All surrogate keys would use this 1 domain thereby having consistency across all applications. This means all surrogate keys would have the same length.

2. Currently we are using one domain for all surrogate keys.

3. We have been generating these with the default value of number 10.  I guess this is a good idea if you want bigger or smaller values.
4. For the DDRS-CFO project, we attached all of our surrogate keys to a domain named 'SEQUENCENUMBER', which has a maximum length of 12.  We felt that 10 digits was not large enough, but we also did not want the large number generated when no maximum length is specified (I can't remember how big it was - something like 30 digits?)
IN

IN

CO

CL
Incorporated

Incorporated

Incorporated

Incorporated

DDT-004/DES-004
Please explain “maximum identifier length”—What do you mean by identifier?
IN
Incorporated

DDT-005/DES-005
1. I have generated foreign keys both ways and have found I like not generating the prefixes.  When you generated using the prefixes, every time you transform the entity into a table the column names change.  This means program code has to change to reflect the new names, schema list changes and the names aren't consistent between the tables.  When generating without the prefixes, the column names stay the same and they are consistent between the tables.
2. From my observation, for some tables we need to go through a number if iterations of generations. In the real world, requirements change and sometimes cause drastic revisions to tables. While we are designing/developing we need the flexibility to change things quickly. The day we get solid, unchanging requirements is the day I would agree to do one table gen. Again, was this discussed in the Working Group? Is Columbus the only SEO that thinks this way?
CO

CO
The DDT should be run once and only once for entity to table transformation. Subsequent changes need to be made through the approved SCR process (Entities to SYS/PUB and Tables to technical apps), and the elements changed and compared.

Incorporated

DDT-007/DES-18
Rephrased to indicate the kind of prefix that won’t be used. It says: “Columns will not be prefixed.”, but prefixed with what? It is leading us to understand that the columns should not be prefixed with the table alias, but it is not phrasing that. So I would suggest something like “Do not choose to prefix the columns with the Table Alias.”
IN
Incorporated

DDT-008/DES-06
1. Currently CEFT is using the prefix “CEFT”. Therefore, change the first sentence to read: “The prefix for the table will be a 2-4 character…”, not 2-3 character.

2. This is a good standard.  This was not out when we started generating tables so our prefixes are NSA_.
IN

CO
Incorporated

Comment

DDT-009/DES-05
1. Number 4: strike “before Attribute Columns”

2. We found problems when generating modules using tables with the long fields. Triggers don’t allow long definitions for columns when being addressed with :new and :old. If you look at the DDL generated it even has a comment that Oracle does not support. Unfortunately, the code compiles clean and you get no warnings when generating in designer. At run time, you will get a generic type error 03113 end-of-communication channel.

3. The note is important for Long columns like we were using.  If they are not at the end, the API doesn't generate correctly and you get the famous "ORA-03113 - End of Communication Channel" error we where having when loading the invoice tables.  We got around this problem by changing our Long columns to varchar2 (2000).
4. I feel that a discriminatory column should immediately follow a primary key column.  It is a column that must always be checked in order to determine the type of data being processed, and it would be more efficient to have it at the beginning of the row, rather than buried somewhere in the middle.  Also, the correct sequence for the body of the row, as I understand it, is mandatory foreign key columns/mandatory attributes/optional foreign key columns/optional attributes.  I feel that the standards should explicitly state the order down to this level of  detail.
IN

IN

CO

CL
Incorporated

Incorporated

Incorporated

Incorporated

DDT-010
A large rollback segment? Can this be specified in designer? I usually take defaults and wasn’t sure.
IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

DDT-011
I don't understand the reasoning behind this one.  If no primary key is specified, Designer automatically generates it, so why should a separate run specifying 'Create surrogate keys' be necessary?  I tried it and found that it only created more work for me, because both tables with and without surrogate keys were parent tables, and I lost foreign key columns based upon which type generated first.  Say, for example, there's a grandparent table with a surrogate key, a parent table with a 'normal' primary key, and child table with a surrogate key.  If the surrogate key tables are generated first, followed by the generation of the 'normal' tables, the grandparent table will be fine after the first run, the parent table will be fine after the second run, but the child table (generated during the first run) will not contain the parent columns until there is a third run for just the parent and child tables.  It makes more sense to either generate all of the tables at the same time, or to generate them by logical parent/child groupings, regardless of the type of primary key each table has.
CL
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

DDT-012
I guess it’s OK since the term “usually” is applied, Server constraints I can see as a must.
IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

DDT-013
I don’t have an opinion on this since I have never used it
CO
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

