Implementation Conformance Working Group

Cambridge, MA – October 3 – 7, 2010
1. Monday - Q3 (13:45 – 15:15)

	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Parlor 215
	Date: 2010-10-
Time: Monday Q3

	Facilitator
	Frank Oemig
	Note taker(s)
	Melva Peters

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Frank Oemig
	Frank@oemig.de
	HL7 Germany

	
	Jason Rock
	jason.rock@globalsubmit.com 
	Global Summit

	
	Melva Peters
	Melva.peters@gpinformatics.com 
	HL7 Canada

	
	Wendy Huang
	whuang@infoway.ca
	Canada Health Infoway

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

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


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

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	13:45

	2
	
	Approval of WGM Agenda
	Frank
	
	

	3
	
	Announcements
	Frank
	
	

	4
	
	Approve minutes (Atlanta)
	Frank
	
	

	5
	
	Follow-Up Action Items
	Frank
	
	

	6
	
	SWOT Analysis and Roadmap
	Frank
	
	

	8
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	15:15


1.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

1.2.1. Approve Agenda

The following items were added to the agenda:

· Discussion and overlap with RIMBAA Work Group – shared/separated responsibilities concerning implementation

· Internal discussion of current status of ECCF

· Preparation for Sydney WGM

Motion to approve the agenda as amended:  Jason/Melva (Carried 3-0-0)
1.2.2. Approve Minutes

The minutes were accepted as posted

Motion to approve: Jason/Melva (3-0-0)

1.2.3. Follow-up Action Items

· Update on 2.8 proposals – Rob

· OIDs for code systems in v2.x – Frank – open

· ECCF – will have further discussion this Quarter and will have joint meeting with ArB Tuesday Q2

· WIKI – complete

· IC Facilitator for each WG – open – this was raised at a previous meeting and discussed with FTSD.  The problem is that the different groups are doing individual work on conformance without bringing it to ICWG.  IC believes that a facilitator in each WG would help.  This issue should be brought forward during the FTSD meeting.  The question is whether a centralized conformance group is wanted or not.
Due to limits in the FTSD meeting this issue wasn’t brought up.

1.2.4. SWOT Analysis and Roadmap

· More weaknesses

· Struggling with attendance

· Need to schedule regular teleconferences

· Project Manager office is grading on documentation but not necessarily on content

· There are opportunities to add vocabulary conformance guidance to expand coverage of IC work
No update to roadmap.

Discussion

· Difficult to determine what we can do between meetings in addition to ECCF

· We need to encourage others to participate

· IC facilitator - take to steering division meeting

· This idea was previously discussed

· There are concerns that projects are still being approved that include conformance
· Consistent implementation of conformance 

· If not consider disbanding ICWG
· ICWG meeting today did not initially achieve quorum

1.2.5. RIMMBA 

No discussion – Add to agenda for an upcoming Quarter or next teleconference
1.2.6. ECCF Preparation

· Held teleconference in August with Charlie McKay and provided feedback
· IC members have concerns about the document because the current version is not in sync with RM-ODP

· Most of IC comments submitted have not been incorporated as of June version – no updates have been made available.
· Need to find out missing requirements. Were they intentionally left out? Need to discuss during tomorrows discussion

· In principle we agree with taking over the document but need to determine why our comments were not considered

· Need to fix some fundamental areas

· Will need to get source files for images in order to make changes -> Charlie
1.2.7. Preparation for Sydney

· Co-Chair – Melva is attending, Frank is not likely attending.  We will not need to make special arrangements for an acting co-chair.

· Participation – Jason is planning on attending; Wendy hopes to attend

· Need to request meeting rooms  - Melva to request

· Agenda – Frank has created a draft agenda on wiki
1.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Status on 2.8 proposals to be confirmed with Rob S.

