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ABSTRACT: Lack of good inter-organizational development methodology often leads to failure in establishment of
interoperability platforms needed for streamlining operations among government agencies. To overcome the challenge,
this paper proposes a collaborative methodology and management approach that emphasizes the establishment of strong
political support from highest-level policy decision makers; well-functional inter-agency collaboration and engagement;
clear future processes, data and services blueprints to be achieved; and systematic project management based on the
enterprise architecture concept.

Development of an agriculture-related disaster relief information system (Aggie DRIS) is described as a case study to
illustrate this concept. The Aggie DRISis an information management system collaboratively devel oped and implemented
among seven public agencies and one gover nment bank for handling timely financial assistance to farmers suffering from
natural disasters. The Aggie DRIS manages and streamlines the processes including applications submission, information
validation, data cross checking, approval, transferring financial assistance to farmers' bank accounts and also status
tracking. Effective management of information interoperability enables data integration and better coordination among
government agencies resulting in timely and reliable public services to farmersin time of natural disaster crisis.
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Lintroduction

Governments around the world look for opportunities to improve their public services by better facilitating her citizens. In
many cases, to receive a specific public service [1], acitizen usually needs to physically interact with several government
offices with heavy and duplicate documentation requirements and cumbersome transactions. More efficient internal and
interoperabl e operations within and among government agencies, normally enabled by better information and communication
technol ogy, canimprove and provide better joint-up servicesto citizens. However, lack of good inter-organi zation devel opment
methodol ogy often leads to failure in establishment of information exchange and interoperability platforms among various
government agencies.
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To overcome the challenge, we propose a collaborative methodology and management approach that emphasizes the
establishment of strong political support from highest-level policy decision makers; well-functional inter-agency collaboration
and engagement; clear future processes, data and services blueprints to be achieved; and systematic project management
based on an enterprise architecture concept [2].

Aninteroperability platform development is described here as a case study toillustrate this concept. An Agriculture Disaster
Relief Information System (Aggie DRIS) isan inter-organi zation information management system collaboratively devel oped
among seven public agencies and one bank for managing timely financial assistance to farmers who suffer from natural
disasters. The Aggie DRIS manages and streamlines the processes from applications submission, validations, data cross
checking, approval, transferring financial assistance to farmers' bank accounts, and also status tracking by several relevant
government authorities. Effective management of information and interoperability enables data integration and better
coordination of government agencies resulting in timely and reliable public servicesto farmersin time of natural disaster.

The subsequent sections of this paper are structured as following. Section 2 provides the literature survey and contexts
related to inter-organization information systems development approaches, especially in Thailand. Section 3 presents the
problems and issues related to our case study of assisting farmers facing natural disasters. Section 4 discusses about the
inter-organization collaborative approach, and issuesrelated to reformsthat were proposed, analyzed and agreed among key
stakeholders such that farmers can be assisted with better coordination and efficient information management from and
among different regulatory and facilitating agencies. Section 5 analyses impacts, and lessons learn from this collaborative
platform. The proposed inter-organization collaborative management methodol ogy is proposed in Section 6. Summary and
conclusions are provided in Section 7.

2. LiteratureSurvey

2.1Interoperability Levels

A comparative study of e-government interoperability modelsby Carnegie Mellon University in 2011[ 3] proposed amodel for
interoperability in the e-government context starting from the basic goals of interoperability and then map these goals to
different levels of interoperability. According to this paper, there are three primary goals associated with achieving
interoperability in any systems namely data exchange, meaning exchange, and process agreement.

2.1.1 Data Exchange- Thisgoal dealswith whether data can be exchanged between two computer systemsin terms of data
types, size of data exchanged and their data structures.

2.1.2 M eaning Exchange— Thisgoal dealswith the exchange of meaningi.e. all participantsin agiven communication must
agree and assign the same meaning to data that are exchanged and interpreted their meaning of datain the same way.

2.1.3 ProcessAgreement - Thisgoal of interoperability isthe agreement on how or which processto act on information/data
that has been exchanged. All participants must agree in advance about what to do with the datathey receivein the exchange.

-
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Figure 1. Interoperability levels
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Onthebasisof thoseinteroperability goals, Figure 1 showstherequired interoperability levels. The Technical Interoperability
level maps to the goal of data exchange and is placed at the base level of interoperability since systems with technical
interoperability can exchange data regardless of their meanings. The Semantic Interoperability level maps to the goal of
meaning exchange and is placed above the technical interoperability level since systemswith semantic interoperability can
exchange meaningful data. The Organizational Interoperability level mapsto the goal of process agreement and is placed at
thetop level since systemswith organizational interoperability shall participatein multi-organization business processes. All
these three levels of interoperability, for example not just emphasizing only in technical interoperability issue, need to be
articulated for establishing any successful e-government interoperability development [5]. The mechanismsto develop all
these interoperability levels are also emphasized in this paper.

