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SUBJECT: The Department of Defense Architecture Framework (DoDAF) Version 2.0

The DoD Architecture Framework (DoDAF) Version 2.0 is approved for
immediate use. Version 2.0, which supersedes Version 1.5 released 23 April 2007, is the
prescribed framework for all Department architectures, and represents a substantial shift
in approach. It places emphasis upon a disciplined process of defining the purpose, scope
and information requirements of the architecture up-front, followed by collection of data
in accordance with a standard vocabulary. Data collected through the architectural
process is delivered to the customer in either standard models or “Fit for Purpose”
presentations.

DoDAF Version 2.0 accommodates artifacts and viewpoints created under version
1.5 and includes new Viewpoints to meet user requirements. While DODAF is the
prescribed means of representing architecture content, the specific models developed are
Selected by the user and defined by the processes which they support. DODAF Version
2.0 provides a richer, yet leaner methodology to document essential architectural content.
Architectures shall comply with Version 2.0 in their next major release. DODAF version
2.0 is available at https://www.us.army.mil/suite/page/454707.




Version 2.0 consists of three volumes and a Journal:

Volume 1 (Manager’s Guide - Introduction, Overview, and Concepts) introduces
DoD architecture concepts and provides general guidance for development, use,
and management of DoD architectures.

Volume 2 (Architect’s Guide — Architectural Data and Models) describes the
Meta-model data groups, and their associated models from a technical viewpoint.
Volume 3 (Developer’s Guide - DoDAF Meta-model Physical Exchange
Specification) relates the Conceptual Data Model structure, Logical Data Model
relationships, associations, and business rules to introduce the Physical Exchange
Specification which provides the constructs needed to enable exchange of data and
derived information among users and Communities of Interest.

The DoDAF Journal provides a place for submitting future change requests to
DoDAF or the DoDAF Meta-model, and provides the examples referenced in the
various DoDAF volumes. The DoDAF Journal also contains supplementary “how
to” information relating to architecture, architecture best practices, lessons learned,
and reference documents.

Our future plans include the development of a "virtual DoDAF", that will allow for
incremental changes based upon user feedback and DoDAF Core Management Group
adjudication. The release of the "virtual DoDAF" will be announced via the DoDAF
website referenced above. My point of contact for the DoDAF is Mr. Michael L.
Wayson, (703) 607-0482, michael. wayson@osd.mil.

avid M. Wennergren
Performing the Duties of the
ASD(NII)/DoD CIO
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1. INTRODUCTION

Department of Defense Architecture Framework (DoDAF) V2.0 serves as the overarching,
comprehensive framework and conceptual model enabling the development of architectures to
facilitate Department of Defense (DoD) managers at all levels to use architectures developed
under the DoDAF in support of more effective decision-making through organized information
sharing across the Department, Joint Capability Areas (JCAs), Components, and Program
boundaries. DODAF V2.0 focuses on architectural data and information required by key DoD
decision-makers, rather than on developing individual products.

DoDAF Volume 2 describes the technical aspects of data collection and presentation, organized
through the DoDAF Meta-model (DM?2), enabling the requirements of architecture stakeholders
and their viewpoints to be realized through both federation of efforts, and data sharing, as
described in Volume 1.

DoDAF also serves as the principal guide for development of integrated architectures. DoD
Instruction 4630' defines an integrated architecture as, “An architecture consisting of multiple
views facilitating integration and promoting interoperability across capabilities and among
integrated architectures.” For the purposes of architecture development, the term integrated
means that data required in more than one of the architectural models is commonly defined and
understood across those models. Integrated architectures are a property or design principle for
architectures at all levels: Capability, Component, Solution, and Enterprise (in the context of the
DoD Enterprise Architecture (EA) being a federation architectures).

The Department has adopted a federated approach oriented toward distributed architectural data
collection, organization, and management among the Components and Community of Interests
(COls). The DoD EA is comprised of DoD architecture policy, tools, and standards, DoD-level
architectural descriptions like the DoD Information Enterprise Architecture (DoD IEA), DoD-
level Capability architectural descriptions, and Component architectural descriptions. Solution
architectural descriptions must conform to the DoD EA. This approach provides increased
flexibility while retaining significant oversight and quality management services at the
Departmental level.

