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To: Bob Lechner <lechner@cs.uml.edu>

Subject:  www.cs.uml.edu/~lechner/DavidHay/DHay_ComparingDModTechniques.htm
I am pleased that you liked my article comparing data models. I apologize for leaving out the Bachman notation. I have heard good things about it, but have never actually had any direct experience with it.  If you can point me to any reference materials, I would love to know more.

I am concerned that you are caught up in the OMG and "object oriented analysis" world.  You may want to check out some of my other articles at http://www.essentialstrategies.com/publications/objects. I have been on a campaign for many years to crush this movement.  There is not "object-oriented" analysis. There is only analysis of business requirements.  Once you have done that, you can then implement solutions using any technology you like, be it Java, Cobol, or Fortran.  The requirements are an expression of the nature of the business, not a description of a particular solution.

I was annoyed when this whole subject came up, because it appeared that a group of programmers and designers suddenly raised their heads and said, gee, maybe we should analyze requirements before we start coding.  And instead of looking to the body of knowledge that had been accumulating for twenty years or so, they decided to invent a new one from scratch.  That would be ok, but "object modeling" either describes business, in which case it is fundamentally no different from entity relationship modeling, or it includes a bunch of OO design artifacts, in which case it isn't modeling the business.

You can use a sub-set of UML to create an ERD, but, as you probably gathered from my article, it's not aesthetically as good as the Barker/SSADM (or Bachman?) notation for that. UML in its full glory is a technique for supporting OO design, nothing more.

I'm afraid you hit my hot button.  Sorry.  But I am interested in your response.

By the way, last year I published a book that might be of value in your courses.  It's called Requirements Analysis: From Business Views to Architecture.  It's a collection of that thirty year-old body of knowledge I mentioned above, organized in terms of my version of John Zachman's "Framework for Information Systems Architecture".  My premise is that the process of analysis is one of collecting a set of business owners' views and distilling them into a single, coherent "architect's" view.

Thanks for writing.  The e-mail address above should work for you - Dave Hay