2.2 Thailand e-Government I nter oper ability Framework

In Thailand, an e-Government Interoperability Framework (so called TH e-GIF) [4] wasinitiated in 2006 in response to the
policy of Ministry of Information and Communication Technology (MICT) for promotion of interoperability between different
public agencies and to achieve the better one-stop public services to her citizens. It was firstly developed by the e-
Government Promotion and Development Bureau of MICT asthe TH e-GIF version 1.0 and later improved withversion 2.0in
2010. The TH e-GIF is aframework that aims to push forward policies and practices in the development of e-government
interoperability for cross-agency e-transaction interconnection. It suggestswaysto devel op integrated e-government systems
for effective online servicesto consequently achieve the country’s smart collaborative e-government initiative. Some basic
principlesand guidelinesof the TH e-GIF are highlighted asfollowing:

« To support and encourage the development of citizen-centric e-government servicesthat facilitate citizensto be ableto accessa
range of streamlined servicesfrom asingle point enabled by e-government interoperability systems,

 To appoint lead agencies for implementing different joint-up e-services applications by applying a common e-government
interoperability framework at thenational level,

« To establish and foster i nter-organizati on stakehol ders and collaboration platforms, and also to inspirethemtowillingly adopt and
deploy the holistic concept of enterprise architectures and guidelinesrecommended withinthe TH e-GIF framework,

« To encourage the inter-organization collaborative stakeholders to apply a systematic project management methodology by
emphasizing also on business process analysis and reforms, data harmonization and services design,

« To support and encourage the development of e-government interoperability systemsto activate el ectronic document exchange
by defining nationa standardized data set and document formats, and

« To promote the use of open and international standards for devel oping inter-organization e-government interoperability broadly
allowed for connected online transactions both at national levels and cross-border international levels.

Guidelines and approached proposed in the TH e-GIF have been utilized in the case study as clarified further in this paper.
3. Existing Processand Problemsof the Case Sudy

In the year 2011, Thailand suffered from several natural disasters, especially the flood event during the last quarter of the
year. The agricultural sector was heavily damaged from these natural disasters. Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives
estimated the impact of this specific disaster on agriculture that farmers suffered atotal of 1,464,790 cases. Crop areas and
livestock were damaged, including 4,571,960 acres (total area of crops and fisheries) and animals were affected at the total
24,118,419 (Source: Ministry of Agricultureand Cooperatives, asof November 4, 2011) [5]. The Government hastheregulations
to assist farmers who suffer from natural disasters by compensating with financial assistance. However, farmerswho suffer
from natural disasters haveto travel to several government offices and need to fill their information into several application
forms, asillustrated in Figure 2. For example, if the farmers have both planted crops and livestock damaged by the natural
disaster, they will haveto travel several timesto two or more different government offices. Government authorities need to
validate those data provided in the application forms and attached documents before sending to the relevant government
agents with more internal cumbersome transactions.

The process for assistance to farmers suffering from natural disasters is tedious because government authorities must
validate data in the applications with various sources. The current process is difficult to validate data, e.g. checking for
duplication assistance as the farmer’ spouse may also request for assistance but for the same duplicative cases as filed but
her husband. At the sametime, there are several other complicated procedures but the government authorities have to speed
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Figure 2. Existing cumbersome processes and duplicated documentations for assisting afarmer suffering from anatural
disaster

up their operations to provide timely assistance to the farmer in urgently-needed assistance.

Government authorities have recently mandated that all registered farmers must inform and register their cropsand agriculture
investment of each season of cultivation. Again, these data must be filed by farmers to different government agencies
depending upon the different types of farming, i.e. Department of Agricultural Extension (DAE) for the plant-related farms,
Department of Fisheries (DOF) for fisheries/aquaculture farms, and Department of Livestock Development (DL D) for livestock-
related farms.

In current assistant processes, farmers who suffer from natural disasters have to file their application forms to different
government authoritiesat different service points of each department. For example, animal farmershaveto travel tothelocal
office of the Department of Livestock Development to file the request application forms for their animal-related disaster
issues. But then if the same farmers at the same time planted some agriculture crops, and perhaps some fisheries also, they
need to travel and submit their application formsto other two offices as governed by different government departments, i.e.
DAE and DOF. Moreover, the government authorities have some difficultiesto re-check the related information of each other
for compliance with complicated rules.