ADT-001
change "- you cannot generate modules that are menus unless you have modules that have been accepted." to "Modules that are menus cannot be generated unless they have been accepted.
IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

ADT-002
1. When you say Module, does this include PL/SQL Definitions? Also, on the examples, delete “CFT_ or” and just say CEFT_

2. Where it says “Purpose identifiers examples include: M-modify and P-populate” Don’t agree with this. What’s the purpose of this? Also the very next paragraph—Why a 4-digit number property? Comment from CEFT: The Short Name becomes the package/procedure/function/etc. name in the database. CEFT would like to see the database object name the same as the module name. Therefore, the Short Name should be the same as the Name in the Module Properties Sheet or PL/SQL Definition Properties Sheet

3. change first sentence to:  "The START function is designated here.
4. Substitute "may" for "can" in 2 places in the last paragraph
IN

IN

IN

IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

ADT-003
1. change "When creating candidate module…" to "When creating a candidate module …"

2. change "… with the settings that you specify …" to "… with the settings that are specified …"
IN

IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

ADT-004
change "You choose…" to "Select …"
IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

ADT-005
1. change "Here you choose the menu language …" to "Select the menu language here …"

2. change "You can use these …" to "Use these modules…"
IN

IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

ADT-007
change the first sentence to:  "If ADT needs to be restarted but modules have already been created, these modules must first be deleted to avoid naming conflict errors.
IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

ADT-008
1. change "… sequence for the tasks you perform…" to "…sequence for the tasks performed …"

2. change "Be sure to run …" to "Run …"

3. change "… to create tables definitions …" to "… to create table definitions …"

4. change "Also be sure to run …" to "Also run …"
IN

IN

IN

IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

ADT-010
1. indent and number the 3 function types

2. change "An elementary function is one for which you have set the Elementary property to Yes." to "An elementary function is one with the Elementary property set to Yes."
IN

IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

ADT-011
1. add "," after “After creating modules”, "…entities of the function", "… associated with it".

2. change "If none of these conditions apply, the …" to "If none of these conditions apply, then the …"
IN

IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

ADT-012
1. change “… this module calls the first-level menu module.” to “… this module calls the first-level menu module(s).”

2. change “The menu system as the following…” to “The menu system has the following…”
IN

IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

ADT-013
1. change "… in the function the module is based on." to "… in the function on which the module is based."

2. delete " 's" from "item's"
IN

IN
Guideline, not Standard (Guidelines to be the next step)

SQL Standards—General
Most items in standards are pretty consistent with accepted industry practice. There are a number of things that deserve attention:

1. The fact that many of the examples violate articulated DFAS standards. They need to be cleaned up.

2. I recommend examination of SQL and PL/SQL written by an Oracle consultant. You have paid a log for our presence and advice, reading our programs and seeing how we do things is a good way to cash ijn on that investment.

3. More important than following a few rules is developing a style that is consistent. Consistency should be a part of any standards.
DE
Incorporated

Comment

Comment

GEN-004
Change example to read

     Select t1.column 1

              ,t2.column2

     from table1 t1

              ,table2 t2

A couple of points to consider:

1. Oracle recommends that each element (column) be on separate line. This applies to subqueries, as well. Look at example in SQL-003. It is a mess.

2. By putting the comma at the beginning of the line, you have the freedom to remove the line without affecting syntax.

3. Use more meaningful table alias. Give example with a real table name, such as ADDRESSES, having an alias of ADDR.

4. Use table alias as specified in Designer application. This promotes consistency.
DE
Incorporated

DOC-003
A more readable use of multi line commenting might be:

/*

     This statement was written on April 28, 2000

     as an example of a multi line comment.  Notice that

     it stands out a little more and is easier to read.

*/
DE
Incorporated

DOC-004/DES-141
Use – to add comment to statement, as in

Select EMP.first_name          --first name of employee

          ,EMP.last_name           --last name of employee

from   EMPLOYEES EMP]

where …

Example is trite, but easy to do and effective
DE
Incorporated

DOC-005/DES-141
Again, more difficult to read. Does not stand out from select statement.