· OIDs for code systems for 2.x – Frank

· Discuss IC Facilitator with FTSD – Co-Chairs
· Request room availability for Sydney – Melva (DUE DATE OCT 13)


	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· ECCF – agenda for teleconferences and WGM




1.4. Supporting Documents

WGM Agenda
IC DMP
SWOT Analysis
Roadmap
2. Tuesday – Q1 (9:15 – 10:45)
	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Parlor 215
	Date: 2010-10-05
Time: Tuesday Q1

	Facilitator
	Frank Oemig
	Note taker(s)
	Frank Oemig

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Frank Oemig
	Frank@oemig.de
	HL7 Germany

	
	Tina Connell-Clark
	Tina.connell_clark@nehta.gov.au 
	NEHTA

	
	Jason Rock
	jason.rock@globalsubmit.com 

	Global Summit

	
	Rob Snelick
	rsnelick@nist.gov 
	NIST

	
	Melva Peters
	Melva.peters@gpinformatics.com 
	HL7 Canada

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

	
	Gavin O’Brien
	gobrien@nist.gov 
	NIST

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

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


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

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	9:15

	2
	
	Refinement Constraints and Localization (RCnL) document for improvements
	Rob
	
	

	3
	
	New Codes for profiles
	Rob
	
	

	4
	
	Document Maturity/Hierarchy 
	Rob
	
	

	5
	
	Rule for Deriving Models
	Rob
	
	

	6
	
	Binding Syntax
	Frank
	
	

	7
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	10:45


2.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

2.2.1. RCnL

Update with extract from proposal #605 -> all, esp. Frank
2.2.2. New Codes

Discuss in combination with v2.8 proposals
2.2.3. Document Maturity/Hierarchy

Current version is v07.

Try to place Rob’s assessment in chapter 2B, and RCnL

Separate conformance discussion, perhaps in form of a matrix in the IHE whitepaper. Conformant systems may be incompatible and vice versa.
2.2.4. 
Rules for Deriving Models

Not discussed.

2.2.5. Binding syntax (preparation)

Place the results in the RCnL document -> all.

There needs to be a way to handle realm specific constraints for implementation of vocabulary. Option 1: include either in the document (universal binding in the main part, country specific conformance in appendix; both would be normative) or Option 2: in separate documents (here the general requirement must be placed in the upper level document), with country specific conformance as informative. We can use the concept of MAX, MIN, IGNORE value set assertion. It needs to be further reviewed with Vocab Work Group.
2.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Update RCnL document with changes identified



	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· Include RCnL on Sydney WGM agenda




2.4. Supporting Documents

RCnL
3. Tuesday Q2 (11:05 – 12:00)

	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Parlor 215
	Date: 2010-10-05
Time: Tuesday Q2

	Facilitator
	Frank Oemig
	Note taker(s)
	Melva Peters

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Frank Oemig
	Frank@oemig.de
	HL7 Germany

	
	Melva Peters
	Melva.peters@gpinformatics.com 
	HL7 Canada

	
	Ron Parker
	rparker@infoway-inforoute.ca
	Canada Health Infoway

	
	Tina Connell-Clark
	Tina.connell_clark@nehta.gov.au
	NEHTA

	
	Rob Snelick
	rsnelick@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Cecil Lynch
	clynch@ontoreason.com 
	Ontoreason

	
	Andy Bond
	andybond@nehta.gov.au
	NEHTA

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

	
	Jason Rock
	jason.rock@globalsubmit.com 

	Global Summit

	
	Gavin O’Brien
	gobrien@nist.gov
	NIST

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

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


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

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	11:05

	2
	
	SAIF: ECCF – Joint with ArB
	
	
	

	3
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	12:00


3.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

The latest version of the ECCF from 24 June 2010 was sent to the list although only a March version is posted on the ArB wiki pages.  Ron indicated that updates have been provided to Karen to transfer to the DITTA tool, but an updated version has not been published.

A meeting was held in August with Charlie to discuss the document.  A number of concerns were raised about some of the concepts, but IC has not received an updated version of the document.  The document is not final, IC has to take over responsibility and update the document.

ArB would like ICWG to take responsibility for the ECCF and for an implementation guide that provides guidance on how to apply or implement the ECCF. ICWG has agreed to do so via an ICWG project with an ArB participant.  We need to define a process for this work that would include updates to the ECCF and an implementation guide.  