I deally, automati ¢ informati on exchange between government authoritieswill assist relevant government agentsto perform
their tasks more accurately and efficiently, e.g. improving accuracy and reducing time for data validations directly with the
authorized sources, and also for other automatic workflow transactions along the whole chain of operations.

4. Inter-or ganization Collaboration and ProcessReform

Assigting farmers more effectively with abetter inter-organi zation information management system, thefollowing critical success
factors have been pursued and established.
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4.1SrongPalitical Will for Collaboration AmongAll Concer ned PartiesCreated

In this case, a memorandum of understanding is established by the Heads of all relevant government agencies and the
government financial institute asthe acommitment for this endeavor. The relevant government agencies have agreed to sign
aMemorandum of Understanding to collaboratively render assistance to farmers suffering from natural disasters through
mutual establishment of policies for implementing new processes and electronic collaborative transactions with actual
operations.

4.2 An I nter-or ganization Collabor ative Platform Comprising M ember sFrom All Concer ned PartiesEstablished

All seven relevant government agencies as well as the government bank have established an inter-agency collaboration
committeeto bein charge for the development of new and more effective operations by cooperation, analysis, and agreement
onthefuture environment, development plan, and other related work engagement. For example, within thisinter-organization
collaborative platform, current “as-is” work processes are analyzed and designed into more efficient “to-be” work processes
enabled by electronic information, transactions and exchange.

The consultant team with expertisein devel oping information exchange and interoperability has been commissioned to assist
the detail ed groundwork of this system, starting from study of the current business processes and data including the current
technological environment of each government agency. After that, the consultant team proposed a new work process based
on the principles of enterprise architecture which includes new data assets and management for assisting farmers. The
design of application interfaces and technology for system development is also proposed and refined. The system is
developed on the basis of open standards and technology to enable interoperability among different information technology
(IT) systemsfrom several government agencies.

Asshownin Figure 3, the Aggie DRIS isthe interoperability system collaboratively developed and implemented among 7
public agencies: the Office of Permanent Secretary of Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives (asthe centralized cooperation
center); Department of Agricultural Extension; Department of Livestock Devel opment; Department of Fisheries; Department
of Cooperative Promotion; Office of the Rubber Replanting Aid Fund; and the Bank for Agriculture and Agricultural
Cooperatives, for handling timely financial assistance delivered to farmers in natural disaster situation. The Aggie DRIS
manages and streamlines the processes from the application submission, consideration and approval to the actual financial
transfer to the farmers' bank accounts.

4.3Analysisand Simplification of Related Documents, I ncluding the Semanticsand For matsof Their Data Elements
The Aggie DRIS is developed to enable data interoperability among those seven public agencies. Farmers can submit the
electronic regquests once to seek for al applicable public assistance from several agencies using these interoperable data,
instead of several duplicate paper documents. The database of registered farmers in different agencies are connected
electronically and can be mutually used by different offices for online check of data integrity and correctness, such as
farmers' registration, residential areas, bank account statusfor financial transfer, so that the officialswill process assistance
for farmers more effectively in atransparent and appropriate manner.

Many to-be process scenarios and required information have been proposed and refined among to the inter-organization
stakeholdersin several iterations, starting from ahigh-level concept as shown in Figure 4, to more detailed process flow and
data elements with several exceptional cases.

4.4 Blueprintsof Functionsand Servicesto Be Provided By the Electronic I nfor mation M anagement System Proposed,
Refined, and Agreed.

Several scenarios and diagrams were used to visualize the conceptual designs and then more detailed concrete design, e.g.
conceptual screen design and status tracking reports, have been utilized for better understanding, verification, validation
and refinement among the key stakeholders.

From this case study, we found out that several technical issues can be solved directly from the direct collaboration with IT
technical teams of each agency.

5. Benefitsand L essonsL ear ned

TheAggie DRIS renders automated information exchange system providing real -time information and reports of operations
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for Government agencies at several levels of management and operations, which have never been achieved before. For
example, statustracking reports can be automatically generated at the overall country level, the provincial level, andindividual
government agentsin charge of specific small areas. The system isfurther designed by adding maps with coordinated data
toillustrate clearly harvesting and farming areas.

One important lessons learned from this Aggie DRIS development is that the government agencies could not focus this
endeavor just only on technology issues, but rather focusing more on high-level and strong policy support and inter-agency
collaborative work such as analysis and design on reforms among concerned parties from the beginning of the project.

The difference of data structures and their meanings used by each government agency is another important obstacle in
information exchange between various government systems. Hence, the challenge of this data-related issue cannot be
underestimated, thereforein thisit took moretimefor consideration rather than for reaching any quick fix and conclusion too
soon.