Using the ‘rem’ to document code. The problem is left with the programmer on when to use ‘—‘ or ‘rem’ in documenting code, do not agree with this.
DE
Incorporated

SQL-002/DES-199
1. As reads: An exception for the parenthesis is:  Recommended to read: When enclosed in parentheses, …

2. In the example given, commas outside of parentheses are followed by a single space and commas inside parentheses are followed by a double space. This seems to contradict the textual explanation.
IN

IN
Incorporated

Incorporated

SQL-003/DES-200
1. See GEN-004

2. I recommend that the example include one, or more, sample table’s and one, or more, sample column’s full names. This would provide a frame of reference for the abbreviations used in the example.
DE

IN
Incorporated

Incorporated

SQL-009/DES-206
1. Does not conform to use of alias. See SQL-003

2. Explain why a “hint” should be written in the form of a multiple line comment /*  */ instead of a single line comment ---
DE

IN
Comment

Rejected

SQL-011/DES-207
Provide an example.
IN
Incorporated

SQL-012/DES-208
Provide an example.
IN
Incorporated

SQL-016/DES-212
When using the OR condition with different columns, use parentheses around the OR conditions. Example: My preference is where (column2 = ‘1’) or (column3 = ‘3’)
CL
Rejected

SQL-17
Sounds like you want as many conditions as possible in the where clause. Reword to clarify.
DE
Incorporated

SQL-020/DES-217
1. Explain what circular data is

2. Provide an example.
DE

IN
Incorporated

Rejected

SQL-021/DES-218
1. I am not sure I understand, or believe the statement. This needs clarification to be useful.

2. Provide an example.
DE

IN
Incorporated

Incorporated

SQL-022/DES-219
Provide an example.
IN
Incorporated

SQL-022/DES-219 & SQL-028/DES-225
Standards violation – no table alias
DE
Incorporated

SQL-030/DES-226
Include an example using a where clause
IN
Incorporated

SQL-031/DES-227
Provide an example.
IN
Rejected

SQL-032/DES-228
Include an example using a where clause
IN
Incorporated

SQL-033/DES-229
Provide an example.
IN
Incorporated

SQL-034
Provide an example of properly used where clause in a main query.
IN
Incorporated

SQL-035
Provide an example.
IN
Rejected

SQL-036
Unclear wording (might be because of my limited knowledge of SQL).
IN
Rejected

DES-021
When CEFT generated ORG ASOC the generator used the relationship names from the entity model. One of the column names the TOOL gend exceeded 32 characters. One would think this wouldn’t happen but it did. We had to manually change the column name in the table definition. So there will be at least one exception to this standard.
IN
Sometimes there will have to be exceptions, like the one you cited. In those cases, just make sure you follow the standard naming conventions for columns to the extent that you can.

DES-037
1. Volume for the Column? Why? I think that a reason should be stated in the standard document.

2. If VOLUME is a standard, here’s some questions: If a column is defined as mandatory, isn't designer smart enough to use 100% as the value for doing the sizing reports? The last database I saw created, the percent free and percent used settings were defaults. If the VOLUME is used in overall table sizing then I’m all for it. If it is used to calculate the values for percent free and percent used, then what good is it unless the corporate DBA’s use these figures for defining the extents for the tables?
IN

IN
JR said that specifying an initial and final volume for all mandatory columns is a standard, so people will know the sizing. They changed the wording slightly on this and DES-038—the second sentence in DES-37 and DES-38 substitutes the work ‘optional’ for the word null, which apparently was a mistake. Apparently, it is not mandatory for optional columns to have an initial and final volume estimate, but if given an estimate, specify the source of your estimate in the column Description using the keyword VOLUME.

DES-096
I have asked a few people what row chaining is and they didn’t know either. This needs to be explained in the document. I am not the only one who has no idea what this is.


IN
JR asked how many knew what row chaining was, and no one seemed to know. Therefore, he deleted the first 2 sentences of DES-96. He just left in the last sentence. Terry and JR suggested reading about row chaining in a book, if anyone want to know—we were running out of time and needed to go on to the next topic. Apparently, row chaining must not be that common, because he deleted the 2 sentences pertaining to it.

DES-118-120
CEFT thinks it best to keep the Module type identifiers listed in Section 4.10.2.1 Modules because it helps to identify the module and sometimes it saves time to have that identifier.
IN
Incorporated

DES-120
For naming modules the standard currently states to “Define Module Names using logical names, without underscores or other special characters, except fort the application prefix.” The general rules for naming states that words must be abbreviated using the standard abbreviations defined in the appendix. Add to this the requirement to add a single character module-type code without an underscore separator, and the result is modules with names that are totally unrecognizable. Besides enforcing consistency, standards should enhance communication for development productivity and system maintainability. While each standard may have merit separately, the combination of these standards creates names contrary to this end. My suggestion is to allow underscores between the abbreviated words is (sic) the descriptor.
ISO
Removed restriction on underscores

DES-122-132
1. We have to be able to define a preference for our web modules. We use the footer definition to start processes for our screens. Para 4.10.2.4 says that all preferences will be designed by the DCII Common Service Functions group. We have to have an exception to this.

