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A A
dutH o7 AE]Talo] =z o}7| ¥ x(Enterprise Architecture, ©]3} EA)= ZZ9 v|ZY2x 2 A
Bl #@7o] yolriol & HAIA(Blueprint)g AAdte = ol {Armour, 1999; Boar,
1998; IBM, 2000; Boar, Zyskowski, 2002]. < vl ¥ /¥ 9 AF7# 2 7|42 A
w3l x| ol7|¥x #HY HT BLoAE U, oY =YL HIHoR FAEn
[Cox, 2001; GAO, 2002]. EAERY =¥ FQ8 EFE ZF3 Yo ARA2EHe = |

2 2 A¥7|E Aolg AFFoZ Zf(alignment)S 3to, @AW FeHoZ Ulgstuxt

o]t} [Liles, 1996; CIO Council 1999].

H e RAR7IH, A, 719 S= EAd Wil F5531 o ofAAA Fude FAAHY

AT A 2 AA Ater 2587 W& EAd diE I FE2 ST AAE EA =9 W

o} 2 xl@(Best practice)®& 712 & 8t3 Qth. 2y 2T EA AHHIEL 7] o 3, ¥4,

2 AT T FAHAA we GG B ol = A A uet FHEA dE EAHE HAF

I ok e §F AFY 4R AHE A BEoE AR oFr|® &1, Be ol
E

g t2A olsiste 7o FAA A" Yo

AR AFzEL EA dig A&S ol E F7] Y8 ol AHHE HuEMEHe =8 Ak
stk AAS 9[1999], AAG (200119 FANAME AZSAH AHRA2HEA E(Information

Systems Planning)¥® EAS] zo]H & 7484 2 I WY vt 7E3e =88 o J2
AAE 2[200219 dAFgAE EA =9 Hd9 =88 EAA#(Enterprise Architecture
Planning), <DE}X2lo]= =23} (Enterprise modeling), AR7]& AAF & (Information
Technology Asset Management)Z T34l olg|d dF &2 EAY SAL /ZHo=Z 3
obglE dlol Z1ARAR, ol =89 FAF EFH AN ZES A osste v *F

s &+ Ao

uetd B dpolA s thekit EA Aldle 29ES 2o AAHSRE BAFoZHN EA £¢ x¥
9o ARz FEIA o] =¥ FAH AY 2 EAS BAFaz 4. o]l A EA 2
FEL vn BAE £ e va ZYJYPAE A, olE utE LR thgd EA Al ARE

g 24T orlold F2 ol Al ] A% ARVB 8 J)g A FAF EA 2%
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olsh o] EA A€ S EA xo) AAH TG BaYE B AFE @ X 24 4
bQon B 4 otk 94, BA o RAA 478 olssl=d sdd 4 . 1 wuk ohg
oh7lgAo] EgHE 249 7 ALY A £2d b AR 7
oz AYe EEol wet WHsE EA o R4S oldstE HoE £80 ° 4 ok

AN
o
&
2
m?(_l,
4
¥
o
g
>

2o | 5oz FAEH doh thg <3y 1> EAT FAL 7hEA TEES Ao
o}
<3 E> <4 F> <2 &>
Framework2 F4 4 | -
Work product & & } 0 BRI 84X g8 9+ 24
SE(2e) CHat == 9 EA L8 M2
QA & EAZUE & RERE
EA 22 dgaxg | T
HoEA2eRs v
25 2

<5 &>

<A™ 1> A7 74 2 24

EAol diek A& v¢ ¥t} Zachman[19971 ‘EAE 719 == Z3A(Enterprise)] 4] 7|
}‘\l.