The transition from the current work process to the new work process took quite some time also because government
authorities and their agents need to fill comfortable and gradually adjust to the new work processes and operations. The
Heads of government agencies need to provide support and push seriously such that government authorities can operate

effectively with the system in good time.
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Figure 3. Key partieswork collaboratively through theAggie DRIS

For strengthening the management of e-GlF-related projects and handling problemswell from various aspects and different
contexts of society, politics, culture and economics, a comparative analysis of 30 countries (2011) [6] conducted by CS
Transformto learn theimplementation of national e-GIFin 30 countriesisexplored. Thereport presentsthe major common
obstacles that most work on e-government interoperability suffered from. The three major obstacles that draw back e-
government interoperability devel opment wereidentified asfollowing:

1. Over-engineering: E-Government interoperability devel opment approachesin many countriesfocustoo much on technical
detail which nowadays is unnecessary due to the matured markets of solutions, and pay less attention on other more
important issues, such as driving policy, creating mechanisms for cooperation, organizational reform for IT reduction.
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2. Lack of focuson Gover nment-wide businesstransfor mation: Thedevelopment was normally focused very much around
improving the efficiency of each individual agency and much less focused on transforming the relationship of citizenswith
the government as awhole.

3. Inadequate |l mplementation: A published e-government framework was often found difficult to trandateinto sustained and
transformational changein practice.

The above study provided the rational and guidesthat arein line and support with the findings and lessons |earned from the
case study in this paper. Since the first two obstacles above have aready been briefly addressed in this paper, therefore for
the third obstacle, a systematic project implementation methodology will be further discussed.
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Figure 4. Electronic application forms and information exchange among governments authorized
for assisting farmers suffering from natural disasters

6. Proposed M anagement M ethodology

The development and implementation of e-government interoperability isinter-organizational in nature, involving various
key playersfrom various sectors. To cope with such challenges, it is suggested to bring in collaborative project management
principles to support for successful e-government interoperability project implementation. The project management
methodology asillustrated in Figure 5 divides the project into five phases as following:

5.Go-LivePhase

1. Inception _Elaboration Phaset 3.Planning
(ChangeAdoption)

Phase (Detail EA Design)

Figure 5. Five devel opment phases
Phase1 - Inception Phase

The primary goals of the inception phase are to achieve consensus among all stakeholders on the project’sinitial concept,
objectives and to obtain the buy-in from the key organizations. The primary focus is the initial and preliminary planning
processes.

The project starts by conducting a conceptual feasibility study on e-government interoperability implementation using the
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Enterprise Architecture methodology [ 7] [8] to cover at least the four architecture domains of potential development, which
are the business architecture, the data architecture, the application architecture and the technology architecture.

1. The business architecture describes the service strategy, and the organizational, functional, process, information, and
geographic aspects of the business environment. Key elements of the business architecture need to be carried out; for
example, the enterprise mission, vision, strategy, and goals may be documented as part of some wider business strategy or
enterprise planning activity that hasits own lifecycle within the enterprise.

2. Thedataarchitecture describes data elements, data structures, and datatypesfor datainteroperability across organizations.
It enables the business architecture and the architecture vision, while addressing stakeholder concerns.

3. The application architecture describes components and sub-systems, and their functionalities of online e-government
interoperability systems.

4. The technology architecture describes characteristics of infrastructures such as computer networks, computer server
systems, software, and correlation of componentsto group transactions. It introduces new technology building blocks or re-
defines existing technology building blocks to ensure interoperability and fit-for-purpose within the specific technology
architecture.

At the end of this conceptual feasibility study, the decision by key stakeholders and high-level executives should be
concluded whether thisinter-agency collaborative platformis feasible and worth the next detail ed and serious engagement.
Preferrably, the strong political commitment and their endorsement should be secured by the end of thisphase or at the early
timing of the next phase, e.g. MOUs signed among the Heads of the involved government agencies.

Phase?2 - Elaboration Phase
The primary goal of the elaboration phaseisto conduct the detailed architecture design for the system to be developed. The
point isto ensure that the team can actually develop a system that satisfies the requirements.

The objective of this phase is to study, analyze, design and mutually agree among stakeholders on new business process
based on new reguirements, new document formats, potential I T systems and e-document exchange systems based on legal
implication and technological standards and features and the detailed application architecture.

Phase 3 - Planning Phase

The planning phase involves creating of a set of migration plans to manage the implementation tasks, time, cost, quality,
change, risk and issues. The reasonabl e plans can guide the management of stakeholders staff and the implementation team,
to ensure that the project is delivered on time and within budget.