2. In the Design Editor, under Modules, Preference Sets, Web Server Generator, CEFT_PREFS, right click and choose Edit Generator Preferences, in the Property Sheet (Headers and Footers, Standard Footers) this is the place in Designer where CEFT needs to call a Package to start the CEFT screen—it would not do if the Common Service Functions defined it because then CEFT couldn’t uniquely call their Package.
IN

IN
Rejected

Rejected

DES-148
CEFT uses preference set ‘footer’ to start the footer tab
IN


DES-149-183
Unclear as to where these definitions are to be made. Implements Function, Parameters, Table Details etc. are not items under Module Components in Designer
IN
Incorporated (eliminated from standards)

DES-152
This item is superfluous as it is a required notation in PL/SQL, equivalent of having a standard that mandates single quotes around literals.
DE
Incorporated

DES-197/136
Does this statement mean that GOTO cannot be used because it has already been shown to be unsafe? If so, it should be stated more clearly.
IN
Incorporated

DES-202/141
Shouldn’t single line comments be documented with “—“ instead of the solid line shown in the example?
IN
Incorporated

DES-203/141
Is comment indicator a solid line or “—“?
IN
Incorporated

DES-204/141
Provide an example.
IN
Incorporated

DES-205/141
Shouldn’t multiple line comment example given here have more appropriately be given for DES-204?
IN
Incorporated

DES-211
I completely disagree with this statement. If I am selecting all the columns and there are 50 columns in the table, I will use the * unless there is an explanation on why I shouldn’t.
IN
They left the wording as is—Terry and JR said that using an * is okay for ad hoc queries, but not for coding. So, I guess the issue for them was, if using Select statement in your PL/SQL code, you should definitely specify the column names, but if using SQL in an ad hoc query, it is okay to use *. The reason not to use in coding is someone could have added or deleted a column, and if you missed that, your code could be messed up.

DES-257
Look below at SQL-003
IN
Incorporated

DES-260
Is example given at DES-259 also applicable here?
IN
Incorporated

DES-261
Is example given at DES-259 also applicable here?
IN
Incorporated

DES-263
Look below at SQL-009: Explain why a “hint” should be written in the form of a multiple line comment /* */ instead of a single line comment ---
IN
Rejected

DES-274
Provide an example.
IN
Incorporated

DES-275
Provide an example.
IN
Incorporated

DES-276
Do examples given at DES-277 also apply here?
IN
Incorporated

DES-280
Provide an example
IN
Incorporated

DES 287
Provide an example
IN
Incorporated

DIA-01, DIA-41, DIA-76, & DIA-129
The verbiage for these sentences should be consistent.
CL
Incorporated

DIA-02
1. Rather then s/b Rather than

2. A function is created for each process step however, not every function needs to appear on a functional hierarchy diagram.
IN

KC
Incorporated

Incorporated

DIA-04
Change “…consider drilling down” to “…consider decomposing”
IN
Incorporated

DIA-05
Add Diagram to bullet list. Remove period after Application.
IN
Incorporated

DIA-05, DIA-47, DIA-82, DIA-128, & DIA-135
All five of these mentioned what summary information is requested. However, they are not consistent within themselves.
CL
Incorporated

DIA-06
1. Why is “Unspecified” capitalized? 

2. With the legend in this place it is possible that legend could be cut off while printing. Since the Unspecified business unit should have no processes in it, it is recommended that the legend be placed within its swim lane.
IN

CL
Comment

Incorporated

DIA-07 DIA-23
Are these duplicates?
IN
Incorporated

DIA-10 DIA-11
What is a “swim lane?” Is this a reference to a Function?
IN
Comment

DIA-18
1. Customize and Graphics are misspelled in last sentence

2. There are two typographical errors in the sentence that starts with “Check Display.” “Custimize” should be “Customize” and “Graghics” should be “Graphics”
IN

CL
Incorporated

Incorporated

DIA-20
What is a “swim lane?”
IN
Comment

DIA-22
1. Why is “Unspecified” capitalized? What is a “swim lane?”

2. No sure why datastores should be in ‘Unspecified’ swim lane if they are meaningful somewhere else.
IN

KC
Incorporated

Incorporated

DIA-23
1. Figure BPM-1—Figure label not placed under the figure for easy identification.

