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Implementation/Conformance Meeting Minutes

Atlanta Working Group Meeting, Sept. 20-25, 2009

Monday 21 Sept. 2009, Quarter 3

Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	14:00

	2
	
	Approval of Agenda
	Frank
	
	

	3
	
	Announcements
	Frank
	
	

	4
	
	Approve minutes (Orlando, Kyoto)
	Frank
	
	

	5
	
	Follow-Up Action Items
	Frank
	
	

	6
	
	Facilitator Assignment
	Frank
	
	

	7
	
	Raising IC's profile in other work groups
	Jane
	
	

	8
	
	SWOT Analysis
	Jane
	
	

	9
	
	3yr roadmap
	Jane
	
	

	10
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	15:00


Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

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

	Snelick, Rob
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov 

	Gebase, Len
	NIST
	gebase@nist.gov

	Rock ,Jason
	Global Summit
	Jason.Rock@globalsummit.com 

	Petterson, Mats
	
	mats.petterson@aleris.se 

	Carnahan, Lisa
	NIST
	lisa.carnahan@nist.gov 

	Gilbert, Jane
	AHML
	jane.gilbert.work@gmail.com


There were discussions about implementing HL7 in Sweden.

Minor changes made to the agenda

Vote

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

	
	
	approve agenda changes
	Rob, Jason
	4-0-0
	

	
	
	approve Orlando minutes
	Jason, Rob
	4-0-0
	

	
	
	approve Kyoto minutes
	Jane, Frank
	4-0-0
	


Facilitator Assignment

Due to Jenni's absence ICWG agrees to reassign the facilitator role. The new assignment is as follows:

	Facilitator
	Person

	Vocabulary
	Jane Gilbert

	MnM
	Jason Rock

	Publishing
	Frank Oemig


Vote

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

	
	
	accept new assignment
	Rob, Jason
	3-0-1
	


SWOT Analysis

The group reviewed the SWOT and agreed that it is still relevant after changes made in Kyoto.

3year roadmap

The group needs to update the 3yr roadmap, proposed to review after project cleanup.

Monday 21 Sept. 2009, Quarter 4

Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	15:30

	2
	
	Table Library
	Rob
	
	

	3
	
	Message Validation conformance Requirements
	Rob
	
	

	4
	
	Segment Version ID
	Rob
	
	

	5
	
	Profiling repeating elements
	Rob
	
	

	6
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	17:00


Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

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

	Snelick, Rob
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov 

	Gebase, Len
	NIST
	gebase@nist.gov

	Rock ,Jason
	
	Jason.Rock@globalsummit.com 

	Petterson, Mats
	
	mats.petterson@aleris.se 

	Carnahan, Lisa
	NIST
	lisa.carnahan@nist.gov 

	Gilbert, Jane
	AHML
	jane.gilbert.work@gmail.com


Proposal #602 (Table Library)

1. Introduce the concept of an XML table library file and associated schema

2. Tables can be embedded in the profile or referenced externally

3. Issue with referencing the table library? Need unique identifier (=OID) and locator (=URI/URL)!

4. Also, should value sets in databases or other media be referenced (e.g., a web service)?

Vote

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

	
	
	to accept proposal
	Rob, Jane
	4-0-0
	


Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	
	NIST: verify XML-schema in chapter 2B
	Rob
	
	new
	

	
	Update chapter 2B to include proposal
	Rob

Len
	
	new
	


Proposal #613 (Conformance Profile version and segment version) 

1. Add metadata attribute to specify the schema for the profile; that is which conformance profile does this schema follow (currently 2.5, 2.6, 2.7). For example, for 2.7 minimum lengths was added. This will help tools understand quickly which version of the profile they are dealing with.

2. Second part of proposal was to attach a segment version indicator. Therefore you could have a profile that was for a 2.4 message but have a particular segment that was for a different version (e.g., 2.5.1). Useful for early adopters? This proposal will be written separately.

Vote

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

	
	
	accept first part of proposal
	Rob, Jane
	
	4-0-0


Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	
	second part is tabled: Rob will reinvestigate and split up
	Rob
	
	new
	

	
	Update chapter 2B to include proposal (conformance profile version identifier)
	Rob
	
	new
	


Proposal #614 (profiling repeating elements) 

1. specification should also depend on specific values, not only the repetition itself

example: XPN.7="L" => XPN.1=R and XPN.2=RE

2. There was a lot of discussion on exactly how for the profiling should go. Should there be order included, conditionals, etc. As a first step we will keep it simple and go on from there.

Vote

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

	
	
	accept in principle
	Jane, Frank
	4-0-0
	


Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	
	proposal requires clarifications and additions
	Rob

Len
	
	new
	

	
	Update chapter 2B to include proposal
	Rob

Len
	
	
	


Tuesday 22 Sept. 2009, Quarter 1

Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	9:00

	2
	
	Proposals
	
	
	

	3
	
	Conformance documentation Hierarchy
	Frank
	
	