This phase is also about planning technical requirements and specifications, size, capabilities and volume of hardware,
software specifications and budget, based on the details of new business process, new document formats, and so on that are
agreed upon in phase 2 (Elaboration). In most cases, more resources including budgets need to be proposed, approved and
secured.

Phase4 - | mplementation/Construction Phase

The focus of the implementation phase is to devel op the system to the point whereit isready for pre-production testing. It
isthe phase where system devel operswork technically in more detail to design technical solutions, implement and install the
required interoperable systems, networks, software and hardware.

Phase5Adoption Phase

The adoption phase describes the acceptance and adoption of new environments and functions by all stakeholders. E-
government interoperability systems shall be enforced by policy makers and introduced for all stakeholders, concerned
partiesand citizensto widely adopt and seriously deploy them. The authorsfind that several government entitiesin Thailand
have always underestimated the change adoption challenge by providing inadequate resources into thisimportant ultimate
step.

7. Proposed Data Har monization for Supporting Collabor ation Among Gover nment Agencies
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During development phases of the Aggie DRIS system, the key stakeholders have to join in analyzing and designing of the
semantics and schema of information and documentsrelated to the work process. The information needed concernsfarmers
who suffer from natural disaster, and also other related context e.g. farming registration, finance, approval, operational status
and reports, etc. In the current situation, various physical documents and forms from different agencies, are different and
difficult to exchanged automatically. Parties, especially farmers and also government staff, spend much time preparing the
data, filling in the documents and submitting them. The major obstacleisthat when datarequirement are not harmonized and
standardized, each government agency and each document may have different requirements. In physical papers, data are
understood in various ways, and may not have the same meaning.

Data harmonization concept [9] becomes necessity. Initially, all stakeholders make agreements on the data elements. They
have clear datadefinitions and clearly understand how data entities are utilized by the related to-be business process. Then,
it improves the consistency in the use of data elementsin terms of their meaning and representation format. This step was
undertaken at the semantic level before considering the document structures. Later the message syntax can be created from
standard naming rules that may be part of some standard technical specifications[10]. This ensures the message syntax is
also harmonized when derived from the semantics using some naming and design rules as part of standards-based technical
specifications.

This concept reduces the complexity of information requirements by eliminating redundancies and duplications, and making
the submission of data easier. It also improves the quality of the data and reduce errors. Information checking and data
exchange can also better ensure interoperability.

8. Conclusion

In achieving the development of any inter-organization interoperability and information exchange platforms, it is essential
that these four critical success factors shall be taken into account:

1.Political commitment from highest-level policy decision makersfor thevision to be clearly articulated, commonly agreed
and endorsed.

2. Inter-agency collaborative platform established to engage all key stakeholder agencies for best functions in leadership,
management and actual operations.

3. Agreement on clear future business processes, data exchange at the semantic level, and services of the new environments.
4. Systematic project management based on the enterprise architecture concept

The change adoption phase is quite a challenge in our case study since this new information management system involve
government staffs of all districts and provinces in the country. A systematic change adoption methodology for people
involved in this new establishment isworth for further research.

References

[1] Department of Economic and Socid Affairs, UNITED NATIONSE-GOVERNMENT SURVEY 2014, New York.

[2] Executiveofficeof thepresident of US(2012). THE COMMON APPROACH TO FEDERAL ENTERPRISEARCHITECTURE.:
Executive office of the president of US.

[3] Novakouski, Marc., Lewis, GraceA. (2011). Interoperability in the e-Government Context. Electronic Paper.

[4] Ingtitutefor I T Innovation, Kasetsart University, Thailand e-Government Interoperability Framework version 2.0. Thailand:
Commissioned by e-Government Promotion and Devel opment Bureau, Ministry of Information and Communication Technol ogy,
2011

[5] TheMinistry of Finance, Royal Thai Government and The World Bank. (2012).Thailand Flooding 2554 Rapi d A ssessment
for Resilient Recovery and Reconstruction Planning, the Ministry of Finance, Royal Thai Government and The World Bank.

[6] CSTransform (2011). e-Government Interoperability A comparative analysis of 30 countries. London: CSTransform.

[7] Open Group. (2011) Open Group Standard TOGAF® Version 9.1.

[8] Zachman, John. (1987). A Framework for Information SystemsArchitecture. IBM Systems Journal, 26 (3) 276 - 292.

[9] ITAIDE. (2010, December) Single Window | mplementation Framework. el ectronic paper.

[10] UNECE. (2012) Tradefacilitaion Implementation Guide. [Onling]. http://tfig.unece.org/contents/techni cal -specifications.htm

148 Journal of E-Technology Volume 5 Number 4 November 2014