2. Summary Information not on example.

3. Page 6, Figure BPM-1. Example of correct use of standards: Take out the colon at the end and use the correct font size.
CL

CL

IN
Incorporated

Incorporated

Incorporated

DIA-23, DIA-54, DIA-93, DIA-104, DIA-146, DIA 156
I would recommend a standard way of displaying figures over the document. Sometimes the name of the figure is on the top, sometimes it is centralized on the bottom and also apart from the figure. I would suggest that we adopt the format of DIA-54, with the name in bold and the description regular, in a centralized paragraph on the bottom of the figure.
IN
Incorporated

DIA-26
Add: When deleting the BPM ensure that the FHD is no longer required.
IN
Incorporated

DIA-27
1. Capitalize first character of bullet list and/or remove the period at the end of the phase

2. Change “…are drilled down (open down)” to “…are decomposed into” What is a “swim lane?” Why is “Data” capitalized and “material” is not? Why is “Unspecified” capitalized?

3. Process steps that have been further defined have three dots in the lower right hand corner. Color only adds additional visual aid.
IN

IN

CL
Incorporated

Incorporated

Incorporated

DIA-30
Provide examples
IN
Incorporated

DIA-36
1. Why is “Event” capitalized?

2. Even when diagram is a drill down? This section conflict with dia-39.
IN

KC
Comment

Comment

DIA-37
Define “RON”
IN
Incorporated

DIA-40
1. Capitalize first character of bullet list and/or remove the period at the end of the phase

2. A definition of each “classes of business rules” would assist in determining what “events” are causing the triggering
IN

CL
Incorporated

Incorporated

DIA-42, DIA-44, & DIA-46
Explain how this is possible. To create a new diagram you must always start at a root function. By definition all sub-functions are part of the root and are not selectable to start a new diagram.
CL
Comment

DIA-43
Seems to conflict with DIA-46. If the enterprise has more than 20 functions, you wouldn’t be able to put it on one diagram.
KC
Incorporated

DIA-44
Isn’t a “root” function the most basic function? If so, how can these be a sub-function to the “root?”
IN
Comment

DIA-46
See DIA-04 above
IN
Incorporated

DIA-49, DIA-83, DIA-136, & BPM (no paragraph number specified)
The argument for using Title over Diagram Name sounds reasonable. However, even Title is limited in size and still may be cryptic.
CL
Comment

DIA-57
Add: When deleting the FHD ensure that the BPM is no longer required.
IN
Incorporated

DIA-58
1. What is meant by “open down?” Is it “decompose?”

2. “Open down” is a BPH term and is not possible within FHD.

3. Summary Information not on example.

4. Include functions that are common functions.
IN

CL

CL

KC
Incorporated

Comment

Incorporated

Comment

DIA-59 thru DIA-75
These guidelines state requirements on how to define a business process and what properties would be beneficial for that definition. They have nothing to do with the presentation of the diagram. They would be more beneficial to be placed in the DFAS Analysis Standards and Guidelines.
CL
Removed

DIA-60
Not necessary. The developer should not have to worry about the level of abstraction when building the FHD. His job is to document the task.
KC
Removed

DIA-64
1. The last word, levels, is in a different font size from the rest of the document

2. Why is “levels” in bold type and larger font?

3. Not necessary. The developer should not have to worry about a ‘balanced’ diagram. His job is to document the task. Some are more detailed tasks than others and will necessarily be broken down farther.
IN

IN

KC
Incorporated

Incorporated

Incorporated

DIA-66
Capitalize first character of bullet list and/or remove the period at the end of the phase
IN
Incorporated

DIA-71
Why? Do underscores, etc, cause problems in transformation?
KC
Removed

DIA-72
Recommend enclosing Per in quotes “Per”
IN
Removed

DIA-73
1. Designer is misspelled

2. Change “esigner” to “Designer”

3. There is a typographical error in this sentence. “esigner/2000” should be “Designer/2000”

4. Designer/2000 spelling error.

5. May want to break this down for each example to show how it is used.
IN

IN

CL

KC

KC


Incorporated

Incorporated

Incorporated

Incorporated

Incorporated

DIA-74
Change ‘must’ to ‘should be’. Because many of our entities are shared, an entity may very well be created in one application’s FHD and retrieved in another FHD.
KC
Incorporated

DIA-77 DIA116
These two areas contradict each other
CL
Incorporated

DIA-78
1. Close the parenthesis

2. There is an open parenthesis but no closed parenthesis in 2nd sentence
IN

IN
Incorporated

DIA-78 DIA-79
Just a note from my experience—This can be helpful but it can be misleading. These diagrams can often include extraneous data or they can leave out important relationships—it’s basically one or the other. I’m glad to see DIA-116 and 117 also included in the guidelines. For smaller applications, DIA-116 is probably a good idea, but for large ones, this would not be practical.
CO
Comment