Federating the DoD EA involves making the architectural descriptions described above both
visible and accessible. Architectural Descriptions will register overview and summary metadata
in a format based on the DoD Discovery Metadata Specification (DDMS) with extensions. The
metadata will include a mapping against the capabilities areas contained within the JCA
Taxonomy which will provide the overarching and organizing construct for the federation.
Additional tasks for federation will involve providing proof of alignment with other
Architectural Descriptions based on a variety of metrics that will evolve over time (e.g. business
rules, technical standards, use of the Enterprise Vocabulary). This will result in a robust search
capability for visibility. Publication of the Architectural Descriptions will provide accessibility to
this important information. A governance process for the creation and management of the DoD
EA will be provided by the DoD Chief Information Officer (CIO).

! DoD Instruction 4630.8, Procedures for interoperability and Supportability of Information technology (IT) and
National Security Systems (NSS) 30 June 2004, Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense (NII).
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DoDAF V2.0 is intended to enable the sharing and reuse of architectural data. DoODAF
accommodates various approaches, DoDAF-described Models, and definitions for
communicating and facilitating the presentation of key architecture information (i.e., architecture
vision, principles, guidance, processes) required for the development of Architectural
Descriptions. It establishes a common foundation for understanding, comparing, and federating
architectures and as such provides the overarching guidance for developing DoD Architectural
Descriptions.

The DM2 is a data model that provides information needed to collect and organize data in a way
easily understood. The development process for the DM2 is described in Section 2. The
presentation descriptions and_ DoDAF-described Models in Volumes 1 and 2 provide guidance
on how to develop graphical representations of that data that will be useful for decision-makers
in analyzing and presenting alternatives for adoption, funding, and/or implementation.

DM?2 is a complete replacement for the Core Architecture Data Model (CADM) that supported
architecture development efforts under previous versions of DoDAF. CADM should not be used
for new architecture development, except as it may be applicable to legacy architectures
maintained under previous versions. DoDAF does not define the database design; but defines an
exchange format for exchanging data. To aid any needed migrations forward, a mapping of
CADM’s independent entities to the DM2 data elements is provided in Appendix B.

Version 1.0 and 1.5 of the DoDAF used the term product or products to describe the
visualizations of architectural data. In this volume, the term DoDAF-described Model is
generally used, unless there is a specific reference to the products of earlier versions. DoDAF-
described Models that have been populated or created with data for an architecture, the term
Views will be used or Fit-for-Purpose Views will be used where the DoDAF-described Models
are customized or combined for the decision-maker’s need.

In addition, to align to International Standards Organization (ISO) 15074, ISO 14439, and ISO
42010/IEEE1471 terminology where appropriate, Views, in DoODAF V1.0 and 1.5, will be
changed to Viewpoints in DoDAF V2.0 (e.g., from Operational View to Operational
Viewpoint or System View to System Viewpoint.)

3
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The Models described in DoDAF, including those that are legacy products from previous
versions of DoDAF, are provided as pre-defined examples that can be used when developing
presentations of architectural data.

DoDAF is prescribed for the use and development of Architectural Descriptions in the
Department. Specific DoDAF-described Models for a particular purpose are prescribed by
process-owners. All the DoDAF-described Models do not have to be created. DoDAF V2.0 is
“Fit-for-Purpose”, based on the decision-maker needs. DoODAF does not prescribe any
particular models, but instead concentrates on data as the necessary ingredient for architecture
development. If an activity model is created, a necessary set of data for the activity model is
required. Key process owners will decide what architectural data is required, generally through
DoDAF-described Models or Fit-for-Purpose Views. However, regulations and instructions
from both DoD and Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff (CJCS) have particular presentation
view requirements. The architectural data described in DoDAF V2.0 can support many model
and view requirements and the regulations and instructions should be consulted for specific
model and view requirements.

Within DoDAF, the reference to “data” refers to the “architectural data” that an Architectural
Description needs to capture. As an exception, in Volume 2, Section 2.3, “Information and
Data” and Volume 2, Section 3.1.3, “Data and Information Viewpoint”, the discussions
describes the architectural data and the data that is being captured to populate the models for
the solution. The “architectural data” may be the resource flows, but the “solution data” is the
specific attributes of an instance of a resource flow for a given solution, e.g., the information
that needs to capture the Latitude within a Cursor on Target message.
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1.1 How This Volume is Organized

This volume contains information for the architect, and technical professionals that develop
architectures. Section 1 is the Introduction to this volume. Section 2 presents the DoDAF Meta-
model Data Groups, those categories of data that serve as the building blocks of architecture
development. There are 12 categories of data presented. These are:

Performers (2.1).

