Impl.&Conf. WG: Meeting Minutes

Orlando, Jan. 2009


Implementation/Conformance Meeting Minutes

Orlando Working Group Meeting, January 11 through 16, 2009

QUARTER 1, Monday 12 January 2009

	Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

	Carnahan, Lisa
	NIST
	lisa.carnahan@nist.gov

	Oemig, Frank
	HL7 Germany, Agfa Healthcare
	HL7@Oemig.de

	Rock, Jason
	GlobalSubmit
	jason.rock@globalsubmit.com

	Snelick, Robert
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov


Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	9:00

	2
	
	Approval of Agenda
	
	
	

	3
	
	Announcements
	
	
	

	4
	
	Approval of this Meeting agenda
	
	
	

	5
	
	Approval of Previous Meeting Minutes
	
	
	

	6
	
	Co-chair elections
	
	
	

	7
	
	v2.7 Ballot Resolution
	
	
	

	8
	
	v2.8 proposals
	
	
	

	9
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	


Call to Order

The meeting was called to order by the chair at 9:00.  Frank Oemig is co-chair and scribe.

Agenda approval 

No v2.7 discussion as there are no comments concerning 2B.

Vote

	SEQ
	Key
	Motion
	Moved/second
	Y-N-A
	Comment

	
	
	Motion to accept
	Lisa/Jason
	3-0-0
	


Announcements 

Discussion the probability of attending the Kyoto meeting. Frank 90%, Jason 50%, Lisa depends on budget, Jane will probably go.

Therefore we should have an abbreviated meeting.

Approval of this WGM Meeting Agenda 

Mon Q4: cancelled

Tue Q2: We can cancel this session.

Tue Q3: Short update on DSTU by Jason.

Tue Q4: Rob will have a short presentation.

Wed Q3: Who is going to present the Impl.Guide Project.

Approval of the previous WGM minutes 

No objections.

Vote

	SEQ
	Key
	Motion
	Moved/second
	Y-N-A
	Comment

	
	
	Motion to approve
	Lisa/Jason
	3-0-0
	


Co-chair elections

We cannot have co-chair elections as there is no announcement. Frank's term ends in May (Kyoto). Therefore we should have this co-chair election in September. As a consequence we will have a temporary co-chair assignment till September.

Do we need 4 co-chairs? We are just a small group.

We perhaps should change our rules to run a meeting with just one co-chair.

Does it make sense to also split responsibilities between v2 and v3? This would allow being co-chair for more persons. Lisa and Rob will discuss whether this will allow Rob being co-chair. Both will come back to the group later.

Intended (discussed) assignments:

	co-chair
	assignment
	comment

	Jane Gilbert
	v2.x
	

	Frank Oemig
	v2.x + V3
	

	Jason Rock
	V3
	

	Rob Snelick 
	v2.x
	if he is going to volunteer as interim co-chair


v2.8 proposals

#605: conformance levels

The differences between the levels should be highlighted.

Furthermore, on level 5 the results of the tests must be mentioned. 

The discussion raised the issue, whether a constrainable or implementable profiles are always conformant or not. Perhaps in v2.x we have to distinguish between the requirements assigned to profiles and the way alterations are allowed. This way we may need to introduce the notion of "conflicting profiles" as we already do have with V3.

Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	
	
	
	
	
	


Vote

	SEQ
	Key
	Motion
	Moved/second
	Y-N-A
	Comment

	
	
	
	
	
	


Adjournment

Meeting adjourned at 10:45 am.

QUARTER 2, Monday 12 January 2009

	Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

	Carnahan, Lisa
	NIST
	lisa.carnahan@nist.gov

	Oemig, Frank
	HL7 Germany, Agfa Healthcare
	HL7@Oemig.de

	Rock, Jason
	GlobalSubmit
	jason.rock@globalsubmit.com

	Snelick, Robert
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov


Call to Order

The meeting was called to order by the chair at 11:15.  Frank Oemig is co-chair and scribe.

v2.8 proposals

#605: conformance levels

Updates to the diagram talking about different constraints and adding a second "side" introducing "non-conformant profiles".