DIA-81 DIA-134
Could we clarify the example? I.e., CUSTOMER_TELECOM_INFO and CUSTOMER_ADDRESS_INFO?
IN
Rejected

DIA-82 DIA-135
Make Diagram, Title, Created, Last Modified, Author and Application bullet points like DIA-47
IN
Incorporated

DIA 84 DIA-93
Are these duplicates?
IN
Incorporated

DIA-85 DIA-95
Remove the 1st instance of the word “for”
IN
Incorporated

DIA-88
Italicize Edit->Include
IN
Incorporated

DIA-89
Show “crow’s feet”

Incorporated

DIA-93 DIA-104
Figure ERD-1 and ERD-2—Function label not placed under the figure for easy identification. A border around the figure would also be beneficial.
CL
Incorporated

DIA 94 DIA 105
Are these duplicates?
IN
Incorporated

DIA-98
Italicize Edit->Include
IN
Incorporated

DIA-99
1. Show “crow’s feet”

2. The Oracle suggested format for relationships has been to have the crow’s feet point first north and then west. The suggestion here reverses that suggested order (west then north). Is there a specific rationale for this?
IN

CL
Incorporated

Comment

DIA-107
Should be changed to 6.4.8 and adjust the style
IN
Removed

DIA-107-108
1. What is the difference between DIA-107 & 108?

2. These two say the same thing

3. When sharing entities and attributes with other applications then you cannot “delete”; rather you can only “cut.”
IN

CL

IN
Removed

Incorporated

Incorporated

DIA-110
The example does not show what benefit this would bring. Expand on the explanation or show in the example where this would be a benefit.
CL
Incorporated

DIA-111
Keeping the overall objectives in mind, under Color Coding Diagrams (6.4.9), do we want to suggest a color scheme for those that it would make sense to do so? Consider that if printed on black and white printer, only shading will differentiate among colors. Also, consider Section 508 accessibility standards for handicapped.
CO
Comment

DIA-120
Capitalize first character of bullet list and/or remove the period at the end of the phase
IN
Incorporated

DIA-121
Capitalize first character of bullet list and/or remove the period at the end of the phase
IN
Incorporated

DIA-122
1. Capitalize first character of bullet list and/or remove the period at the end of the phase

2. Suggest “avoid crossing entity/softboxes” instead of “not cross…” Suggest the word “be drawn” be changed to “draw” from the start of the 3rd and 4th bullets. Remove period from last phrase
IN

IN
Incorporated

Rejected

DIA-124
By placing an entity that is deemed “core” in “a central place” on the diagram may cause the diagram to violate the suggested crow’s feet directions
CL
Rejected

DIA-124
Order line might be going away. This might not be the best example.
KC
Comment

DIA-126
Do not agree with this statement. What is the logic behind this statement?
KC
Comment

DIA-128
1. To be consistent with others, change bullets to match DIA-47

2. This is not the same as DIA-82. Which one should be followed?
IN

CL
Removed

Removed

DIA-133
Change “of” to “or”
IN
Incorporated

DIA-137
Insert a space between “SMD-1” and “Example”
IN
Incorporated

DIA-141
Italicize “Edit->Include”
IN
Incorporated

DIA-142
1. Show “crow’s feet”

2. The Oracle suggested format for foreign key constrains has been to have the crow’s feet point first north and then west. The suggestion here reverses that suggested order (west then north). Is there a specific rationale for this?
IN

CL
Incorporated

Comment

DIA-151
Italicize Edit->Include
IN
Incorporated

DIA-152
Show “crow’s feet”
IN
Incorporated

BLD-01
What about separating operational data and indexes from reference data and indexes, which is the Oracle recommended practice? Should the table space names reflect such usages instead of just naming them “_01” and “_02”?
CL
Incorporated

BLD-03
I don’t like 5.1.1.2. In a very large database. Yes and no. If the DBA sees a volatile high transaction area (not necessarily a large database), the DBA might want a separate tablespace to get better throughput with the operating system. The Operating System and performance or more key to contributing factors rather than a very large database (picky aren’t I).
IN
Comment

BLD-08
The way our applications are setup now this isn’t as much an issue but I believe the tablespace assignment is more appropriate through the DBA Admin tab of the design navigator is where the tablespace naming would be appropriate (unless I am misunderstanding Server Model)
IN
Comment

BLD-09
1. I object to the use of the “.dbf” extension. This is the standard extension for xbase (FoxPro, dBase) files. The extension of “.ora” is okay, if wanting in specificity. I would propose using an extension of “.odf”, for Oracle Data File.