ACTION ITEMS:

· Update ECCF – ArB resp. IC

· Determine who will participate from ArB as a liaison – Ron Parker

· Develop framework for working together – ArB and ICWG

· Define project – ArB and ICWG

· Develop implementation guidance on how to apply or implement ECCF - ICWG

· Need to work through the concepts and determine how it relates to V2

· Post latest version of ECCF – Ron Parker

· Schedule teleconference to discuss further with ArB

3.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Post/provide latest version of ECCF – Ron to followup
· Determine who will participate as liaison from ArB to ICWG project – Ron

· Schedule further discussion via teleconference – Melva to schedule

· Develop project statement and framework for working together - 


	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· ECCF Implementation Guide Project



3.4. Supporting Documents

ECCF
4. Tuesday Q3 (1:45 – 3:00)

	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Parlor 215
	Date: 2010-10-05
Time: Tuesday Q3

	Facilitator
	Melva Peters
	Note taker(s)
	Frank Oemig

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Frank Oemig
	Frank@oemig.de
	HL7 Germany

	
	Melva Peters
	Melva.peters@gpinformatics.com 
	HL7 Canada

	
	Rob Snelick
	rsnelick@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Gavin O’Brien
	gobrien@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Sean Muir
	Sean.muir@va.gov 
	VA

	
	Dave Carlson
	David.carlson@va.gov
	VA

	
	Gaby Jewell
	gjewell@cerner.com
	Cerner

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

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


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

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	1:45

	2
	
	Tooling
	
	
	

	3
	
	Planning for January 2011 - Sydney
	
	
	

	4
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	3:00


4.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

Rob discussed the work underway at NIST to develop tools to support meaningful use testing and the NIST testing infrastructure. The testing infrastructure supported by ARRA funding will provide a set of services to help industry and SDO’s test standards and systems. This work will support a number of HL7 standards. Initial focus is on the HL7 standards called out in the meaningful use criteria.
4.3. Meeting Outcomes

No discussion of planning for January 2011 WGM 
	Actions 

· Reschedule discussion of January 2011 WGM planning



	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· January 2011 WGM planning
· Tooling Demos



4.4. Supporting Documents

5. Tuesday Q4 (3:30 – 5:00)

	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Parlor 215
	Date: 2010-10-05
Time: Tuesday Q4

	Facilitator
	Frank Oemig
	Note taker(s)
	Frank Oemig

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Frank Oemig
	Frank@oemig.de
	HL7 Germany

	
	Melva Peters
	Melva.peters@gpinformatics.com 
	HL7 Canada

	
	Lisa Carnahan
	Lisa.carnahan@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Ken Gebhart
	Ken.gebhart@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Rob Snelick
	rsnelick@nist.gov 
	NIST

	
	Mark Tucker
	mtucker@regenstrief.org
	Regenstrief

	
	Gavin O’Brien
	gobrien@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	John Garguulio
	john.gargulio@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Amy Phelps
	Amy.phelps@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Sandra Martines
	martines@nist.gov
	NIST

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

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


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

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	15:30

	2
	
	Review V2.8 Chapter 2B with proposals (602 605 606 612 613 614)
	Rob
	
	

	3
	
	Implementation Guide Authoring Tools
	Rob
	
	

	4
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	17:00


5.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached
Rob presented the PPT with a clarification on what is conformant/non-conformant with regard to the HL7 v2.x conformance indicators and available data. The presentation is available on the I/C wiki (http://wiki.hl7.org/images/5/52/V2UsageCodes1.3.pdf). A set of truth tables was presented for each usage conformance indicator. The group agreed with the tables with discussion on a few points.
It must be clarified, that business rules do not apply for test environments. Capability of the system must always be demonstrated. The question is what is the operational requirements for the “RE” usage code. Does it mean “send if known” or “send if known and I want to send it”. Privacy issues, e.g., may prevent it from being sent. In this case the receiver does not know why they didn’t receive the information; and this may be important. “RE” is fundamentally broken concept.  This is still in debate.
Discussion about C=R/X in contrast to C=R/O. There is no real example, which could not be covered by RE. On the other hand, clear conditions are helpful to understand when data is sent. But as a receiver it makes no difference to “RE”.
In principle, there is agreement about the test cases. They should be reworded for inclusion into Chapter 2B.
5.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Re-word test cases, create proposal to include in Chapter 2B - Rob


