Implementation Conformance 

Working Group Meeting – January 2011


Implementation Conformance Working Group

Sydney, Australia – January 9 – 13, 2011
1. Monday – Q1
	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Room 5.06
	Date: January 10, 2011
Time: 9:15 – 10:30am

	Facilitator
	Melva Peters
	Note taker(s)
	Rob Snelick

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Rob Snelick
	Rob.snelick@nist.gov 
	NIST

	
	Melva Peters
	Melva.peters@gpinformatics.com
	Gordon Point Informatics

	
	John Garguilo
	John.garguilo@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Wendy Huang
	whuang@infoway-inforoute.ca 
	Canada Health Infoway

	
	Rene Spronk
	Rene.spronk@ringholm.com
	Ringholm

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

	Yes. Quorum achieved as defined in the Work Group Decision Making Practices – 3 members plus co-chair


1.1. Agenda Topics for Quarter
	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	9:15 am

	2
	
	Approve agenda
	Melva
	
	

	3
	
	Approve minutes from Cambridge
	Melva
	
	

	4
	
	Follow-up action items
	Melva
	
	

	5
	
	SWOT analysis
	Melva
	
	

	6
	
	Review 3 year roadmap
	Melva
	
	

	7
	
	Review projects
	Melva
	
	

	8
	
	Discuss mission of IC and RIMBAA
	Melva
	
	

	9
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	10:30 am


1.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

1.2.1. Approve Agenda

The agenda for the WGM was reviewed.  The following additions were proposed:

· Discussion of perceived overlap of scope of RIMBAA and IC
· Potential new projects (Proposed by RIMBAA/Rene)
· DMP
1.2.2. Approve Minutes

The minutes were accepted as posted.  Motion to approve:  Melva/Wendy (4-0-0)

1.2.3. Follow-up action items

Nothing to report.
1.2.4. SWOT analysis

This was not discussed since we reviewed this on previous teleconference.
1.2.5. Review 3-year roadmap

This was not discussed since we reviewed this on previous teleconference.
1.2.6. Review Projects

Melva gave an update on the requirements for creating a project. Rene gave his opinion on what constituted a project. It was concluded that we didn’t need a project for the V2.8 proposals, but could consider an on-going “Maintenance” project that would cover all maintenance work.
1.2.7. Discuss scope of IC and RIMBAA

I/C and RIMBAA (Rene) discussed a recent e-mail thread on a possible overlap of the two groups. It was determined that no overlap existed but a clarification of the group’s missions was needed. Key points included:

1. RIMBAA focuses on software implementation; currently, this has only been V3. One of the concerns of I/C was no coverage of V2. RIMBAA agreed to take this on if there is interest for V2.
2. RIMBAA is considering a name change to clarify its mission.

3. I/C focuses on best practices for implementations; including creating guidance for implementation guides. I/C also handles all conformance issues.

4. It was determined that I/C should also include testing in its mission.

5. I/C is considering a name change (to maybe include testing); this is TBD

Conclusion is that there is no overlap but a clarification of the group’s mission statement should be updated. The results of the meeting were presented to the FTSD. The FTSD approved the proposed changes.

Slide created to present summary to FTSD:

To address overlap between I/C and RIMBAA:

· I/C 

· Conformance 

· Provide best practices –

· How to write implementation guides

· Vocabulary implementation design

· Exclude software development

· Testing (add to IC scope) ?

· Covers all HL7 standards

· RIMBAA – rename to “software development”?