Resource Flows (2.2).
Information and Data (2.3).
Activities (2.4).
Training/Skill/Education (2.5).
Capability (2.6).

Services (2.7).

Projects (2.8).

Goals (2.9).

Rules (2.10).

Measures (2.11).

Locations (2.12).

Within each of the categories, descriptions of the data are provided through:

¢ Introductory information which provides an overview of the Data Group.

e Data Entities that comprise the Data Group, and the relevant part of the DoODAF Meta-model,
which provides the associations and relationships that characterize the data.

e Suggested Method(s) for collecting the data.

e Primary uses of the data.

As described previously in Volume 1, the concepts presented in DoODAF V2.0 are data-centric in
nature, rather than product-centric as in previous versions of the DoDAF. Federation and sharing
are facilitated by the use of common data as described and defined in this volume and the
DoDAF Meta-model. Methods of collecting data, use, and graphical presentation are all
suggested rather than mandated. Organizations can tailor their presentations or documents to suit
the culture requirements of their own organization.

Section 3 describes the viewpoints of DoODAF V2.0. These viewpoints are the major categories
of data, arranged into useful grouping to facilitate their use.

The appendices to the document are:

* Appendix A: Acronyms

* Appendix B: Mapping to DM2 Concepts (Maps the DM2 Concepts, Associations, and
Attributes Mapping to DoDAF-described Models and the CADM
Independent Entities to DM?2 Data Elements)

e Appendix C: How Does DoDAF Represent Security

* Appendix D: References
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In addition, the DoDAF Journal contains the following referenced files:

e DoDAF V2.0 Architecture Development Process for the DoDAF-described Models — A non-
prescriptive set of tasks to develop DoDAF-described Models.

¢ DoDAF Product Development Questionnaire Analysis Report.

e DoDAF V2.0 Meta-model Data Dictionary.

The DoDAF Journal has two locations:
® A public DoDAF Journal website at http://www.defenselink.mil/cio-nii/.

¢ On Defense Knowledge Online DoDAF Journal at
https://www.us.army.mil/suite/page/454707.

1.2 Presentations (Fit-for-Purpose Views) and Documents

Effective presentation of business information is necessary for architects to convey the data in
the Architectural Description in a way meaningful to stakeholders. Since the purpose of the
enterprise architecture discipline is to collect and store all relevant information about an
enterprise, it can be assumed that the majority of information needed by an organization’s
decision-makers is contained somewhere in the architectural data. Presentations, or Fit-for-
Purpose Views, are always dependent on the quality of the architecture information collected
through the rigor of architecture methods. Many of the existing architecture methods, or
DoDAF-described Models, are valuable for organizing architecture information, but less
valuable for communicating that information to stakeholders. As Figure 1.2-1 illustrates,
presentation techniques pull from the architecture information store and display the data to
stakeholders.
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Figure 1.2-1: Relationship of Architecture Methods, Data, and Presentation Techniques

Presentation techniques allow for the communication of many complex or disparate concepts in a
context that is meaningful and useful for viewers. Displaying complex information in an
effective way can be difficult, but enables the communication and analysis of information. If
designed well, a single presentation, a Fit-for-Purpose View, can replace 20 individual
documents and display the information with purpose, geared to the targeted stakeholder. This
knowledge visualization is accomplished through the use of various techniques, which are each
described below.

Information is generally presented in textual documents, with associated, imbedded graphical
representations. Specific presentation types are educational syllabi; instruction modules;
dashboards on accomplishments or status; and graphical charts, such as pie charts, or bar charts.

It is imperative to realize that when choosing how to present data sets, there is no limit on which
presentations (Fit-for-Purpose Views) to use. There are countless ways to display information to
decision-makers, and it is up to the presentation developer to determine the most effective way to
accomplish this task. The remainder of this document will give a base of presentations to start
from, each created to serve its own unique purpose. Details are provided on five different
presentation techniques that have proven to be useful in engaging various audiences, and a more
comprehensive treatment of presentations will be found online in the DoDAF Journal. The five
techniques are as follows:

¢ Composite Presentations: Display multiple pieces of architecture in formats that are

relevant to a specific decision-maker.
® Dashboards: Integrate abstracted architecture information for a given business context.
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e Fusion Presentations: Display multiple pieces of architecture and incorporate disparate
pieces of information that are not captured within the architecture.

