Participants:

Sandy, Roger, John, Chris, Rick, Eldad, Yves

Actions/Summary: 

Have a Wiki on the general portal that is public - Roger

Action for every lead to come back and present the approach – next two meetings
SE RFP – Yves
SysML RFI – Rick

RTF Priorities –Yves

SE DSIG Inputs – Sandy

MBSE Adoption Issues – Uwe

MBSE Use Cases - John
MBSE Usability - Chris
MBSE Engineering Environment – Chris
Sandy – to provide Uwe’s e-mail to Eldad and Eldad to add Uwe to the mailing list

Disucssion notes:

Sandy:

At the DSIG we completed the intial action to develop an approach for developing the roadmap and ongoing activities.

Figure out a mechanism to include people in the process - this should be open.

We should properly vet the material through the SE DSIG and INCOSE

Our primary target audience is the SE DSIG

The deliverables are the outputs of the assesments which will be synthesized to a roadmap document.

Deck from the Reston March meeting:
Slide 10: - shows the approach

Yves – about RTF priorities – currently we are focused on cleanup. 

Sandy – this is not just about 1.5 but review the outstanding issues – we want to prioritize those not for the RTF but priority of the roadmap. 

Roger – the record of the input is out there

Sandy – look at the backlog of issues and see how they can be an input for this roadmap activity

Roger – we havn’t looked at the issues and we don’t plan to do it. I suggest this group will look at the issues and priorities

Sandy – I am asking you (Roger) and Yves to look at those issue and be the contacts for it

Roger – I would rather not have a single person doing that

Sandy – We need somebody to aggregate the data and bring it to the group for review

Roger – I can’t make that commitment at this time

Sandy – can anyone take this?

Yves – I won’t work on that before we end the tools infrastructure group. I suggest starting this in June.

Sandy – that’s fine. If you can take it out in the June time frame its fine.

Yves – I had in mind to do it for the RTF – I am fine with that in June/July

Sandy – next is use cases – John can you lead that?

John – Sure, it may turn into a big effort

Sandy – MBSE Adoption Issues – Uwe Koffman asked to take the lead on this

Sandy to send his e-mail to Eldad so he is added to the group

Sandy – I will take SE DSIG Inputs

Sandy – comparing SysML with other standard is not yet added

Yves – we could asses if SysML can inter operate with other standards
Sandy – it’s a roadmap activity not an assesment

John – was some of that done in the RFP

Sandy – We discussed XMI and AP 233. 

Yves – it’s a criteria not an assesment method

Sandy – propose that each lead comes back with a plan and approach for his assesment method
Chris – we have formal interviews on MBSE usability – but it did not produce much information. We have a group “I won’t use that” and a group “I won’t stop using it”. From the technology side we looked into building a lifecycle MBSE solution. We evaluated different technologies/repositories/modeling and analysis tools. We have a report on that assesment.
Sandy – how can we use that as an input for the roadmap?

Chris – the feedback can be what should be the scope of MBSE tooling and software? Do we currently offer enough? The current technology suppoting SysML is not comprehansive enough to support an organization. We should have more mainstream options on how to deploy it in an organization.

For example: other then stating XMI for exchange we declare two or three exchange formats. Or we provide a reference architecture on how how SysML sits in an enterprise – how it maps to different engineering CAD applications. SysML model do a very narrow scope and focus and too detailed to allow large adoption. 
Sandy – can we think about this as the modeling environment?

Chris – Yes

Sandy – propose to add “assesment of SysML in a broader modeling environment” and have Chris lead it

Agreement – to have a session where Chris presents his input from JPL on usability and environment
Sandy – I will take ownership on Criteria