· Best practices related to software development

· Cover all HL7 standards, not just v3

1.2.8. DMP
We postponed this discussion since Frank was the leader of this effort.

1.2.9. New Projects

Rene proposed that I/C create a project to provide implementation guidance for V2/V3 transitioning/integration. Noting that some systems at the HIE level communicate with V3 (the V3 cloud) but at the HIS level communicate with legacy V2 systems. So the problem is that how do we transition V2 data to the V3 world. Can I/C provide guidance in this area? I/C should review existing work (e.g., Robert Ward, NHIN, etc.). Issues to consider are that the V2 to V2 transition might not be rich enough. So what should be done? Can a V2 conformance profile be created to help (should profiles be created for datatypes?)? The scope would be to write a white paper.
1.3. Meeting Outcomes
	Actions 

· Discuss the proposed changes to IC mission and RIMBAA mission with FTSD – Melva/Rob and Rene
· Add DMP for discussion during Monday Q2 - Melva
· Need to confirm if we have to upload all minutes to document server as well as publishing on Wiki – Melva
· Consider taking on the V2/V3 transition guidance project; define scope

· Discuss defining a maintenance project scope statement

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· Review changes to IC mission and charter
· Joint meeting with RIMBAA to discuss changes
· Review action list and update
· Review projects in Project Central – close inactive projects and create new project scope statements for new 
Projects
· Maintenance Project Scope statement discussion


1.4. Supporting Documents

WGM Agenda
IC DMP
SWOT Analysis
Roadmap
2. Monday – Q2
	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Room 5.06
	Date: January 10, 2011
Time: 11:00am – 12:30pm

	Facilitator
	Rob Snelick
	Note taker(s)
	Melva Peters

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Rob Snelick
	Rob.snelick@nist.gov 
	NIST

	
	Angus Millar
	angusm@kestral.com.au
	Kestral Computing

	
	Jacque Alsop
	jacquea@kestral.com.au 
	Kestral Computing

	
	Melva Peters
	Melva.peters@gpinformatics.com
	Gordon Point Informatics

	
	John Garguilo
	John.garguilo@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Wendy Huang
	whuang@infoway-inforoute.ca 
	Canada Health Infoway

	
	Frank Oemig
	Hl7@oemig.de 
	HL7 Germany

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

	Yes. Quorum achieved as defined in the Work Group Decision Making Practices – 3 members plus co-chair


2.1. Agenda Topics for Quarter
	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	11:00 am

	2
	
	2.8 Proposals
	Rob
	
	

	3
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	12:30 pm


2.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

V2.8 proposals need to be complete by May WGM.  Need to have version out to the list by April 1, 2011 for review.  Rob will be making the changes and will maintain the master copy.

Rob presented a list of all of the proposals for changes
	Proposal Number
	Title
	Owner
	Status
	V2.8 Text

	602
	Table Library
	Rob
	Approved; to be added to V2.8
	Draft Rob

	603
	Conformance Usage
	InterCompnent Ware
	V2.7 Proposal. Already added to V2.7
	N/A

	605
	Conformance Documentation Hierarchy
	Frank
	Approved; to be added to V2.8
	Draft Frank

	607
	Introduction of null flavors
	Frank
	Withdrawn; should revisit
	N/A

	608
	Optionality in V2.x
	Frank
	??? Not really part of conformance; conformance concepts to be used in the rest of the standard—need to discuss with other co-chairs
	Draft Frank

	612
	Message Validation
	Rob
	Approved: Will be removed. Will appear under a testing section. How to interpret conformance concepts.
	Draft Rob: To be rewritten

	613
	Version ID
	Rob
	Approved; to be added to V2.8
	Draft Rob

	614
	Profiling Repeating Elements
	Rob
	Approved; to be added to V2.8
	Rob to write

	Pending?