‘b Z(Knowledge infrastructure)& 74 8Hs A9 S HASHE

259 I P(set of artifact)’ o]
i A8kt Zachman® A7t A Aol whal v 2] AR/ L ALY A S|
2o 7AAA HJE HHT CIOYE Y3 [2001]01 M= EAS ‘249 2% 9 7 282 9457 9
s Hod AH, BXE FyPste Yo v, AEste 7Y EH gLl 98 B A=
7€ FHOE HEstE B 5L HoNE AFA AR A (strategic information asset base)’
oz Aostget. 2l B4y AAQ Meta Groupdl A= ‘EAE 23 T 799 29 v =1~
AE, NEeAlA, 71€ AF 4 olE 847t ¥ TR A2 VX E I S-S F 3 (Holistic)
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o8 8 ¥ AA'% 49 &3t Buchanan 5, 2002].

EAd] digh 7/ d A Aefrte 2 EA AAE oJalstes AL 44 4t} €7 A3 AT EdAE EA
of i@ ol E F7] Aslh FAR Hd BRAI2EF v g o) APEATt. Spewak[1999]&
3 B 2 7)Y, Az 5o #HAA ISPY abEEE /g o2 EAP(Enteprise Architecture
Planning) & 2708t5le™, Min ©[1999]€ IT o7l 2 A d&= FF ISP(ntegrated
Information Systems Planning)& 7]& ISP¢ vlu A& lvh. 28] FA|YG £[2001]9] |l
A= EAPE ISP 3&dA9 vt g gAZ 78 4933 ISP g DA< /'8 A H(Separate
Planning), ¥172 A & (Linked Planning), ¥ %7 & (Integrated Planning), A} o}7]| €l 2 A H(EAP)
Folth. =g A Z(1999]A 7ol Bt FAAHY 7THe4AE viBOoZ 7]E ISP Az BH 7]
vho) ISPE FRaGth F2EY 71w ISPE TAFIM[199413 o] 7]& %z R 9 (Technical
Reference ModeD) & 7I¥te 2 WRESL dAsigitt. ol#idh AFEL o784 7]ve] A28 4
g w8o] 7|&9 ISP A A& gotste dols 7] E 1o, EAY A F g gotste o
A7 ok RSt H M2 EAxE o AT L de FARAILY AFol G Ty HIE X3}
A7) wFolt}.

ol

Rl

A2 22002]9 dFoAe ttdd EAxEE HAHEst7] AsiA ol A& M gt £33
Aol et tbFd EA = =88 A A 7HE FEATE Al 1A =YL ofgl g A 71Rke]
EA 7} 2 (Enterprise Architecture Planning), Q€] 2 &0} = 2.3 3l(Enterprise Modeling), o}7] & ]
71vke] BR7)& A4t Bl Folrh ol&d i FAHA AL v 2ot

7t. EA AZ(EAP)

EAAZL o718 A JdS 23 o =Ysts 7Hg 237 Bl F9 shue & & Aok A5H Ajad
o Zo] HALA BAAA ISP BR7)E o) AXAT Architecture)d] 718 744 £33} &, 7|1&
o] ISP7} A%3] AW AR7|E 719 FZ(T Infrastructure) S Bt} 28R 0 2 vkl sty 9
=golga B o

U, dgZato]= & 3(Enterprise Modeling)

deZatol= BYstel TEE BA FF THE AuALYS £2 € 440 JE Aol opel,
249 @ 2 2 $F vobd B&S ob19A 2492 Roste wHolth Z, FGUHe W

— 434 -



stol A&EA S8t AR = d@oltt, Zachman[1997]5 0] AAIEt e Weto] o

of P03 ¥ 4 Anh dEZtelz YR YA Be FAE AAD A= A A

A

o

AT b 2 AR RE9e el B Az Ado] FYHD, o] & AEHoR f%
o oA X ¥rks dolth W Tl Ha wyiztel Fojo] walaA @t HolA 42
el TA4E FESHIIE 47 Wrke A= AW,

r

o

4

oh. ol7|€ X 7]wke] ITAAMAE (T Asset Management)