2. Since data files are tied to the platform, how do we guarantee our standards are acceptable for both DISA and DFAS platforms (this is probably not an issue, but thought I’d throw it out. I am sure DISA and DFAS are similar in their requirements)
CL

IN
Reject

Comment

BLD-25 BLD-26
1. I have gone through the standards. Some of them are DPET functions which we do not have the authority to do and most of the others are things we don’t use in DPPS. The only real problem I have with this group of standards is the 5.5 Snapshot section. The S_BLD-25 and the S_BD-26. The naming standard for their snapshots aren’t consistent with the Oracle GUI tool (Replication Manager). We use Designer to model our replication tables then use Replication Manager to set up the replication layer which includes the snapshots. Snapshots created with Replication Manager are named SNAP$_<table name>. There is no choice in this matter. Also the snapshot name is 26, however the software puts the SNAP$_ prefix on the front and will truncate the table name part at 20 (if the actual replication master table name happens to be longer than 20). I have not built any complex snapshots with Replication Manager so I can’t really comment on BLD-27, however I am assuming Replication Manager would still put the SNAP$_ prefix on them to be consistent. That’s all I have for now.

2. I wanted to redo my comments (see #1 immediately above) because I have gone back over the GUI tool and my notes. As before, my comments only pertain to Section 5.5 Snapshots since the other sections are things DPET has control over and the other sections we don’t use in DPPS. My biggest problem with the naming conventions they are using for the snapshot are they aren’t consistent with the Oracle GUI tool (Replication Manager) used to create and manage them. S_BLD-25—Snapshots are created with the same name as the Master table in Replication Manager. S_BLD-26—This is from Oracle 8 Server Replication Manual: “Snapshot Names A snapshot name must be unique within the encompassing schema. A snapshot name can be up to 30 bytes in length; however, keep snapshot names to 19 or few bytes when possible. When a snapshot name contains more than 19 bytes, Oracle automatically truncates the prefixed names of the underlying table, and appends them with a four-digit number to ensure that new object names will be unique and comply with the naming rules for schema objects.” I can’t comment on S_BLD-27 since I have never built any complex snapshots so I’m not sure what Replication Manager does to create them. I guess I’m not sure what the purpose of using Designer for the snapshots. What we do in DPPS is use Designer for the design of the master tables. We generate the DDL to create. Then after the master tables are created, we use Replication Manager to set up all of the replication layer (master groups, snapshot groups, snapshot logs, snapshots, views, etc.). This seems to be a much more efficient method of setting up replication that trying to generate small pieces of it out of Designer.
CO

CO
Incorporated

Incorporated

BLD-26
1. Change to read: “Follow S-NAM-02 and S-NAM-04 and do not exceed 22 characters (or 26 characters after Designer has finished its generating). Snapshot names must be singular just like tables.”

2. I have had discussions on this one. In Chapter 2 standards for naming convention mentions Naming Oracle Objects. Later it mentions the objects are entities, tables, sequences, domains, etc. … Here’s the question. Are the object standards for those listed or are they all Oracle Objects. If they are all Oracle objects then why restate the naming convention for the snapshots?
IN

IN
Incorporated

Comment

BLD-28
I like the convention but the DBA’s once said they wanted users to be associated with a name such as the fin00000 or cin00000. I’m just asking for clarification here because I don’t want to misinterpret the example. When referencing intername or system users are we talking the OPS$ accounts and super users like a CEFT_ADMIN for example. If that is the case then this requirement sounds good to me.
IN
Incorporated

BLD-32
Are we using profiles? Should that be a required practice, or is it implemented in certain applications? Part of the standard should reflect if we are required to implement the profiles.
IN
No, we are not.

7.1.2.2
Do not recommend hard coding the machine name. For ease of program maintenance, the mount point should go a variable by itself, and then combined with the DCII reference.
PE
Incorporated

7.3
1. We need a point of clarification on the 7.3 standard. (This standard deals with flat files that we FTP into our environment.) Conversions understands that this standard only applies to files that are routinely FTP into our environment, but it does not apply to one time data loads from other systems. If the ISO does not agree with this position, the conversions team have many major issues with this standard.