Create the proposal
	Usage – Sending
	Rob
	Agreement at meeting and list serve; do we need a formal proposal—nothing new just clarification
	

	Pending? Need to create
	Usage - Receiving
	Rob
	Agreement at meeting and list serve; do we need a formal proposal—an error was detected that has significant ramifications to conformance
	

	Pending? Need to create
	Testing—How to interpret conformance concepts
	Rob
	Will modify/expand message validation proposal
	

	Create
	Table OIDs
	Frank
	Frank will create
	


Updates:

· Table Library Proposal; approved text will be added to v2.8. Need to get updates into MWB to support table library.
· 607 - Introduction of null flavours – withdrawn.  Add text to state there are no null flavours.  Consider addressing paper discuss in Q1

· 608 – Optionality in V2.7 – must be discussed with WGs; conformance concepts (profiles) to be used in the rest of the standard instead of current attribute tables (e.g. “repetition” -> “cardinality”).  Need to confirm with other WGs the process to be able to change this “representation”. This is Frank’s proposal; he feels that we can’t get this in for v2.8—will postpone until V2.9.
· 612 – Message Validation – will be withdrawn and replaced with other proposals

· 613 – Version ID – Approved to be added to v2.8

· 614 – Profiling Repeating Elements – Frank proposed modification to this proposal, so that it can either be done via position or by context. Rob will write draft text of update to proposal.
· New – Usage – Sending
· New – Usage – Receiving

· New – Testing – How to interpret conformance concepts
2.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Determine how to proceed with Proposal 608.  Will be raised in FTSD initially – Frank
· New version of Chapter 2B – Rob

· I/C members/list serve need to review proposed text

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· Include on agenda for Orlando WGM to review text


2.4. Supporting Documents

V2.8 Proposals
3. Monday – Q3 – Hosted SDWG
	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Room 5.06
	Date: January 10, 2011
Time: 1:45 to 3:00 pm

	Facilitator
	Wendy Huang
	Note taker(s)
	Rob Snelick

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Wendy Huang
	whuang@infoway-inforoute.ca
	Canada Health Infoway

	
	Keith Boone
	Keith.boone@ge.com
	GE Healthcare

	
	John Garguilo
	John.garguilo@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Rob Hausam
	rhausam@ontoreason.com
	OntoReason

	
	Sandra Martines
	smartines@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Frank Oemig
	Hl7@oemig.de
	HL7 Germany

	
	Rob Snelick
	rsnelick@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Angus Millar
	angusm@kestral.com.au
	Kestral Computing

	
	Jacque Alsop
	jacquea@kestral.com.au 
	Kestral Computing

	
	Christof Gessner
	Christof.gessner@mxdx.de
	HL7 Germany

	
	Calvin Beebe
	Cbeebe@mayo.edu
	Mayo Clinic

	
	Sarah Gaunt
	Sara.gaunt@nehta.gov.au
	NEHTA

	
	Larry McKnight
	Lawence.mcknight@siemens.com
	Siemens

	
	Ray Murakami
	Ei.murakami@gmail.com
	Auckland DHB

	
	Peter Macisaac
	Peter.macisaac@hp.com
	HP/IHE

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

	Yes. Quorum achieved as defined in the Work Group Decision Making Practices – 3 members plus co-chair


3.1. Agenda Topics for Quarter
	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	1:45pm

	2
	
	CDA R3 Standard 

· Review of CDA IG publishing process
· Shall/Should/May vs R/R2 (IHE Conformance verbs) vs HMD Required/Mandatory comparison
	Bob Dolin
	
	

	3
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	3:00pm


3.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

3.2.1. Review of CDA Implementation Guide publishing process

Goal is to create a uniform CDA implementation guide; this is similar to a project I/C has discussed for HL7 V2 implementation guides. Structure Documents is seeking collaboration on this project. The formalization of the implementation guide is aided by modelling tools. Currently three such tools exist, VA/OHT’s standard constraint modelling tool (Dave Carlson presented this tool to I/C in Oct. 2010/Cambridge), Bob Dolin—template database, and Static model tool (??). The tools will be evaluated. The end goal of the tool is to build a specification (template). SD will get back to I/C to discuss how to proceed.
3.2.2. Review of Conformance Verbs

The discussion focused on mapping IHE/v2/V3 concepts/terms. The terms in discussion were: shall/should/may versus mandatory/optional/required. Frank stated that much of this work had already been done in his IHE white paper. SD was mostly concerned with the terminology for CDA. The terms mapping exist in the HL7 Publishing Facilitator’s Guide. Structured Docs agreed that was sufficient guidance for the CDA IGuides. 
3.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Structured Docs WG will update us after they meet with Publishing committee.