AR7%E A Bl =8 A 2ol B{sa Y= AR A4 2 o] 7re] AF #A
25 AR BANA AARCE BHASII o]F Apato]l A YEe % 2 zzne BASE R
Attt} ol & Tl ITAMES] Exa #ejitnt opdet 35 frsfud IT A4te] wax sotdt
o wetd Ar7ie Ad #els gdata

[
gEvks 3303 A 2 g =g ddo 38

o)

o

o}
o] zto] o] AUtk EAAIE H dEXetol= HFPsE FZ ‘Top-Down'Ha]oz
71% A9 #El = ‘Bottom-Up™#alel + t}

€S

A EQA] B3 Al 7FA gekel dis) zbzt 4nugit olgd AFAME 4 =Y wdo g@
4 g BAd dsHT dgslel ok ofF =L noh 933 olsstn, AAHoR s
7) A E 27 o] wek FRE ob YAz AN WEe) Bol(depth) R A E(detail
52 noh pAHoR sotslof ¢ Aot

_|1m

3. EA Z3E HuEN 2Y

o7 el 4 9]¢ A (Architectural Framework)® E X lo]= ol7|Ex] &% dojR = A&

28 73l =3 3}8t7] 9% Eoltd|Zachman, 1997, FEAF, 2000]. T JdYAd= B ¥l
E(View point)¢ o] f EJEd uw& A4HEE(Work productD)E A At} [Open Group,
2002]. wetd EAE Eo adxoz sdstr] dside 7z 2o At EA THYYInE

1) AF&E(Work Product) : EAd] 2&5H: AR Aulxza 2 tholojad zma
ol =g wald EA Product 5025 g#dr}

2) q7149 ZHYNIE HEA Zachman framework®} #e 22HY WEYAE u]air|e Y=t} @3] EA 7&52
A% AEEo] AAIH g3, olF MLy Y7 vlel=eiele Z o)

ol

o2 HHHITUFEAF, 2000],
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g8 dth{Adaptive, 2002].

2 dAFoide vl AR Al va 248 A8 EA ZAYAAE g&staAdy. 4 =
gt o] ®lae EEAM HdAsIa o] HigeE 7}

o

dd oM AAsta e FEed
AR71ZEe] EA AFEA AASL de HES 424 duAZEezA Z EA Z2FEY FF84A
2 v FF 848 #9sta, ANHE HEEEY B E(detail9t ZHol(depth)E HIRE +

2 Zol.

F

fass

ueba] B HoME 1 AR HAA Add fEHY ZALAIEE BFeE EA Z2HE v
28& FAMY, A dEAQY Zddaze v AN AR C4ISR AF(Command,
Control, Communications, Computers, Intelligence, Surveillance, and Reconnaissance
Architecture Framework)[DoD, 19971, 1 AFAoAl 7)i3sl TEAF(Treasury Enterprise
Architecture Framework), CIO®3|olA sf¢3t FEAF(Federal Enterprise Architecture
Framework)®} NIST(National Institute of Standards and Technology)dlA] #|¢tg EA =@
[NIST, 1989]& A%,

7}. C4ISR AF

ol FukAg el C4ISR ob7ldAd 48 Z3)(working group)e] 98] 702® C4ISR Architecture
Frameworke oM |9 & HAMSe wWak(direction)S AF&th. C4ISR AFE 0948 B3
(Commands), % (Military Services)st FH2 713 S ofrlgx A 39 Qe 32
st=E shEstqich

C4ISR AF T JdYPaEx 9 (Operation)ot?| €&, Al2®(System)ol7)€lx, 7]£&(Technology)
olZ| AR FAHHO Jon, Z} ofFle X Zho] AIZHAAMES A1 o} ol U=FH xRS
ol via & & 753 &HA s Y B o] TAYHAE Y F(mission)E AT W ¥

g3 33 ZHAHaudit trail)7} 7458kl
C4ISR AFE o718 HAE EF3sc 2FHE THY HEe AFszn, 2 2343 d#d

ol7ldx HRE Uehdth C4ISR AFY) BEE T80 dusn S9¢ o448 98 o
2 349 P8e ojns Aotk ZaRNA) A WelAE e <Y % 2e B9} 2ol
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TFAHA EEWork Product)E AA] 8t om, o] A&Ed gt HA% 458 2@
2 AFol ‘EA AFE v E¥'L 7|4 AAl"E 'Work Product'& #zgc},

