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27 Mar. 2000

Attendees:
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Marcia McLure

MMI


Bob Haugen


Logistical Software LLC

Jim Clark


Edifecs

Karsten Riemer

Sun

Christian Huemer

University of Vienna

Theresa Yee


LMI

Jean Jacques Dubray

Excelon

Mike Rowley


Excelon

Malanie McCarthy

GM

Cory Casanave

Data Access

Zoran Milosevic

DSTC

Regrets:
Ron Zoppo


Comptia




Eric Dubois


S.W.I.F.T.

Agenda:

1. Review status on metamodel development - (Jim Clark) [leaders want draft information at the earliest possible moment]

2. Brief overview of Excelon's business process definition in XML (Mike Rowley)

3. Final plans for the Seattle workshop (3-5 Apr.)

4. Final team comments on the ebXML Requirements Specification (version 0.60 of Working Draft 3) (to be submitted on 27 Mar.)

5. Agree on BP public website update information, i.e., members, leadership, mission, vision, deliverables, etc. (Marcia McLure)

6. Discuss need for private workspace (no information yet on bulletin board feature)

7. Metamodel usage scenario (Karsten Riemer)

8. Business examples to test the metamodel (Bob Haugen)

9. Check status of Brussels reservations

10 New business item (Melanie McCarthy)
Discussion:

1. Metamodel status

Prior to the call Jim Clark had transmitted to the Seattle meeting participants his first compilation of modeling methodology elements in a matrix format.  Included were elements from RosettaNet, TMWG, Sun, REA and HL7, aligned in rows to the extent possible. (Christian, Theresa, Cory, and Zoran requested a copy of the matrix, which Paul agreed to send to them.)  Paul indicated a submission had been send by S.W.I.F.T. earlier in the day.  Jim said he would use the material to populate the “SWIFT column” in the matrix.  Also, Jean-Jacques volunteered to contact Mike Rowe of IBM to procure OAG metamodel information for the matrix.  Christian indicated he would have a class diagram for the TMWG design workflow completed by 31 March.  Also, Zoran indicated he would send Jim the Enterprise Distributed Object Computing (EDOC) UML profile recently submitted by DSTC to the OMG.  Karsten offered to send the Trading Partner Agreement markup language proposal from IBM to the Seattle participants, Christian and Zoran.  Bob agreed to provide detailed comments on the “REA column” to Jim.

Jim’s first impressions were (1) less overlap than expected in the elements from the various submissions, and (2) perspectives of the submissions differed more than expected.  Participants in the Seattle meeting are requested to review and be familiar with the matrix.  It was stressed that a basic understanding and agreement needs to be reached on the scope of what the metamodel will contain.

2. Excelon’s business process

Jean-Jacques and Mike discussed Excelon’s business process definition, encompassing (1) a generic application model, and (2) an XML-based information model.  A workflow engine in an integration server is designed to produce a “process instance document.”  Paul indicated that a tool such as this is vital to providing XML-based components in the ebXML repository that will actually be used by trading partners to exchange information.  Once the  ebXML business process metamodel is in place, the next step will be to realize it in XML terms.  Discussion will continue on this topic in Seattle, as time permits, and in subsequent conference calls and meetings.  Karsten suggested the Excelon work is close in concept to the TPAml work.

3. Seattle workshop

Participants will be Jim Clark, Paul Levine, Marcia McLure, Karsten Riemer, Bob Haugen, Bill McCarthy, Scott Nieman (3 Apr. only),  Eric Dubois, Ron Zoppo,  Mike Rowley and possibly Cory Casanave.  (Jim, we still need logistics details on the Edifecs location.)  Through this week Jim, with the assistance of Karsten and Bob, will be developing a list of semantically defined metamodel attributes, as a consolidation of the characteristics of the submitted metamodels.  Hopefully, this list will be submitted to the BP list server prior to the Seattle meeting.  A conference call among Seattle participants will be held at 3:00 p.m. US Eastern Time on Thursday, 30 March to develop final plans for the meeting.  There was interest in meeting earlier than 11:00 a.m. on 3 April.  (Paul said he would check to see if all the participants could meet earlier.)

4. ebXML Requirements Specification

In regard to A2A applications within an enterprise being in the scope of ebXML, it was agreed that the “design center” of ebXML is B2B interactions. However, to the extent that the ebXML work can be applied, or even extended within an industry, to enterprise A2A, this should be encouraged.  Paul indicated he had proposed replacing the BP specific requirements with the list of requirements the BP PT came up with in Orlando. Paul said he would forward the comments in time to meet the 27 Mar. deadline.

5. BP Website

Marcia provided status on updating the BP public web site information.  She had emailed updated information in a word file on Vision, Mission, Leadership, Members, Scope/Key issues, Audience and Customers, Deliverables, Related efforts, and Dependencies.  All BP PT members are requested to review this document and provide additions, corrections, comments, etc. directly to Marcia at "Marcia L. McLure Ph.D." <marcia.mclure@mmiec.com> by 3 April.  Marcia will then send the file to Brent Phillips for posting on the public website.
6. Private workspace

It was confirmed that there is a need for the private workspace to be activated.  Interaction with the team to date has been strictly by email.  Documents to be posted will be meeting minutes and working documents, such as the draft metamodel.  There will also be an index document that specifies the URLs of source information.  An email archive is in place and can be linked to at the end of the BP public web page.

7. Metamodel usage scenario

Karsten submitted a diagram of interaction processes between business entities.  He stated that we should have a deliverable that will act as a checklist against the metamodel and also guide its anticipated use.  Two scenarios he suggested are (1) Dominant trading partner imposes its BP on its trading partner, and (2) Using open standards, a trading partner dynamically configures and registers a BP, making use of the Registry/Repository, expecting its trading partner to interact via that BP.  Bob suggested a trading hub scenario as a third alternative and agreed to send relevant information to the PT.  Paul suggested the OO-edi vision of COTS as a fourth alternative.

8. Business process examples

Bob had sent a list of business process examples followed by expanded descriptions of several of them.  These will be treated as “test cases” for the metamodel.  Bob said there would be more to follow.

9. Brussels reservations

Participants planning to attend the Brussels meeting (so far) are Paul Levine, Marcia McLure, Melanie McCarthy, Cory Casanave, Karsten Reimer, Jim Clark, and Bill McCarthy.  PT leaders will be planning the detailed agenda in their conference call on 19 April.

10. New business

On behalf of the Technical Architecture PT, Melanie asked how the BP PT expected core components would be modeled, in UML or XML.  Initial response was that UML artifacts such as business object specifications and class diagrams would be represented in the Repository XML through the use of XMI.  However, Melanie was assured that this would be an on-going topic of discussion.

The next audio conference call is scheduled for Monday, 10 Apr. at 12:00 p.m. US Eastern Daylight Time (please note the change in the clock).  Access the call by dialing +1 (732) 336-6000 followed by a PIN of 8327#.  The call will be held at that same time every other week, accessed in the same manner, unless there is a major conflict.  Call duration will be up to 1.5 hours.

Respectfully submitted,

Paul Levine

BP Team Lead