¢ Graphics: Visually represent manipulated data.

¢ Reference Models: Capture the elements of the architecture and translate those elements into
text.

The DoDAF-described Models that are available in DoODAF V2.0 are listed in Table 1.2-1. The
list provides the possible models and is not prescriptive. The decision-maker and process owners
will determine the DoDAF-described Models that are required for their purposes. The DoDAF-
described Models are grouped into the following viewpoints:

e All Viewpoint (AV).

Capability Viewpoint (CV).

Data and Information Viewpoint (DIV).
Operational Viewpoint (OV).

Project Viewpoint (PV).

Services Viewpoint (SvcV).

Standard Viewpoint (StdV).

Systems Viewpoint (SV).

Table 1.2-1: DoDAF V2.0 Models

Models Descriptions

AV-1: Overview and Summary Describes a Project's Visions, Goals, Objectives, Plans,

Information Activities, Events, Conditions, Measures, Effects (Outcomes),
and produced objects.

AV-2: Integrated Dictionary An architectural data repository with definitions of all terms used
throughout the architectural data and presentations.

CV-1: Vision The overall vision for transformational endeavors, which provides
a strategic context for the capabilities described and a high-level
scope.

CV-2: Capability Taxonomy A hierarchy of capabilities which specifies all the capabilities that

are referenced throughout one or more Architectural
Descriptions.

CV-3: Capability Phasing The planned achievement of capability at different points in time
or during specific periods of time. The CV-3 shows the capability
phasing in terms of the activities, conditions, desired effects,
rules complied with, resource consumption and production, and
measures, without regard to the performer and location solutions.

CV-4: Capability Dependencies The dependencies between planned capabilities and the
definition of logical groupings of capabilities.

CV-5: Capability to Organizational | The fulfillment of capability requirements shows the planned
Development Mapping capability deployment and interconnection for a particular
Capability Phase. The CV-5 shows the planned solution for the
phase in terms of performers and locations and their associated

concepts.
CV-6: Capability to Operational A mapping between the capabilities required and the operational
Activities Mapping activities that those capabilities support.
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Table 1.2-1: DoDAF V2.0 Models

Models

Descriptions

CV-7: Capability to Services
Mapping

A mapping between the capabilities and the services that these
capabilities enable.

DIV-1:Conceptual Data Model

The required high-level data concepts and their relationships.

DIV-2: Logical Data Model

The documentation of the data requirements and
structural business process (activity) rules. In DoDAF V1.5, this
was the OV-7.

DIV-3: Physical Data Model

The physical implementation format of the Logical Data Model
entities, e.g., message formats, file structures, physical schema.
In DoDAF V1.5, this was the SV-11.

OV-1: High-Level Operational
Concept Graphic

The high-level graphical/textual description of the operational
concept.

OV-2: Operational Resource Flow
Description

A description of the Resource Flows exchanged between
operational activities.

OV-3: Operational Resource Flow
Matrix

A description of the resources exchanged and the relevant
attributes of the exchanges.

OV-4: Organizational Relationships
Chart

The organizational context, role or other relationships among
organizations.

OV-5a: Operational Activity
Decomposition Tree

The capabilities and activities (operational activities) organized in
a hierarchal structure.

OV-5b: Operational Activity Model

The context of capabilities and activities (operational activities)
and their relationships among activities, inputs, and outputs;
Additional data can show cost, performers, or other pertinent
information.

OV-6a: Operational Rules Model

One of three models used to describe activity (operational
activity). It identifies business rules that constrain operations.

OV-6b: State Transition
Description

One of three models used to describe operational activity
(activity). It identifies business process (activity) responses to
events (usually, very short activities).

OV-6¢: Event-Trace Description

One of three models used to describe activity (operational
activity). It traces actions in a scenario or sequence of events.

PV-1: Project Portfolio
Relationships

It describes the dependency relationships between the
organizations and projects and the organizational structures
needed to manage a portfolio of projects.

PV-2: Project Timelines

A timeline perspective on programs or projects, with the key
milestones and interdependencies.

PV-3: Project to Capability
Mapping

A mapping of programs and projects to capabilities to show how
the specific projects and program elements help to achieve a
capability.

SvcV-1 Services Context

The identification of services, service items, and their

Description interconnections.
SvcV-2 Services Resource Flow A description of Resource Flows exchanged between services.
Description

SvcV-3a Systems-Services Matrix

The relationships among or between systems and services in a
given Architectural Description.

