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	How long have you been involved with fact-oriented modeling? 

	
	Answer Percent
	Answer Total

	1 year or less
	[image: image1.jpg]



	0%
	0

	Between 1 and 5 years
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	37.5%
	3

	More than 5 years
	[image: image3.jpg]



	62.5%
	5

	Total answers
	8

	Unique Respondents
	8


Who wants unification? 
Most of the fact-oriented community.

Is this really the main mission?

Should we center the whole future around this question?

I think "unification" with all implications leads to a metric that might slow down the main mission even more.

My proposal is to have a main mission (and all questions resulting from this main mission): at least to a big part a solution oriented mission. One point arising from this can be a community that is also interested to help others to get their job right (and from a business point of view that can sometimes be difficult). Well, I hope that there is some time at the beginning to address the mission.

If NIAM/ORM ever want to have any reasonable positive influence, then unification is a must

I, as a user want unification. Now a lot of effort is spend on convincing each other on what method (ORM, NIAM, FCO-IM)or approach is better. I rather like to see a broad support for fact orientation. It's much like a organisation that forgets about its customers and is rather busy with its own world, just looking inside. 

I guess that, mainly, industry and software developers would want that. (it might be a mildly entertaining research exercise)

GOOD IDEA

everyone

Depends on the extent of unification envisaged. Most people would probably be happy with a vague "family" approach, but some might have reservations about giving up elements that they currently cherish.

What are the benefits?
With unification, you gain momentum en can join forces. Al the energy can then be converted in getting this superior method widely accepted. Now a lot of energy is spend on the same things rather then enhancing THE method

primarily, interoperability, be it among ORM tools or with other CASE tools. Likely, it would also be easier for the "marketing" of ORM to non-ORM people (compare the many DL languages that most non-DL people find hard to figure out, which is a significant barrier to acceptance and involvement) 

one common ground and language to talk to each other

Industry won't want to follow fact-oriented approaches if the landscape appears to be fragmented and dominated by  a bunch of quibbling academics. 

end of the ludicrous religious wars

EASIER ADPATATION BY USER COMMUNUITTY

(1) facilitate interoperability between fact-oriented tools

(2)help promote adoption of fact-orientation

-

How can unification be achieved? 
using common sense. Leave the egos at home. Don't speak in the I but only in the we.

First, through formal semantics, so that any implicit assumptions and ambiguities about figures and pseudo-NL are ironed out. Second, it makes sense to have  more and less expressive flavours for different purposes and, possibly, some "extras" extensions beyond the unified language (primarily for exotic things in conceptual modelling and research fun)

Create a common goal or mission. Now there seems to be a lot of different goals. 

By looking first at the commonalities between the different dialects, figuring out what the essence is of fact orientation (facts, roles, ...). Then merge the different dialects to one, only as long as they are usable in practice

By defining multiple levels of sophistication in fact-orientation: basic, advanaced etc.

1. Willingness to compromise for the greater good.

2. Clear, stable, openly accessible specification, expressed in a segmented way that would accommodate different approaches.

Trying to get the whole community to agree before starting to define a standard will never work. The only way forward is to produce a first draft standard and then invite comments.

(1) Have the fact-oriented community agree upon a metamodel.

(2) Have tool vendors implement it.

(3) Get the metamodel standardized (e.g. by ISO)

What resources do you think will be needed to achieve unification? ]
Use other forces, may be like OMG and ISO as a vehicle to win or gain wider support for fact orientation. For instance SBVR is based on fact orientation.

People and Time.

No extra resources; just use the same resources but then towards achieving unity. Those who can't support this, please start up a new religious faction.

don't know

Depends more on social factors (willingness/stubbornness) and backward compatibility than on research efforts. So, the resources are hard to estimate. Removing the human-component from the equation, then 2-3 months fte seems enough

Availability of time for a few key people. Pretty much everything else is (or can easily be) available.

A well-written new text-book in English for each level

-
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