	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· V2.8 proposals




5.4. Supporting Documents

V2.8 Chapter 2B proposals
 -> see proposal database (#605, #608)
6. Wednesday Q3 (1:55 – 3:00)

	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Parlor 223
	Date: 2010-10-06
Time: Wednesday Q3

	Facilitator
	Rob Snelick
	Note taker(s)
	Melva Peters

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Rob Snelick
	rsnelick@nist.gov 
	NIST

	
	Melva Peters
	Melva.peters@gpinformatics.com 
	HL7 Canada

	
	Gavin O’Brien
	gobrien@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Frank Oemig
	frank@oemig.de 
	HL7 Germany

	
	Dave Carlson
	David.carlson@va.gov 
	VA

	
	Ioana Singueanu
	ioana@eversolve.com 
	VA

	
	Frieda Hall
	Frieda.hall@va.gov 
	VA

	
	Sean Muir
	Sean.muir@va.gov 
	VA

	
	Ken Gebhart
	Ken.gebhart@nist.gov 
	NIST

	
	Amy Phelps
	Amy.phelps@nist.gov 
	NIST

	
	Sandra Martines
	martines@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Adri Burggraaff
	Adri.burggraaf@slz.nl 
	HL7 Netherlands

	
	Wo Chang
	wchang@nist.gov 
	NIST

	
	Serafina Versaggi
	Serafina.versaggi@va.gov 
	VA

	
	Leah Krynicky
	Leah.krynicky@va.gov 
	VA

	
	Carmela Couderc
	Carmela.couderc@siemens.com
	Siemens

	
	Lisa Carnahan
	Lisa.carnahan@nist.gov
	NIST

	
	Tim Cromwell
	Tim.Cromwell@va.gov
	VA

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

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


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

	1
	
	Call to Order
	Rob
	
	

	2
	
	Implementation Guide Authoring Tools 
	Dave Carlson

Rob Snelick
	
	

	3
	
	Collaboration with VA – Standard Constraint Modeling Tool
	Dave Carlson

Rob Snelick
	
	

	4
	
	Confirm Teleconference Schedule
	Rob
	
	

	5
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	


6.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

Introduction and welcome
6.2.1. VA Demonstration – validation of CDA instances – Dave Carlson

Dave provided an overview of the functionality and features of the standard constraint modelling/validation tool for CDA instances being developed as an open-source project at OHT

The tool supports end to end life cycle of development – complete Java runtime.

Captured in UML 2.2 models

Uses eclipse environment

Can be used for unit testing during development – either remote or local

OHT CDA validator (http://cdatools.org/) 

6.2.2. HL7 V2 implementation guide authoring tool – Rob Snelick

Creates consistent (“standardized”) HL7 V2 implementation guides; idea is that implementation guides should be written using a tool. Tool will create the text specification but the message definition and additional constraints are machine processable. It is difficult to create tests from text-based specifications. The tool would identify conformance requirements in a common format. A template for the text based specification can provide consistency in implementation guides.
Can used MWB to create conformance profile; the conformance profile is the basis from which additional constraints can be captured.
Difficult to read “English” document to create conformance profile – can’t capture a lot of constraints in this direction as machine readable

Depends on conformance profile and MWB – this is a risk as not sure how these will be supported in the future. Tool could incorporate the message profile constraint feature of MWB.
Relies on building static constraints of the message
Need to determine to make this an HL7 project; however we need to secure resources first as this will be a major undertaking.