SvcV-3b Services-Services Matrix

The relationships among services in a given Architectural
Description. It can be designed to show relationships of interest,
(e.g., service-type interfaces, planned vs. existing interfaces).
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Table 1.2-1: DoDAF V2.0 Models

Models Descriptions

SvcV-4 Services Functionality The functions performed by services and the service data flows
Description among service functions (activities).

SvcV-5 Operational Activity to A mapping of services (activities) back to operational activities
Services Traceability Matrix (activities).

SvcV-6 Services Resource Flow It provides details of service Resource Flow elements being
Matrix exchanged between services and the attributes of that exchange.

SvcV-7 Services Measures Matrix | The measures (metrics) of Services Model elements for the
appropriate time frame(s).

SvcV-8 Services Evolution The planned incremental steps toward migrating a suite of

Description services to a more efficient suite or toward evolving current
services to a future implementation.

SvcV-9 Services Technology & The emerging technologies, software/hardware products, and

Skills Forecast skills that are expected to be available in a given set of time
frames and that will affect future service development.

SvcV-10a Services Rules Model One of three models used to describe service functionality. It

identifies constraints that are imposed on systems functionality
due to some aspect of system design or implementation.

SvcV-10b Services State One of three models used to describe service functionality. It

Transition Description identifies responses of services to events.

SvcV-10c Services Event-Trace One of three models used to describe service functionality. It

Description identifies service-specific refinements of critical sequences of
events described in the Operational Viewpoint.

StdV-1 Standards Profile The listing of standards that apply to solution elements.

StdV-2 Standards Forecast The description of emerging standards and potential impact on
current solution elements, within a set of time frames.

SV-1 Systems Interface The identification of systems, system items, and their

Description interconnections.

SV-2 Systems Resource Flow A description of Resource Flows exchanged between systems.

Description

SV-3 Systems-Systems Matrix The relationships among systems in a given Architectural

Description. It can be designed to show relationships of interest,
(e.g., system-type interfaces, planned vs. existing interfaces).

SV-4 Systems Functionality The functions (activities) performed by systems and the system
Description data flows among system functions (activities).

SV-5a Operational Activity to A mapping of system functions (activities) back to operational
Systems Function Traceability activities (activities).

Matrix

SV-5b Operational Activity to A mapping of systems back to capabilities or operational
Systems Traceability Matrix activities (activities).

SV-6 Systems Resource Flow Provides details of system resource flow elements being

Matrix exchanged between systems and the attributes of that exchange.
SV-7 Systems Measures Matrix The measures (metrics) of Systems Model elements for the

appropriate timeframe(s).
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Table 1.2-1: DoDAF V2.0 Models

Models Descriptions

SV-8 Systems Evolution The planned incremental steps toward migrating a suite of
Description systems to a more efficient suite, or toward evolving a current
system to a future implementation.

SV-9 Systems Technology & Skills | The emerging technologies, software/hardware products, and

Forecast skills that are expected to be available in a given set of time
frames and that will affect future system development.
SV-10a Systems Rules Model One of three models used to describe system functionality. It

identifies constraints that are imposed on systems functionality
due to some aspect of system design or implementation.

SV-10b Systems State Transition One of three models used to describe system functionality. It

Description identifies responses of systems to events.
SV-10c Systems Event-Trace One of three models used to describe system functionality. It
Description identifies system-specific refinements of critical sequences of

events described in the Operational Viewpoint.

Within the DoDAF Meta-model, the elements for the DoDAF-described Models are modeled
with time periods (temporal extents) that can be in the future, and the models can be used to
describe requirements. A requirement is a two-party agreement, between a requirer and a
require-ee. An OV DoDAF-described Model could be used to describe a business process
(activity) requirement while an SV DoDAF-described Model might be used to describe a system
requirement.

To aid the decision-maker and process owners, the DoDAF-described Models have been
categorized into the following types:

e Tabular: Models which present data arranged in rows and columns, which includes structured
text as a special case.
e Structural: This category comprises diagrams describing the structural aspects of an

architecture.

e Behavioral: This category comprises diagrams describing the behavioral aspects of an
architecture.

e Mapping: These models provide matrix (or similar) mappings between two different types of
information.

® Ontology: Models which extend the DoDAF ontology for a particular architecture.

¢ Pictorial: This category is for free-form pictures.

¢ Timeline: This category comprises diagrams describing the programmatic aspects of an
architecture.