Al Operational System s Technical
Views View View View
igh-tevel Systems Technical
ov“"{,:',: 5 S'uon'l‘mary ConcoptofOpernlons fnterface Architecture
rmati raphic Description Profile
Node
Integrated Connectivit
Dictionary Descrip!iony

n
Exchange

Matrix
System s Standards
Commang’raltatlonshlp Comn{unlcatlons Technology
ar Description Forecast
Activity Model Systems Matrix

System
Functionality

Operational Rules
Mode Description

. Operational Activity

S'B" T’?"a“w" to System Function
escription Traceabllity Matrix

Event Trace Systems Inform ation
Diagrams Exchange Matrix

LogicalData Mode! System Performance

arameters Matrix

System Evolution
Description

System Technology
Forecast

Systems Rules
Model
System State
ransition

Systoems Event
Trace Diagrams

Physical Data Model

[ Essentialwork Products | [Supporting Work Products |

<% 2> CA4ISR Architecture Framework

. FEAF

FEAF(Federal Enterprise Architecture Framework)= EAE 24, 7wk AlE #3x #ests
AFAT NHENA AL ATy Heteq DEolAH. o] M= EA T2aH Az, 4
g, A8 Fhste A AA9] Z2AA 9 AEE(product)E HoEt EG o] THYYAE

4349 BA L2ad8 94, 8ad FA(ole)d BAY AYL Hed

=

FEAFE <29 3>3 o] 72&L FAsioF & 379 op7|HA(ZBol7| 9, dlojgol7| e A,
Z1€718 o1 EaA) G MEELS 24 AH(viewE TAHO . FEAFE olr|gy F2 24
(Architecture Driver)& &3 @A ol7]& X (Current Architecture)E& =A< Ay w3k
(Strategic Direction)o] o] EF o}7]¥ A (Target Architecture)® WHAAH Url= T 24
28 7t 4% ob1¥ A (Business Architecture)® BAHolx EYA oz FHFA gx

g o9 S Fue EGE AAHe] gk 532 AXm gl
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FEAFS} 22 79+ C4ISR AFet= 2] FAAQA  ‘Work Product’ & AA|SIAI= &grt. @A
Zt 7 EQAJENAN FHsok e W&o sl jddez 7 AAST Aok, B A9 ‘FA A

7E HE 29’ RPdAME FEAFY /g3 W8S Fxsaz oo,
e Avplication pochnology

P vo | ListofEusiress Ctjets | Listof Business Procssses | Listof Busiess Locaions

E;‘:m Physical Deta Model Systerms Design Technology Arcitecture

<219 3> Federal Enterprise Architecture Framework

t}. TEAF
vl AE-Fo A JNLIE Treasury Enterprise Architecture Framework(TEAF)X 18 4> EAE
AE, Ndeta, olg AMEsE AFEF ® I ABIBES AYs7] A8 RrEoi Rl TEAFE
AEE T AFA(2000-2003)8 AR 71<HE 74 8HH(Clinger-Cohen Act), OMB Circular
A-130% wEe 9 HE 2 A g AFRAAN ERA0E AU AFEE e
7183 vl B o 2& Fx7 o EFstY, A3 ANdo] E71Y st ol Qs
B
=

¥ 24 7o APsA ol § e, AR L FRE AR de 5F0)

