Schema Conformance Review – TRI v4.0
Schema Package Name and Version:  Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) v4.0
Reviewed Date:  12/19/2008
Reviewed By:  Bill Rensmith, Windsor Solutions, Inc.
Findings by Category

1. Schema Validation

Schema is valid (Altova XMLSpy Professional Edition 2007 sp2)
2. Compliance with Design Rules and Conventions 

Critical Issues:

· None
Non-critical Issues:

· HTML Comments should be removed from all files. See DRC Rule SD5-30.
· In several cases, the schema was changed to substitute XSD built-in types with custom data types. The reason for the change is cited as previous schemas not complying with DRC rule GD3-A which states that “all datatype names MUST end with either “Type” or “DataType”. If native XSD types are used (such as string, date, or boolean), then clearly this rule does not apply. To the contrary, the DRCs encourage the use of primitive types in rules GD1-14 (Messages shall use well-known datatypes) and GD1-15 (“…messages shall reuse registered datatypes to the maximum extent practicable”). However, it has become customary in EN schema to create custom types from base XML types even if no extension or restriction is applied, even though there is no rule explicitly requires this.
3. Compliance with Namespace, File Naming and Component Versioning guidelines
Non-critical Issues:

· The change control log notes that some structures in the schema were maintained for backward compatibility. The Schema Conformance Report notes that a requirement of this effort was to maintain backward compatibility. 
As noted in the Change Management Principles document, major version changes to schema (such as this) are not required to maintain backward compatibility. Only minor revisions must be backward compatible. If backward compatibility guidelines are followed, schema version should be v3.1.
4. Review of Data Exchange Template
· DET is thorough and complete
5. Review of Flow Configuration Document
Non-critical Issues:

· Many portions of the FCD are relics of the earliest versions, including the “Other Considerations” section and both appendices. These should be updated if still applicable or removed if not.
· The diagram in the Data Flow Overview section does not show TRI-ME Web submissions or TRIS data from paper submissions entering the data flow although the introduction indicates that these reports are also being sent to partner nodes. Figure 2 also does not capture the new sources of TRI data.

6. Review of other supporting materials
· Sample instance document is valid.
7. Other observations
· Change control spreadsheet lists WasteQuantityCatastrophicMeasure twice for each module