DoDAF Architectural Descriptions are expressed in the form of sets of data, expressed as
DoDAF-described Models, which can be classified into categories. Table 1.2-2 below provides a
summary of how the DoDAF-described Models can be sorted using the categories above and can
provide insight for the decision-maker and process owners for the DoDAF-described Models
needed.
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Table 1.2-2: DoDAF-Described Models Categorized by Type

Capability -1 -4 -6 Cy-2 Cy-3
Cy-T CY-5
Ooerationa -3 ow_2 Ov-Ga W5 O
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Service SweWiE Swh- S SwW-3a SwIWog

SweW-T SweW-2 SveW-10a SwW-3b

SwoW-& SveW-10b SwW-5

Svch-10c

Some of the DoDAF-described Models above were based on analysis of Ministry of Defence
Architecture Framework (MODAF) and North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
Architecture Framework (NAF) views and information requirements provided in the key process
workshops by the subject matter experts. In addition, analysis on the DoDAF V1.5 products was
performed by the DoDAF V2.0 Presentation Technical Working Group®. The objective of the
analysis was to determine if any product could be eliminated or if any product was created in
every architecture effort. The OV-1 is the most created product at 92 percent of the projects. The
SV-7 was the least created product at 5 percent. What is revealing is that there was not a product
that could be deleted. The results of the survey are documented in the DoDAF Product
Development Questionnaire Analysis Report.doc online in the DoDAF Journal.

In addition, based on the level of the architecture effort, the decision-maker and architect need to
determine the DoDAF-described Models and Fit-for-Purpose Views needed. To assist,

* JCIDS, SE, and Operations workshops were conducted. Other key process workshops, PPBE and Defense
Acquisition System (DAS), were not conducted.

? The Presentation Technical Working Group reported into the DoDAF Core Management Group and worked with
the DoDAF Development Team. The Presentation Technical Working Group focus was on presenting architecture in
meaningful ways to the decision-makers.
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Table 1.2-3 uses the Zachman Framework” with the levels of architecture overlaid for
consideration by the decision-maker and architect. Table 1.2-3 is only provided as input; DoDAF
is not prescribing DoDAF-described Model or Fit-for-Purpose Views or presentations.

Table 1.2-3: Zachman Framework with Levels of Architecture

DoD Strateglc
Strategic Architectures apply Capability Architectures specific Solution Architecture: EA Capability
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What Howwr Where Whao When Why
Layer {Data) {(Function) {Network) (People) {Time) {Motivation)
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{Planner) Lhe business business bsiness irripr el Lo Lhe business goals
perfaorms operates the business strategies
Busincss o, .., Business .., Businoss .., .., hMaster z.g., Busincss
Mlodel Semantic or Mrocess Madel Logistics Wark T low Scheduls Clan
Concepls Eritity- Swslern Mode|
{Owner) relationship
[ leTal=]

System Model e.d., Logical e.d., Application | e.g., Distributed e.d., | luman =N e.d., Gusiness
Logic Data hoclel Architecturs Swstem Interface Processing Rule Model
{Designen) Archirectire Architectiure Efructura
Tochnology c.g., Physical | og., c.q., .., o, Control c.g.,
Model Chysics Data hodel wstern Design Technology Mresentation Structure [Rule Desian
{Builder) Archileclure Archileclure
Component e, e.q., Mrogram e.q., e.q., e, Timing 2.0,
Confliguralion Dala [ez b b Securily Delinilion Rule
{Implementer) | C'efinitian Architecture Architecture Specification

[+ Functioning =, 2., Function .., &, =, 2.0, Strategy
Frlerprise [REEE] el Ciaari Hlion Schednle
Instances
(Worker)

1.2.1 Architecture Interrogatives

A critical part of defining an architecture is answering what is known as, the set of standard
interrogatives, which are the set of questions, who, what, when, where, why, and how, that
facilitate collection and usage of architecture-related data. DoDAF provides a means of
answering these interrogatives through the DoDAF Viewpoints and DoDAF-described Models
(described further in Volume 2), and the DoDAF Meta-model Data Groups, introduced in
Section 9 of Volume 1 as the major parts of the DoDAF Conceptual Data Model (CDM).

Table 1.2.1-1 is a simple matrix that presents the DoDAF Viewpoints and DoDAF-described
Models as they relate to the DoDAF Meta-model Groups, and how these viewpoints, models,
and groups answer t