· Discuss/monitor progress of CDA implementation guide project – confirm the action item with SD
· CDA Terminology agreement achieved; no action required from IC perspective.

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· Contact SD to confirm if joint meeting is needed for Orlando WGM


3.4. Supporting Documents

4. Monday – Q4
	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Room 5.06
	Date: January 10, 2011
Time: 3:30 pm – 5:00 pm

	Facilitator
	Rob Snelick
	Note taker(s)
	Wendy Huang

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	John Garguilo
	John.garguilo@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Wendy Huang
	whuang@infoway-inforoute.ca
	Canada Health Infoway

	
	Sandra Martinez
	smartinez@nist.gov 
	NIST

	
	Rob Snelick
	rsnelick@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Frank Oemig
	Hl7@oemig.de
	HL7 Germany

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

	Yes. Quorum achieved as defined in the Work Group Decision Making Practices – 3 members plus co-chair


4.1. Agenda Topics for Quarter
	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	3:30

	2
	
	Overlap between I/C and RIMBAA work groups
	Rob/Wendy
	
	

	3
	
	Implementation/Conformance Work Group Decision Making Process (DMP)
	Frank
	
	

	4
	
	Review of V2.8 proposals
	Rob
	
	

	5
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	5:00


4.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

4.2.1. Overlap between I/C and RIMBAA work groups
Discussion:  this is a review of the discussion on Monday Q1 when Rene Spronk (represented RIMBAA) actively participated in addressing the overlap between I/C and RIMBAA. It was determined information will be presented to Foundations & Technology Steering Division to address and clarify each work group’s scope. As one of the vital participants was not present, the information was re-reviewed and approach was re-confirmed.
4.2.2. Implementation/Conformance Work Group Decision Making Process (DMP)

We were notified by PIC that we are due to update the DMP. PIC sent out a ‘default’ DMP for each work group. In reviewing the default DMP, it was confirmed changes IC would like see updated in the IC DMP were addressed in the default DMP. Hence it was determine, a ‘custom’ DMP was not required for IC. It is understood the DMP can be revised and updated as needed.

· Motion: Adopt the default DMP as-is for the new I/C DMP.
· Moved by: Frank Oemig
Seconded by: John Garguilo
· Approved: 3; Rejection: 0; Abstention: 0
Motioned passed with 3-0-0.
4.2.3. Review of V2.8 proposals

Refer to V2proposals document for updates.

How to manage OIDs for V2 vocabulary tables:

· Currently, the OIDs are assigned to the tables, not the code system or value set behind. As such, independent from the contents, the OID stays the same across all versions. Consequently, we need an OID to identify the contents. 
HL7 Germany has discussed this issue during their last WGM and came to the conclusion that a correct assignment seems to be the best solution.
As such, a pivot table must be created to the compare of the code system with the next version to determine if semantics are the same. The OID can be derived by individual comparison because the semantics must be analysed.

· This proposal must be discussed with Vocabulary WG

4.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Update DMP and forward to PIC and Lynn Lasko - Melva

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· Contact SDWG to confirm joint meeting for Orlando - Melva


4.4. Supporting Documents

5. Tuesday – Q2
	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Room 5.06
	Date: January 1, 2011
Time: 11 am – 12:30 pm

	Facilitator
	Frank Oemig
	Note taker(s)
	Melva Peters

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Frank Oemig
	HL7@oemig.de
	HL7 Germany

	
	Melva Peters
	Melva.peters@gpinformatics.com
	Gordon Point Informatics

	
	Charlie Mead
	meadch@mail.nih.gov
	NCI

	
	Cecil Lynch
	clynch@ontoreason.com
	Ontoreason

	
	John Garguilo
	John.garguilo@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Rob Snelick
	rsnelick@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Zoran Milosevic
	Zoran.milosevic@nehta.gov.au
	NEHTA