TEAFE <218 4>9 Zo] 7I12& L2 AlH(view), AZ2E2 #HH(perspective)E YEHHY, Z+ 3+
o= o)d #Fsts H3s mdo] wjxjEt. TEAF:E EA9 7[R A @42 FAEFo glow,

o] FALKAE 719 AZAAMEE X1 Ut A} E(work product) &L Z+ FALAE 93

R
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AREZ AFFcl, TEAFE Fsl(Work Product)d
(How), €dxl(When), $i(Why)oll thalx= A stA e=th ol digh Heoj= TEAFE =9
Z3 o] A&3t= WY E(Meaghodology)E &3 Aot
4 Ao TEAFE H&AA EAE 23dsts AL MY

o

R PR

TEAF| A= FEAFolA thFoixl

TEAF9 A28 W82 M &

S C4ISR AF9 A& #Azxdd FAHo=

CERLIEDEE

3 TEAFE £

Infrastructure

st ThAl

Functional Information Organizational
ew View View View
Technical
Planner Mission & Vision Information Organization Reﬁ,’;&“ EA Repository
Perspactive Statements Dictionary Charts Listings
Standards Profile
AMc!izn Infko Assurance
ode Information ode C tivit, Risk A t
Pe?sw:g{ive Exchange Matrix Description i H“:%l:' L'?vel
P Info Assurance {Conceptual) Conceptual) SVB':,"“::I’:;S:” eling
Trust Model {Levet 1)
BsusinossFProciinsl Information
ystem Function
Matrix Exc!(lfngﬁ:rllamx Node Connectivity System interface
Designer ogical) Logical
Perspective Event Trace Description Description Mode
Diagrams Logical Data Model {Loglcat) {Level 2 & 3)
State Charts Data CRUD Matrices
System Interface
Information -
System Exch Matrix Node Connectivity Description
Bullder Xchange Mate Level 4 Physical
Perspective | fomeaonatty (Physical) CEA A T Modeling
stem Performance
Physical Data Model! arameters Matrix

rEssontial Work Products ] LSupporting Work ProductsJ

<3¥Y 4> Treasury Enterprise Architecture Framework

gk, NIST
CIO 9193+
Federal Enterprise Architecture®] S7A14S $FA1717] Y3l NISTY 712 EWE &3431%

o NIST 2E& H=2Us, AR, 7l 4749 A3uddE BAlets &8 824 a4 A7 W
23}
ol

National Institute of Standards and Technology(NIST) modelg ¥ 3to,

oM gl AHEHUTh 5AF) NIST 2de 4us usls obrldAy 598 A¥e =
s, AR, THHE AL bl SA 5AFE Besol AAHAAY, 45 B
it
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. Vision, Mission, goals, objectives
Current business process and target process
3. Management process
7}. business performance history and goals
H| 212 of7) g H 1}, information assurance requirements, models, and policies
(business process) t}. relationships to information technology
2}. relationships between business and management processes
v}, relationships to vision, mission, goals, and objectives
4. Forecast document
7}. legislation, regulations, information technology and standards)

o

1. information used by business processes
AE ob7|HA 2. business locations(including roaming users)
(Information Flow and |3. information used at business locations
Relationships) 4. information flows between locations and processes
S. information assurance and security aspects of information
1. business activities and their relationships and dependencies
ol Z Aol o}7]H¥A |2 information captured, managed, and manipulated by busienss activities
(applications) 3. information technology that supports each activity
4. information assurance aspects
dlolg o} 7€ A 1. data descriptions, including data sensitive by role
(Data Description and |[2. data relationships
relationships) 3. Cross-reference between data elements and business activities (CRUD)
1. hardware, software, and telecommunications
71& ot7l"lA 7}. functional characteristic, including security information
(infrastructure) t}. capabilities

t}. interconnections

<¥ 1> NIST9 EATZ 2@ FAYL

3

ul. ‘EA 2FE HaEY 2’9
ASAA 7+ zH AT NEES BT 4 ZHdHas SAH 53 AHEAT oy
T dAIEL HRU2, AR, AEYANA, 7le T2 W] ANFA = FdH. AR
EA AFEEo] vZY2, dHolH & B, JEYANA, 7l& T ogH= FE8to AA
B 7] o) o5& BHu aFH oz HluEy] A e 74 ZddAIdA AMGn A=