Talking about level 5 and 6, we have to distinguish between conformant/non-conformant (vertical) and compatible/incompatible (horizontal) profiles. Therefore, level 5 and 6 are on the same level, so that we could talk about level 5a and 5b.

The details of the testing procedure (for levels 5 and 6) must be specified in detail. On the other hand, the standard may give an overview on how this testing could/should be done.

Vote

	SEQ
	Key
	Motion
	Moved/second
	Y-N-A
	Comment

	
	
	bring into chapter in modified version
	Jason/Rob
	3-0-0
	


Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	1
	submit v04 to list
	Frank
	
	new
	


interim co-chair

Rob Snelick volunteers to act as interim co-chair till the September WGM.

Adjournment

Meeting adjourned at 12:30 pm.

QUARTER 3, Monday 12 January 2009

	Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

	Carnahan, Lisa
	NIST
	lisa.carnahan@nist.gov

	Oemig, Frank
	HL7 Germany, Agfa Healthcare
	HL7@Oemig.de

	Snelick, Robert
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov


Call to Order

The meeting was called to order by the chair at 14:00. Frank Oemig is co-chair and scribe.

v2.8 proposals

#608: Optionality in v2.x

The concept of "condition" should be in sync with the current definition. If this is met, we have agreement with the proposal. As we do not have quorum today, we cannot vote on it.

Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	2
	Discuss this proposal with InM.
	Frank
	
	new
	


#612: Message Validation in v2.x

We should have a separate section in 2B declaring how to deal with specific problems, so that validators do know how to behave and what kind of errors to report. It should result in a single way of testing.

If this cannot be achieved, we need to specify "test profiles" specifying how to test something.

The given examples demonstrate that errors are reported differently. 

Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	3
	describe conformance requirements and statements including the anticipated results
	Rob S.
	
	new
	


#613: Profile Version ID

It is an indication of the profile ID to help tools to manage profiles. It needs to be added to the profile schema. This will not cause any problems.

Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	4
	update chapter 2B
	Rob S.
	
	new
	


#614: Profiling Repeating Elements

Different repetitions of a single element may follow different guidelines. Pete has this functionality in his MWB tool.

Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	5
	update chapter 2B
	Pete R.
	
	new
	


Adjournment

Meeting adjourned at 15:00 pm.

QUARTER 1, Tuesday 13 January 2009

	Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

	Jason Rock
	GlobalSubmit
	Jason.Rock@globalsubmit.com

	Mark Boult
	DNV
	Mark.boult@dnv.com

	Ali Rashidee
	Quantros
	arashidee@quantros.com

	Jay Levine
	US FDA
	Jonathon.Levine@fda.gov

	Lise Stevens
	US FDA
	Lise.Stevens@fda.hhs.gov

	Bill Rosen
	Pfizer
	William.rosen@pfizer.com

	Nick Halesy
	EMEA
	Nick.Halsey@emea.europa.eu

	Stuart Harrison
	NHS
	stuartharrison@nhs.net

	Maureen Baker
	NHS
	Maureen.Baker@nhs.net

	Melva Peters
	Canada Infoway
	mpters@infoway.ca

	Diasuke Koide
	Japan MHLW
	Koide-tky@umin.net

	Oliver Simoen
	EMEA
	Oliver.Simoen@emea.europa.eu

	Ayumi Endo
	Japan PMDA
	Endo-ayumi@pmda.go.jp


Agenda

HL7 discussion document:  Constructing a Clinical Safety Management System to manage Patient safety risks during design and implementation of HL7 message sets
The following issues were discussed:

1) Pharmacy Issues:  Suppliers & Pharmacy Systems (e-Prescribing)

a. Interoperability issues with dispensing and prescribing systems related to units of measurement (dispensing units, volume, etc.)