Useful to work with other working groups who are writing v2 implementation guides or have wrote them already (maybe do a redo using the tool),
It was noted that the VA work and NIST work could be leverage and this needs to be further explored. It is the same idea in different domains. One question is how well will v2 fit into a standard constraint model. Pilot work is scheduled to explore this.
6.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Reschedule discussion of timing for regular ICWG teleconference (Rob/Ioana)
· NIST/VA will continue collaboration efforts


	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· Include demos and collaboration opportunities on upcoming WGM agendas




6.4. Supporting Documents

No supporting documents

7. Thursday Q3 (with Vocab Hosting) (9:00-10:30)

	Implementation Conformance Meeting Minutes 

Location: Joint with Vocab
	Date: 2010-10-07
Time: Thursday Q3

	Facilitator
	Bev Knight
	Note taker(s)
	Melva Peters

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Quorum Requirements Met: (yes/No)

	Hosted by Vocab


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

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	

	2
	
	Binding Syntax: Requirements Table Library (V2.8 Proposal)
	
	
	

	3
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	


7.2. Minutes/Conclusions Reached

Congratulations to new Vocab cochair - Jim Case

7.2.1. Binding Syntax 

· Requirements added out of core principles

· Some comments from Lloyd

· Binding Syntax document is not finalized 

· Vocab is discussing relevant sections of Iguide with SDWG from CDA

· EBNF grammar

· Issues with some iguides based on code bindings that are defined for a realm

· For example, some international guides binds vocabulary to US specific code systems
· Guide is a constraint on implementation model

· Realms that want to use other guide create realm specific guide and modify 

· Model binding and not context binding

· Context binding is not realm specific

· Realm specific vocabs - particular models are designed to use specific code sets

· Use same code system but different value set

· Max value set should cover all realms whereas min value set can be a subset of it for a specific realm; MIN/MAX can also be viewed for sending/receiving purposes
· There are some that this is more difficult for like zip code or state

· Syntaxes needed are for implementation guides and also for realms in order to administer

· Syntax for iguides that will be different for realms for context bindings

· Model binding either to a code or assertion

· Propose that we have a hierarchy with International guide with realm specific guides below

· Or logical structure with sections on how to use the guide in a specific country

· Proper constraints in the universal guides

· Binding at the Universal level have to be broad enough to allow to be used and constrained in realms
· Iguide describes interoperability space for where it is intended to be used in - for example North America and for what purpose

· Can't necessarily have context binding

· Declares how bindings are to be done for the space.  If not declared, bindings are  inherited from Universal.
· Added a reference realm to allow binding for realm

· Make available for use
· Constraint hierarchy
· Stripped context bindings out of implementation guides

· Suggested graphics to explain how bindings would be documented in and how to use - would the ven diagrams that were created help?  Similar to the MIN/MAX/IGNORE value set assertion Ven diagram in Core Principles Section 5 (Vocabulary)
· Graphics for different types of bindings would be the responsibility of vocab
· Confirm grammar for bindings; requires updates for printing like line breaks
· Graphics for how bindings work
· Decision to leave in English and add translation for fixed strings after

· Stability is stated in Value set assertion 

· Effective date and end date are characteristics of the binding

· How do we deal with annual code system changes?

· It is an issue when the new version of the code set is a different code system

· Name of code system plus a second attribute 

· Iguide refers to value set assertion but do not include definition of value set in iguide

· Recommendation is to decouple this from iguide

· Need to fix grammar to the point where vocab can provide guidance to structured docs In next quarter

· Model binding either fixed code or value set assertion
· Context binding is a list

· Context domain

· Binding realm

· Want explicit effective date and end date for the binding

· End date is optional and only used when changing value set definition
· Context binding requirements
· Remove EOL and  "-"

· Added effective date and expiry date

· Shall is correct 

· Shall, should or may is in the value assertion

· For model binding Shall is appropriate

· Value set assertion

· there may be some pieces missing

· Shall or may be specified by max value set with optional value set version

· Need stability piece at the end

· Optional static date

· Need to work on the grammar 
7.3. Meeting Outcomes

	Actions 

· Develop graphics for how bindings work
· 

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items

· Continue discussion in Sydney – Thursday Q4

· Add strategic work to agenda for Sydney




7.4. Supporting Documents

Binding Syntax
�Specific action items?


Who was this assigned to?


�Who is this assigned to?


�Is there a link?


Also other documents?