WEe NIST 22ol4 878tm Qe ob7lda T2ol weh AT4 a%ich

-4

NISTAlA AAEHS Q= vloje] of7ldXE 1 o] & Wgo] LT AAZ Je FR o7l
Aol BFAA, vl2Y2 ob7|E¥H, ARty HAA, 4709 oA E FASUG. zZt Za a9
A2E BAS B, 22847 £&50] ojFoiW FA AHE vw B4 29 s gutEo)
n E2ZFojg st we ZH 2AEE £ ZygYa L YHES 9 75¥E EA 29E
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£e ol FA %% HZ ¥4 298 Fa uRs bsach dg <E 2% BA 27%E Way
X mgolct
EAGSE 8la 71§ e g e
(Work Product) T4 EY 3R
1. Mission & Vision Statements(T) [o ZZ o] d§ (iAo Y= H2ZYXA EF)
o M =YA BAFA HlRYA o], CSF, ¢ g
HdAQ HAL
2. Organizational Chart(T) o ZA T YUz #A
3. Activity  Hierarchy Chart in|e &% 7484
BA Activity Model e HZYA V|53 To] g H|R A T2 A
4, Business(operational) rulels ¥]ZUx Hapigel A JHFF3o) A<
model(D)
5. Business(operational) statele H]ZUx AAgo &5 W
chart(T)
6. Activity Model (T) . H1}-_Ll¢ Azl AR ¥, &9, I§, 4L B
A
1. Business(operational) nodel* HIZYx 7]%5 D9 (node)E BASHL, ©93te] ws
connectivity description(T) = AHZES HA}
2. Business(operational) information|s F# 9] &% & X Yste 715 @l (node) Afojol 2 F 5]
exchange matrix(T) = AR 84
3. System  information  exchangels A|Z~®(H/W,S/W,App.)7te] A5 wslEs A
matrix(D)
4. Information Assurance Risk|e A9 7l5d HAEA|2E 2 o FgHold A 2 F
Assessment(T) —1“3
IA + O]E BAT F AE Y
5. Information Assurance Trust + IARACIA vior® 914 QAE ulgoR ol mE AR
Model(T) HZo) i3k Ax
1. integrated dictionary(F) o o]y AAES A9
2. Data CRUD Matrix(T) o AlzHz dlo]He #AAE Create, Read, Update,
Deleted] #AIZ #&
3. Logical data model(D) « vlojE AYEYG £4 T2l o] ETY B
4. Physical data Model(D) . L_]og%fal data model & vl o2 AA T+EL 23 do)
E =
1. System interface|s A|2®le] A9
description-level1(T) o AAEO FAHQ A
o AN2" TE DH’V*«] Qe #of~
2. Business(Operational) activity tols A|2®i} B|2UA &% 7+o Ay
system function matrix(D)
AA |3, System rules model(D) o A2E FEALY A =
4. Event Trace Diagram(T) o A 2Eo) A BAELE olWlES 34 3 E
5. State Chart(T) o A2Eol ZEAAM o|HIES AJeje] ®ig
6. System functionality description(D)j» A]=® 7] Alo]g] diolH &&
7. programs(F) - ojZe)Aojde TP IE
1. System  interface  description|s Z} A|A®Ele] THE 74
level2,3,4(T) o XA YEYF QEHolA F2
2. System performance parameters|e ZF A|A¥ H/W, S/Wel A%
TA matrix(D)
3. TRM(T) e Vg Ax 29
4. Standards profile(Technicalls EFX 231}y
Architecture profile)

<E 2> EA A34E vjn
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4. EA A3 E9 4

7b. i EA Angol M=

GAO[2002]°1A& EA #El9 408 EAHsr|std oA 7] GAZ 48 EA A5%E 7]
g AANSFET. zZF 9Al= EA B 9Q3 AN LHQAE o]FoR gt} TS <E e
GAO® EA A&% B2t 7]1%& 0EsA &