2. Second, we need to ask if the ISO has a standard process to convert from 1 data format to another data format. For example, if conversions bring in numeric data from a mainframe system, which is usually in EBCDIC format. It will need to be converted to ASCII format to make the implied signs & decimal points explicit in the data stream. What I’m really alluding to is that the ISO should supply a standard utility to perform these standard data format conversions. If they ask what utilities would we suggest, I would say syncsort for UNIX. It has a lot of functionality and many of out developers are familiar with it because they have worked with it in the mainframe environment.

3. The last time we met, we discussed regarding Section 7.3 Interface Data File Formats, that we already have many MOA’s in place that specify providing files to us and it would be very costly to go back and redo those MOA’s and try to get the people providing the files to meet our standards.  I thought that JR agreed that this standard would exempt those files that are already covered by MOA’s and the standards would apply to future MOA’s that will be negotiated with organizations providing files to us. I think there should be a statement to that effect in Section 7.3 so that it is clear from what date forward we will try to enforce the standard. In line with this argument, I would like to point out that we receive files outside of DFAS – like the FOMF files that are provided to us by the Department of Treasury, who provides these files to many, many government agencies, not just DFAS. I don’t know if anyone negotiating a future MOA with the Department of Treasury would be able to make them comply with our DFAS standards. Do you really think the Department of Treasury will care about a DFAS standard on file format?

4. I did a quick scan of 7.3 specifically and the only concern I have is, in some instances, we may be taking an existing interface file created by a legacy system that may go to other receiving systems, as well as, to DCD. Although we would be initiating a new MOA  the interface may not meet the requirements identified in the standards and should not be expected to meet them. This is another scenario that we need to recognize in the development of standard. I think we need to be realistic about the extent we can enforce this Section7.3 Standard – maybe people can make DFAS organizations providing files to us from this date forward comply with the standard, but we need to ensure there is a waiver process in place for those organizations outside DFAS and perhaps for legacy systems like the situation described above, so that we are not tying people’s hands behind their backs and making it impossible for them to do their jobs.

5. It is not smart to require the file format be comma delimited – there may be commas in the middle of fields that could screw this up. Suggest: “The data file format will be “|” (double bar) delimited for all data loads.”
CO

CO

IN

IN

IN
Comment

This is a technical “how to” not standards

Comment

Comment

Incorporated

SRS, #5. Required States and Modes
The information provided in the standard is unclear and insufficient in definition. Therefore there is a need to provide an interpretation and understanding of the Concepts: State & Mode, to be used in the Functional Hierarchy Diagram according to the SRS for DDRS-Budgetary. I would like to submit to your consideration, the following definitions that will clarify and help in using such concepts, as well as examples that illustrate their interpretation and application. (Cf. Memo from Guillermo Pimentel, dated 8/23/00, 8:58am)
CL
Referred back to SDS Team.

Strategy/Analysis 3.2
1. Recommend removing ‘test scripts’ from the list. Test scripts have their own templates of which the author/tester is identified, test script numbering scheme, date of creation, date of edit, etc.

2. Recommend adding the following documents to the list: -Application Release Checklist (ARC); -Architecture Specification; -Operations Manual; -Security Plan; -Test and Evaluation Master Plan (TEMP); -Implementation Plan; -User Manual
PE

PE


ANL-05
Typo in last sentence “Unites” should be “Units”.
PE


ANL-06
Recommend for business units that identify interfaces, the business location should describe in the parent location, the DMC that the interface will process through
PE


ANL-12
Recommend providing a description of a system function, i.e., a function may be implemented by a mode (form, report), or by PL/SQL, package, procedure, function, etc. Believe this point would be more clear between the logical perspective and technical perspective if a description with an example is provided.
PE


ANL-40
Recommend “Frequency” and “Frequency Unit” be ‘required’ and not ‘optional’. It is important for performance assessment and/or testing that the frequency that an event occurs is defined. This is the means to document the frequency of the event.
PE


Strategy/Analysis 3.19
1. Recommend also adding standards for how to ensure consistency across various projects/applications in ensuring the same attribute is named the same way. For example, within the logical model whereas an attribute is used in one entity and the same attribute is used within another entity, should there not be a standard that both are named consistently?

2. Recommend also adding standards in defining how an attribute name will be identified within the physical implementation. Such as the attribute “date” may be named “DT” on all screens, reports, etc. instead of “DT” on one, “ DTE” on another, “DATE” on yet another. For the purpose of the user’s perspective and business practices, shouldn’t it be determined during requirements analysis how an attribute name will appear to all users?
PE

PE


ANL-71
Is it a true statement that “every” entity must contain the 4 audit attributes?
PE
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