	
	Patrick Loyd
	Patrick.e.loyd@gmail.com
	ICODE Systems

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

	Yes. Quorum achieved as defined in the Work Group Decision Making Practices – 3 members plus co-chair


5.1. Agenda Topics for Quarter
	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	

	2
	
	ECCF Discussion with ArB
	Charlie/Frank
	
	

	3
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	


5.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

Charlie provided information that the TSC feels that SAIF is mature enough and has enough external uptake (NCI and DND in Canada).  TSC wants to operationalize SAIF within HL7 International.  There has been a request to develop a canonical representation as well as Implementation Guides for SAIF.

TSC has asked IC to decide if they have the willingness and bandwidth to take on the ongoing evolution of the canonical representation of SAIF and the Implementation Guide for HL7.  SAIF focuses on Version 3 and will not be extended to Version 2.  If IC does not take on the ECCF, it will restrict its domain to Version 2. 

IC indicated that a decision was made in August 2010 and confirmed with members of the ArB at the Cambridge WGM to take on the work of the ECCF.  To date, no further information has been received. 
Concern was expressed that comments on the ECCF had been submitted that had not yet been included in the ECCF.  A discussion took place on some of the issues with the graphical representations in the ECCF.
It was decided that:

· ArB needs to reconcile the comments received and update the ECCF.

· Frank and Zoran need to discuss further outstanding issues as NEHTA had provided comments on the ECCF as well.

· IC will communicate with the TSC that the WG is willing to take on the work of the ECCF

· A meeting needs to be scheduled with TSC/(ArB)/IC members to discuss next steps for the ECCF. 

5.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Contact Austin K (TSC Chair) to confirm willingness of IC to take on the work of the ECCF.
· Frank to discuss comment/changes with Zoran (NEHTA)

· Determine next steps for SAIF project(s).

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· Review next steps


5.4. Supporting Documents

ECCF
6. Wednesday – Q1
	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Room 5.06
	Date: January 13, 2011
Time: 

	Facilitator
	Frank Oemig
	Note taker(s)
	Melva Peters

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Rob Snelick
	Rob.snelick@nist.gov 
	NIST

	
	Melva Peters
	Melva.peters@gpinformatics.com
	Gordon Point Informatics

	
	Frank Oemig
	Hl7@oemig.de 
	HL7 Germany

	
	Tess van Stijn
	stijn@nictiz.nl
	NICTIZ

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

	Yes. Quorum achieved as defined in the Work Group Decision Making Practices – 3 members plus co-chair


6.1. Agenda Topics for Quarter
	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	

	2
	
	New Proposals
	Frank
	
	

	3
	
	Discussion of next steps
	Frank
	
	

	4
	
	Requests for proposals/projects
	Frank
	
	

	5
	
	Planning for May 2011 WGM
	Melva
	
	

	6
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	


6.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

6.2.1. New Proposals/Next Steps/Requests
· RCnL – need to determine if we should go for next publishing cycle and what are the changes that are needed.
· Lloyd McKenzie has proposed some wording for sender/receiver responsibilities for V3 – introduce new code that specifies responsibility for sender and receiver.
· More elaboration on sender/receiver responsibilities – what are the requirements?
· Should be applicable for V2 as well.
· Single profile that specifies something different for sender and receiver – different purposes.
· If we do 2 profiles – would have to maintain them.
· Frank not in favour of adding new compound codes – prefer a generic profile that can be specialized – hierarchy of profiles
· Prefer not to include new code.  
· Respond to Lloyd with our proposal – 
· NL also interested in new option – another value for sender and receiver.  For application need to have difference – not using IHE
· Is this expressed in V2 – hierarchy? – could we include a paragraph for both V2 and V3?
· Action – Frank to document this proposal and post to list serve for consideration.  Would apply to both V2 and V3 – use of profiles.
· Implementation guides are profiles – not represented by a profile identifier
6.2.2. Planning for May 2011 WGM

Need to submit room requests by January 21 and upload minutes by January 28.

