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Presentations
We began the meeting with 3 presentations:
1. James Odell presented a brief intro on method engineering. 

2. Radovan Cervenka referred about the work done in Whitestein on modeling languages and development methodologies.

3. Renato Levy talked about a possible role-driven approach that has great attention for the interaction with existing legacy systems
Scope of this TC
We defined the scope of this TC work for this year:

It is necessary to formally represent method fragments in order to store them in the method base. A method is essentially composed of two elements: the structure of the product (the artifact resulting from the developer activity) and the procedures necessary to construct the artifact.

The first phase of this TC work will aim at creating:

· A glossary of agent development methodologies related concepts (due October 2003)

· A model notation and guidelines for creating the meta-model of the method fragments (due June 2003)

· A notation for describing the procedural aspects of building the specific artifact in a method fragment (due June 2003)

· A skeleton for the documentation of constraints related to each method fragment (due October 2003)

We will explicitly refer to existing standards and AOSE contributions (OMG SPEM, OPEN, Adelfe, Message, …) 

We will examine existing approaches in order to choose/prepare the initial specifications of the fragment methods meta-model for the next meeting.
We will work on the glossary in order to have a first draft ready before the next meeting.
Other issues
In the remaining part of the 4 hours of meetings that we had, we examined more in details the following topics:

Glossary of MAS development concepts

We discussed about the importance of establishing a glossary of all terms used in our documents. An initial set of terms has been identified. Members of the TC will select the term definitions they would like to participate in the next future.

The following persons expressed their interest in this activity: Massimo Cossentino, Paola Turci, Vito Morreale, Fabio Bellifemine, Radovan Cervenka, James Odell, Monique Calisti, Renato Levy, Luca Sabatucci, Keven Kearney.
First draft of the list of terms: 

Agent, Role, Behaviour/task, Action, Conversation (Abstract level, Instantiated), Communicative act (Speech act, Performative, Utterance), AIP, Method fragment, Methodology, Process, Method Engineering, Ontology, Content language, Class, Environment, Requirement (functional and non functional), Functionality, Goal, Responsibility, Service, Host, Container
We identified the following sources of definitions and related documents:
FIPA documents 97 (part 2, ACL) Abstract Arch. Doc., OMG documents, IEEE standards, ISO rules, other existing literature

A general (common sense) rule has been established:

Not explicitly defined concepts and terms come from their fragment definition and OO literature (in this order)
Meta-model

We will begin the identification of a model notation and the production of guidelines for creating the meta-model of the method fragments. Responsibilities have been divided as described below.
· Definition of method fragment (Radovan Cervenka, Renato Levy, Massimo Cossentino, Vito Morreale). We discussed this first definition of method fragment: It is composed of artifact(s) to be produced and procedural rules but also of documentation and guidelines. The level of granularity of a method fragment is that a method fragment produces a significant standalone artifact (for example a structural, social relationships diagram).
Sources of method fragments identified:
1. PASSI (Massimo Cossentino, Luca Sabatucci) 

2. DIVA (Renato Levy)

3. Message (Radovan Cervenka)

4. Grl  (Paolo Giorgini*?, Radovan Cervenka)

5. I*  (Paolo Giorgini*?, Radovan Cervenka)

6. Tropos (Paolo Giorgini*?, Radovan Cervenka)

7. Gaia (Alfredo Garro*?)

8. Adelfe (Carole Bernon*, Marie-Pierre Gleizes*)

9. MADKIT (Keven Kearney)

10. RUP (Jim Odell)

11. XP (Paola Turci)

* he/she didn’t attend the meeting.

If a question mark follows the name of a person, then he/she was not present to the meeting and his/her name is just a proposal that waits for a confirmation by the interested person.

· A list of the constraints related to each method fragment is necessary. With the word constraint we are here referring to what a method fragment needs in order to be reused (related to its inputs) and what it changes when applied (related to its output)
· Notation used for representing a method fragment (James Odell, Massimo Cossentino, Paola Turci, Vito Morreale)
· A notation for describing the procedural aspects of building the specific artifact in a method fragment (Radovan Cervenka, Massimo Cossentino, Monique Calisti)
Sources identified:
1. SPEM
2. Open framework

Scheduling

During the meeting we briefly discussed about the scheduling of our activities. Here is a Gantt diagram describing the work and the deadlines coming from the work plan. It has been created looking at the work plan and considering the results of the Palermo meeting discussion (we introduced the glossary activity).
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