@ A

o @ WIE 93 EAS @%0}‘_ AL &3
+ EA°l 3] 85 & 9% AAE w2 & productd] AAE Futst=AE ST

» EA product®] &30} & 53

4 |o IT Ale] TEZELE A5t Adsle Ao ALSY F U+ EA productsS ¢4 =4
g H7t

» o}7]&1A producte] QLo A S

3 |* EA productd] AA FF FHE T2 don, AxAAA FAHANA Y EAY HAE A9
g 53

o EATE]S 7)ute] @A FHHU=AE FH

 EA 983} AP AA9} EA product /iEES A% AF +£8 FHo] EAgteAE 3

o EAQA Y ZAAHEE FH

1 | BAQ N3}t Algo] g U2 Al B EAE BA8tD Agdegxn 44 It 7kxlol o

& A FEe =3

<E 3>EA A<Xx H7} 7]F [GAO : ‘Enterprise Architecture use across the Federal
Government Can Be improved']

2 dFeXE EA A4 W 9rt 71€e 7o s Y EA 2dEe N ARdEe
AAstaz @, AR 71EL A A 7HA ot AR, EAdSE A7teA AEE

3
A F& HIHE T 718, B4, AEEo] I e 718, AA, A AR 718 o9 9 EA

Ao} 2L 2AE FFdt= UL T (DoED), BAAH(CS), ZF4(DoS), EF(DoVA), 9
YA (DoE)Y A2 FE &+ Aok =T Ay FAHAF 79E Meta Groupd] LWHEES H 83

2.3}o] 2 (State of Ohio), ZUIE}F (State of Connecticut), M X oK (State of Virginia)e] A} E
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st ol #4353

b 254 (Department of Education)

A2 SFAP(Student Financial Assistance Programs, StAlofAlx]9 = 2 1#)ol 1o ¢
& Mulag ey 2230 EE aRAoR Bty Ad =¥ g o =¥
S ATHoz olFY] Y3lo] SFAPE A Yste IT MAY =8y nzyx T2A2e gAdAy
o]¥, EAdl 7|uts F 71 EE TG =&Y A2HEL T <X 4> Zrh

U.S. Department of Education

Business |e biz context diagram (stakeholder ®3bH)
Architecture |* biz function (process /location ¥3})

¢ Data Group & Information Detail
» Data CRUD Matrix
¢ Data Location

Information

Architecture

Application s App. Systems Inventory (Technical Standards, Current system itemized cost)
Architecture [* app. to function Cross -Reference

Technical [ Technology inventory / Standards to platform cross - reference (Current
Architecture H/S,S/W,CC)

o Security Architecture (user class, Security product)
¢ Arch. Driver & Goal

¢ Vision

e Arch. Principle

<E 4> 2849 EA 23E &

7)€}

ot A A (Customs Service)
#M A EAE TISAFE 7|wte g FAsglon 279 EXx R4S +3d357] 93] gt AR
2 ylea HEslsE B3 g7 gLE EAoE e MBS JeTEL YT T A TE

e EL =

BARL BAS =o] 98 B0 UL dAdRE AW 248 FEeR, [T 245 47w
o JAraES M, £F QT4 R AAst A&
o $F9 A% 434S Fuss 2L Za

AA
& 33 o}7] €l x](Baseline Architecture)d] B HY, AREE

l
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U.S; Customs Service

Enterprise organization Structure
customers

Business Operating Unit
BOU Organizational structure
Work locations

Work Flow Model

User Groups

Key Personnel

User

User location

Biz Scenarios

Biz Objective & Mission

Biz Process

common key info.
key info.

logical DM
Physical DM

DB

Business
Architecture

Information

Architecture

Info. Sys.
* Info. Sys. Function

TRM

corporate standards

corporate platform

Business operation

Specific platforms & relation ships
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