· Monday

Q1 - Admin




Q2 – V2.8 review




Q3 – Joint with SD – confirm (IC to host)



Q4 – V2.8 review

· Tuesday

Q1 – ECCF work




Q2 – NOT MEETING



Q3 – ECCF work




Q4 – Joint with RIMBAA – confirm (IC to host)
· Wednesday
Q1 - Planning



Q2 – Joint with Tooling – confirm (IC to host)



Q3 – NOT MEETING



Q4 – NOT MEETING
· Thursday
Q1 – Joint with Vocab – confirm (Vocab to host)



Q2 – NOT MEETING



Q3 – NOT MEETING



Q4 – NOT MEETING
6.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Frank to document this proposal and post to list serve for consideration.
· Include in both V2 and V3 – use of profiles
· Confirm joint meetings with SD, RIMBAA, Tooling, Vocab - Melva
· Submit room requests - Melva
· Finalize minutes and post – Melva
· Cancel IC teleconference for Jan 17
· Determine timelines for V2.8 – Rob
· Determine next steps for ECCF – Co-chairs
· Complete Post Sydney HL7 Survey - Frank

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· 


6.4. Supporting Documents

7. Wednesday – Q2 (11:15am – 12:15pm)
	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Room 5.06
	Date: January 13, 2011
Time: 11:15 am – 12:15 pm

	Facilitator
	Rob Snelick
	Note taker(s)
	Frank Oemig

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Rob Snelick
	Rob.snelick@nist.gov 
	NIST

	
	Vincent McCauley
	Vincent@mccauleysoftware.com
	Hl7 Australia

	
	John Garguilo
	John.garguilo@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Wendy Huang
	whuang@infoway-inforoute.ca 
	Canada Health Infoway

	
	Frank Oemig
	Hl7@oemig.de 
	HL7 Germany

	
	Andy Stechishin
	andy.stechishin@gmail.com
	Gordon Point Informatics

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

	Yes. Quorum achieved as defined in the Work Group Decision Making Practices – 3 members plus the Co-Chair


7.1. Agenda Topics for Quarter
	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	

	2
	
	Tooling to take over responsibility for MWB
	
	
	

	3
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	


7.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

IC has identified, that the MWB as a tool for profile development should officially belong to the tooling WG. The discussion with Andy (Tooling co-chair) whether Tooling can take over the responsibility resulted in a general agreement that it should be done this way. However, Andy noted that there is no budget to help with the further development. Therefore, we are relying on volunteers that require the availability of the sources in order to apply any changes. Andy also noted that Winfried Bonney may help with simple requests like “how to install it?” releasing Pete Rontey from this task.
7.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Contact Pete Rontey about his plans for the future maintenance of the MWB and the source code to share the development efforts - Rob

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· Further discussion of the transfer of MWB


7.4. Supporting Documents

8. Thursday – Q1 – Hosted by Vocab
	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Room 5.06
	Date: January 14, 2011
Time: 

	Facilitator
	James (Vocab)
	Note taker(s)
	Rob (Vocab)

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Frank Oemig
	Hl7@oemig.de
	HL7 Germany

	
	Melva Peters
	Melva.peters@gpinformatics.com
	Gordon Point Informatics

	
	Wendy Huang
	whuang@infoway-inforoute.ca
	Canada Health Infoway

	
	Craig Stancl
	Stancl.craig@mayo.edu
	Mayo Clinic

	
	Harold Solbrig
	Soleniu.harold@mayo.edu
	Mayo Clinic

	
	Stan Huff
	Stan.huff@imail.org
	Intermountain

	
	Ted Klein
	ted@tklein.com
	Ted Klein Consulting Inc.