b. Prescribing quantities:  form used

c. Truncation of drug dosing information (directions) – Too long

d. RCA:  Vocabulary for units of measurement for prescribing and dispensing medications is not consistent
2) Medical records management:  Patient Administration Systems (Business Process Improvement)

a. Duplication of patient record

b. Inappropriate merging of patient record data:  

c. Overwriting of key data fields by other HCPs

d. RCA:  Need proper security and authentication privileges across or within the “core” system?  PHR/EHR Content QA:  Who/Where is it performed?
e. Lack of experience and/or resources to proper prepare for a new implementation:  design, testing and training
3) Validity of HL7 message compliance status

a. Breaking backward compatibility between HL7 versions

b. Loss of configuration control

c. Message conformance:  cardinality and optionality

4) Audit/security breakdowns between systems as the message moves throughout the systems:  There is a security group working on the security issues – Should consider a joint session or discussion with them  

5) Expected Safety Controls:  Compliance and Best Practices:  ICTC

6) Broader IT Environment Issues:  Best practices guidelines

The next steps are as follows:

1. Review the HL7 3-Yr Roadmap and determine how we can contribute or support it through our work

2. Make recommendations to the road map.

QUARTER 3, Tuesday 12 January 2009

	Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

	Carnahan, Lisa
	NIST
	lisa.carnahan@nist.gov

	Oemig, Frank
	HL7 Germany, Agfa Healthcare
	HL7@Oemig.de

	Rock, Jason
	GlobalSubmit
	jason.rock@globalsubmit.com

	Snelick, Robert
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov


Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	13:45

	2
	
	DSTU Update
	Jason
	
	

	3
	
	v2.x Tools
	Rob
	
	

	4
	
	Planning for Kyoto
	
	
	

	5
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	15:00


Call to Order

The meeting was called to order by the chair at 13:55.  Jason Rock is co-chair and Frank Oemig scribes.

DSTU Update (Jason)

Jason gave a short update on this project. The recommendations are being followed by a few projects. All is going well. The next steps are to incorporate the recommendations in to the HDF.

v2.x Tools (Rob)

Rib Snelick provides an overview about the preparations for the next IHE connect-a-thon for message testing.

NIST is focusing on PIX v2.x source, consumer and manager.

In future, the details of the testing will increase. Therefore, the bar which must be passed will be raised. In return, the robustness of the tests will be better.

It would be helpful to have a populated registry of message profiles. It should be discussed with Pete whether he can provide a conformance profile for each of the messages automatically?

Also, Eric Poiseau may provide the profiles required for IHE testing.

Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	6
	NIST generates the message profiles for v2.x already. Upload those to the v2.x message profile registry.

(Check with the OIDs. Profiles must have an OID in the end.)
	Rob
	
	new
	

	7
	talk to Eric about IHE message profiles
	Frank
	
	new
	


Agenda for Kyoto

It is expected to have little attendance. We should reduce our meeting time to a single day. Preferred is Tuesday.

	Tuesday
	Agenda
	invited Persons

	Q1
	Administrative

co-chair elections

Approve Agenda

Approve Minutes

follow-up action items

v2.8 Proposals: Conformance Levels (incorporation into chapter), Table Library, ..
	

	Q2
	v2.8 Proposals
	

	Q3
	v2.x Tools

v2.8 Proposals
	Rob



	Q4
	reserved for V3

Implementation Guide Guide

Planning for September 2009
	Martin Entwistle


(see Wiki fr current version)

Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	8
	invite Martin
	Frank
	presence depends travel plans; if Martin is in Kyoto he will try to attend; otherwise he may optionally present slides via webex.
	done
	

	9
	update Wiki
	Frank
	
	done
	


Incorporation of a third party test for V3 (Jason, Charlie)

Charlie does some mapping and testing of models to the RIM. This requires testing. It must be checked how it fits to our conformance level definition.

Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	10
	send conformance level proposal to Charlie
	Frank
	
	new
	


Adjournment

Meeting adjourned at 15:00 pm.
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