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	Module/File Name:
	
	Date:
	

	#
	Item / Description
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	Status
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	High Level Items

	1. 
	Is the .cpf filename in the correct format per naming standards?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. 
	Is the project language ‘English’ only?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. 
	Is the model name in the correct format per naming standards?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4. 
	Is data source properly defined and comply with naming standards?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5. 
	Is data source pointing to the correct database schema?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. 
	Are all the objects arranged alphabetically (top to bottom) within their enclosing objects?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. 
	Is externalization specified on query subjects for IQD in any tier?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. 
	Were the Shortcuts for IQDs placed in a separate Folder?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9. 
	Do externalized query subjects segregated into specific Namespace / Folder?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Database Layer

	10. 
	Is Database View/layer available?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11. 
	Are database layer naming conventions followed?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	12. 
	Are all query subjects in the Database Layer Data Source Query Subjects?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	13. 
	Is there at least one Database Schema Folder in the Database Layer?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	14. 
	Are all Data Source Query Subjects in the Database Layer in the correct Database Schema Folder?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	15. 
	Is the SQL for all Data Source Query Subjects in the Database Layer ‘SELECT *’ rather than the Cognos default SQL?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	16. 
	Have usage, aggregate and format properties being set according to standard?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	17. 
	Does the Database View synchronizes with PDM and is composed of data source query subjects only?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	18. 
	Are all Data Source Query Subjects using custom SQL commented both in the SQL code and “Model Comments” property of the Query Subject?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Database Abstraction Layer

	19. 
	Is Database Abstraction View/layer available?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	20. 
	Are Database Abstraction Layer naming conventions followed?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	21. 
	Were all the Model Query Subjects in Database Abstraction Layer derived from Database Layer? Do we have only one Model Query Subject per Data Source Query Subject?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	22. 
	Have data level security and embedded filters been created in Database Abstraction Layer?  Describe in detail in comments how security is laid out (e.g. role inclusion vs. exclusion, etc.)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	23. 
	Were multiple relationship namespaces created to have different relationships established between two model query subjects (schema segregation)?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	24. 
	Is there at least one Database Schema Folder in the Database Abstraction Layer?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	25. 
	Is there a one-to-one correlation of Schema Folders in the Database Abstraction Layer to the Database Layer?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	26. 
	Are all Query Subjects in the Database Abstraction Layer Model Query Subjects?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	27. 
	Are all Model Query Subjects in the Database Abstraction Layer in the correct Database Schema Folder?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	28. 
	Do all Model Query Subjects implementing embedded filters and/or security have a description of that filter/security included in the “Model Comments” property of the Query Subject?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Alias  Layer

	29. 
	Is Alias View/Layer available?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	30. 
	Were all shortcut objects in Alias Layer derived from Database Abstraction Layer?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	31. 
	Are all shortcut objects within a relationship namespace joined to all other shortcuts in the same relationship namespace?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	32. 
	Are all relationships manually defined in Alias Layer? Relationships should not be imported from the underlying database.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	33. 
	Are Alias Layer naming conventions followed?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	34. 
	Do joins between relationship namespaces occur through use of reference shortcuts?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	35. 
	Does every Relationship Namespace have at least one Relationship Folder?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	36. 
	Do all shortcuts reside in their correct Relationship Namespace and Relationship Folder?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	37. 
	Are all relationships inner joins except where outer joins are explicitly required by business rules?  (Outer Joins should not be modeled to deal with data quality issues.  Rather such issues should be cleaned up in ETL.)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	38. 
	Were all relationships tested to ensure inner joins will not transparently drop records to the end user?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	39. 
	Is the cardinality of all relationships set to Cognos standards so that Cognos recognizes the fact and dimension tables in a star-schema grouping?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Presentation  Layer

	40. 
	Is Presentation View/Layer available?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	41. 
	Are names used in Presentation Layer names approved by end users?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	42. 
	Are all query items in Presentation Layer derived from shortcuts established in Alias Layer?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	43. 
	Do all Query Subjects and Query Items follow naming standards?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	44. 
	Is there at least one Presentation Namespace in the Presentation Layer?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	45. 
	Is there a one-to-one correlation of Presentation Namespaces in layer four to Relationship Namespaces in layer three?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	46. 
	Does each Model Query Subject in the Presentation Layer correspond to a Relationship Folder in the Alias layer?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	47. 
	Do all shortcuts composing a Model Query Subject in the Presentation Layer come from the same Relationship Folder in the Alias Layer?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	48. 
	Are all Model Query Subjects (MQS) within a Presentation namespace capable of being linked to all other MQS in that namespace?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	49. 
	Are determinants set for all Model Query Subjects containing Query Items whose usage property is set to “Fact?” 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	50. 
	Do stand-alone calculations and filters adhere to Presentation Layer standards?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	51. 
	Are Presentation Layer naming conventions followed?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	52. 
	Were the Query Subjects grouped according to user requirements into Namespaces/Folders within Presentation View?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Package  Level 

	53. 
	Were package naming conventions followed?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	54. 
	Does the package have a description in Framework Manager suitable for when it is published to Cognos Connection?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	55. 
	Were Package versions maintained while publishing?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	56. 
	Is Package published successfully without warnings or errors?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	57. 
	Is the severity of warning is low enough not to affect the functionality of package and reports?
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