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No) - Yes

	IC was hosted by Vocab - Vocab DMP quorum was met.


8.1. Agenda Topics for Quarter
	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	

	2
	
	Binding Syntax Project
	Frank/Ted
	
	

	3
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	


8.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

8.2.1. Binding Syntax Project

· Normative standard for content should be in the core principles.

· How it expressed in IGuides (human readable) should be informative.

· Items and optionality comprising definitions of binding conformance are definedand intended to be normative in core principles. The human readable syntax in the IGuides should be balloted as informative guidance to express those normative conformance criteria.

· If specifying any of the value set assertions (MIN/MAX – of a value set  i.e. value set A, value set B, value set C), the coding strength for each value set (e.g. value set A) must be also specified. Context binding: 4 required, 2 optional.

· effectiveDate and value set binding must be mandatory and must be accurately reflected in Core Principles.

· IHTSDO has given permission for the use of SNOMED CT codes and preferred terms for genetic diseases by any organization/person (including non-member countries). This does not include the use of subsumption hierarchies.

· Vocabulary binding status is unchanged from last meeting. All documentation on the wiki.  There have been some wording changes to clarify the documentation.  Frank has determined that we need to determine how to handle translation vocabulary binding. Internationalization of the binding syntax needs to be developed for non-english (i.e. German) languages.  The last version of the binding document is on the wiki, but it has not been fully reviewed and Ted has not had the opportunity to complete the review.

·  Two questions from IC:

· Should we support the development of a non-english binding syntax documentation?  Leave the interpretation open to the country to determine how to implement.  How do we assess if the translation is an equivalent to the English language.  If it is translated it must be available on the same wiki page as the English language specification.  This is not a binding syntax specific issue, but the translation of any HL7 specification.  The development of tooling to support alternative language translations for all HL7 specifications is critical to the internationalization of HL7.  E.g. the epSOS project.  
· This is a similar issue to the display of non-english display names for terminology.  Should the same guidelines that are being developed for the terminology apply to all specifications with regards to the development and maintenance of translations.

· Action:  Need to evaluate the current non-english translation guidelines for terminology against the requirements for translation of other specifications to determine if they are adequate to support both.  Wendy (IC); Jim (Vocab)

· Suggestion that a recommended grammar for each foreign language be developed for the representation of specifications.  The recommended grammar will be developed by vocab and IC in conjunction with the appropriate affiliate upon their request.

· The grammar for a translation should be provided on the same wiki page as well.

· How would we assess conformance for these foreign language translations?

· Do we need to adjust the grammar of the binding syntax when translated?  This grammar should be specified by the translating affiliate and documented on the wiki.
· Is the binding syntax document intended to be normative?  How would a translating affiliate know when a document was ready to be translated?
· This is still to be determined by the two groups (Voc and IC).  

· There is the perspective that is could be represented as either XML or in human-readable format?  What does IC think about it normative or not. 

· There is a feeling that this would not be received well by some groups that have developed IGs where their binding was done differently.

· The way that binding is expressed in an implementation guide should be informative as long as it conforms to the binding specification as described in core principles.  This was generally agreed by the attendees.

· Motion: It is recognized  that the items and optionality comprising the definition of binding conformance are defined in core principles, which is intended to be normative  The human readable syntax that represents this is IGs is informative as a means to express these principles. Moved: Frank/Sandy - For/against/abstain : 14/0/0
· A question was raised as to how substantive changes to documents are communicated to translating responsible parties so that they can know when a document is in a state ready to be translated.  There is no known policy on wiki documents on how to make a statement of document status.  The lack of availability of document status in not just an issue for translating.
8.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· One representative from Vocab and IC will update the binding syntax (Ted, Wendy respectively) and move to ballot as an informative document.

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· Include joint meeting with Vocab on agenda for Orlando WGM – Vocab to host IC


8.4. Supporting Documents

Binding Syntax
ICWG Minutes - January 2011 (Sydney).doc
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