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Approval Recommendation 

Recommend for approval. See comment below. 

Conformance Findings

XML Schema
	Comment/Observation
	Rule Citation

	1. Model Group Usage: [This is a design observation - not a rule violation] The use of model groups in ICIS schema seems unnecessarily complicated/redundant. Model groups are useful when reusing a block of elements in more than 1 complex type. Model groups in ICIS are typically only referenced once or referenced multiple times but in identical element definitions. For example, the following group is defined: 
<xsd:group name="EnforcementActionMilestoneKeyElementsGroup">
	<xsd:sequence>
		<xsd:element ref="icis:EnforcementActionIdentifier"/>
		<xsd:element ref="icis:MilestoneTypeCode"/>
	</xsd:sequence>
</xsd:group>

But only referenced once across the schema: 
<xsd:complexType name="EnforcementActionMilestoneKeyElements">
<xsd:sequence>
	<xsd:group ref="icis:EnforcementActionMilestoneKeyElementsGroup"/>
</xsd:sequence>
</xsd:complexType>

This could have been simplified to the following:
<xsd:complexType name="EnforcementActionMilestoneKeyElements">
<xsd:sequence>
	<xsd:element ref="icis:EnforcementActionIdentifier"/>
	<xsd:element ref="icis:MilestoneTypeCode"/>
</xsd:sequence>
</xsd:complexType>

A different example is FederalComplianceMonitoringKeyElementsGroup which is referenced twice, but for the creation of 2 identical complex types (different only in name): 

<xsd:complexType name="LinkageFederalComplianceMonitoring">
<xsd:sequence>
	<xsd:group ref="icis:FederalComplianceMonitoringKeyElementsGroup"/>
</xsd:sequence>
</xsd:complexType>

<xsd:complexType name="FederalComplianceMonitoringKeyElements">
<xsd:sequence>
	<xsd:group ref="icis:FederalComplianceMonitoringKeyElementsGroup"/>
</xsd:sequence>
</xsd:complexType>

This is another situation where the model group is adding an unnecessary level of complexity; it could be removed and complex type referenced directly. Also, it may be possible that both higher level complex types with identical definitions (identified above) are not both needed.

See page 27 of XML Design Rules & Conventions document for more information.
	None



Data Exchange Template (DET)
	No issues found.
	 



Flow Configuration Document (FCD)
	No issues found.
	




