Business Process Project Team Meeting Report

17 Apr. 2000

Attendees:
Paul Levine


Telcordia

Bob Haugen


Logistical Software LLC

Bill McCarthy


MSU

Karsten Riemer

Sun

Theresa Yee


LMI

Cory Casanave

Data Access

Brian Hayes


Commerce One

Murray Maloney

Commerce One



Sally Fuger


Ford



Jesse Alderson


Future Three

Agenda:

1. Review the draft ebXML BP metamodel at a high level

2. Review scenarios for using the metamodel

3. Review the automobile component procurement example

4. Review proposed liaison to the Core Components PT

Discussion:

1. ebXML BP metamodel

The bulk of the discussion was on the proposed metamodel and recent related email messages.  Prior to the conference call Karsten had provided an email message showing logical subgroupings of the metamodel:

1. Resources and Contracts

2. Markets and Communities

3. Business Processes and Rules

4. Business Information Flow and Communication

Karsten discussed each of his logical subgroupings.  The subgroupings were useful in helping to focus the discussion on various uses of the metamodel, as described by the five scenarios in the 10 Apr. BP PT meeting report, i.e.,

· Specify a business process according to the metamodel,

· Convert an externally developed business process model to an ebXML business process model according to the metamodel via a mapping procedure,

· Register a business process model in the ebXML repository as validated against the metamodel,

· Discover a business process model in the ebXML repository that can be used,

· Exchange information according to a business process model in the ebXML repository.

In a situation where a logical subgroup didn’t meet all of the needs of a particular scenario, one idea was that multiple subgroups of the metamodel could be referenced in a scenario.  Following up on his email messages, Cory mentioned that there might be multiple meta-layers in the metmodel, all being blended at the same level.  He suggested that a meta-layer approach would be useful in differentiating an abstract business framework (metamodel) from a specific business process within the framework (model).  A higher layer would be useful in registration and discovery uses of business process models, whereas a lower layer would be useful in describing a business process role in sufficient detail for implementation.

Murray commented in the discussion from the standpoint of the seven-layer eCo Architectural Specification.  He suggested that the model for Market and Party extend to Business Documents and Information Entity.  Since the eCo Framework was expected as a part of the input to the ebXML metamodel, Murray was invited to submit it to the on-going discussion.  He subsequently provided the website http://eco.commerce.net/specs/index.cfm, which describes “an architectural framework that enables businesses to discover each other on the World Wide Web and determine how they can do business.”

The discussion on the ebXML metamodel was terminated when the conference call time limit was reached.  It will resume on the Apr. 24 conference call.  Cory agreed to partition the draft metamodel according to meta-levels in preparation for the next call.  

Other points noted on the call

Karsten noted that further discussion of the proposed ebXML metamodel with the OMG EDOC group would take place on Apr. 19.  Bob and Bill agreed to rework some of the semantic definitions of the metamodel classes, as submitted by Karsten.   

The next audio conference call is scheduled for Monday, 24 Apr. at 12:00 p.m. US Eastern Daylight Time.  Access the call by dialing +1 (732) 336-6000 followed by a PIN of 8327.  Call duration will be up to 1.5 hours.  Topics for this special call are:

· Comments on Requirements Specification (must be submitted by 26 Apr.)

· Continue reviewing the ebXML BP metamodel,

· Scenario review

· Review of the automobile component procurement example,

· Review liaison to the Core Components PT.

Respectfully submitted,

Paul Levine

BP Team Lead