	4
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	10:30


Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

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

	Snelick, Rob
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov 

	Gebase, Len
	NIST
	gebase@nist.gov

	Rock ,Jason
	
	Jason.Rock@globalsummit.com 

	Carnahan, Lisa
	NIST
	lisa.carnahan@nist.gov 

	Gilbert, Jane
	AHML
	jane.gilbert.work@gmail.com


Proposal #605 (documentation hierarchy)

another discussion about the contents

Vote

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

	
	
	accept chp.2B for v2.8 including Lens comments
	Jane, Rob
	6-0-0
	


Vote

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

	
	
	bring it into RCnL for V3
	Lisa, Jason
	6-0-0
	


Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	
	update RCnL based on chp.2B asap
	Jason
	
	new
	

	
	change drawing headline: "Impl Guide= constr. profile" => constr. profile (B) (usually contained in IGs)"
	Frank
	
	new + done
	

	
	Update chp. 2B with comments from Len
	Frank
	
	new + done
	


Tuesday 22 Sept. 2009, Quarter 2

Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	11:00

	2
	
	EAF: ECCF
	Charlie Mead
	
	

	3
	
	Proposal 612
	Rob
	
	

	4
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	12:30


Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

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

	Snelick, Rob
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov 

	Gebase, Len
	NIST
	gebase@nist.gov

	Gilbert, Jane
	AHML
	jane.gilbert.work@gmail.com

	Tucker, Mark
	Regenstrief
	mtucker@regenstrief.org 


EAF: ECCF

ArB hasn't reviewed our comments in time. Therefore, this is deferred to the next meeting.

Proposal #612
1. Discussed including conformance requirements (assertions) explicitly in the conformance section. This would also serve as a model for the rest of the standard when a specific conformance requirement is given. This would allow testers to better extract assertions.

2. List the conformance requirements would reduce the ambiguity of the conformance concepts. Validation tools would likely produce more consistent results if we can specify the requirements clearly.

3. It was concluded that validation results are given based on the message content irrespective of what a receiver might do with this information (for example, a receiver may choose to ignore data that was sent in a “not supported” element, but the validation tool should flag this as an error). The receiver can still process the message. Validation determines non-conformities with respect to the conformance profile.

4. It was stated that conformance profile is the governing document when determining validation results.

In addition, it was noted that a document that describes the purpose and use of conformance profiles would be beneficial. Also, how conformance profiles and table libraries are used for validating messages.

Vote

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

	
	
	accept #612 in principle with clarifications to specify the assertions for the validity of a message, to come up with a set of rules for conformance
	Rob, Jane
	5-0-0
	


Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	
	we have to clarify wording in chapter 2B, that everything is a profile, also the conflicting ones
	?
	
	new
	

	
	Update chapter 2B to include proposal
	Rob

Len
	
	new
	


Tuesday 22 Sept. 2009, Quarter 3

Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	13:45

	2
	
	IHE Testing White paper
	
	
	

	3
	
	UK-Proposal: V3 Model Derivation
	
	
	

	4
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	15:00


Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

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

	Snelick, Rob
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov 

	Gebase, Len
	NIST
	gebase@nist.gov

	Gilbert, Jane
	AHML
	jane.gilbert.work@gmail.com

	Tucker, Mark
	Regenstrief
	mtucker@regenstrief.org 

	McAuley, Vince
	
	vincem@mcauleysoftware.com 

	Gebhart, Ken
	NIST
	ken.gebhart@nist.gov 

	Townend, Ian
	NHS
	ian.townend@nhs.net


NHS Document for RCnL

v3 Model Derivation Rules: Ian Townend from NHS presented the ‘Message Implementation Manual’ which they have developed, detailing model derivation rules that the NHS have discovered over 18months, some are generic for HL7 and some are NHS specific, this was necessary as the standard does not specify the rules.  Document can be found here: https://www.uktcregistration.nss.cfh.nhs.uk/trud/.  Some of this could be included in RCnL and will be included for review.

IHE Terminology Document

The contents and intent was presented, comments are highly appreciated.

This document will be updated with testing principles.

Tuesday 22 Sept. 2009, Quarter 4

Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	15:30

	2
	
	AHML update
	Jane
	
	

	3
	
	NIST update
	Rob
	
	

	4
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	17:00


Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

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

	Snelick, Rob
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov 

	Gebase, Len
	NIST
	gebase@nist.gov

	Gilbert, Jane
	AHML
	jane.gilbert.work@gmail.com

	Tucker, Mark
	Regenstrief
	mtucker@regenstrief.org 

	Gebhart, Ken
	NIST
	ken.gebhart@nist.gov 


AHML

AHML provides a webservice for submitting test data.

Starts cooperation with IHE Australia.

NIST

1. Rob explains the conceptual view of the testing infrastructure they are creating at NIST. (Frank mentioned to look at DVTk for ideas on the test harness component).

2. Different ways to deliver the types of services to the end user.

3. Currently collecting requirements for subcontractors.

4. Expect starting work next year (on large scale); NIST continues to build on current tool set

5. Some of the components are already usable and downloadable. Project will be partly an integration effort, but will fit into an over arching infrastructure such that additional services can be added.

A prototype of a pre-connectathon test tool for testing IHE PIX and PDQ integration profiles was demonstrated. The website for this tool is:

NIST HL7-Dashboard: http://141.156.15.209:8080/HL7dashboard_2.0/ 

Additional Tools

There was a discussion on building a profile creator/editor in Java; should discuss with Pete.

Wednesday 23 Sept. 2009, Quarter 1

Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	9:00

	2
	
	Planning Phoenix January 2010
	
	
	

	3
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	10:30


Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

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

	Snelick, Rob
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov 

	Gilbert, Jane
	AHML
	jane.gilbert.work@gmail.com

	Tucker, Mark
	Regenstrief
	mtucker@regenstrief.org 


Planning Phoenix (Jan. 2010)

The current draft of the agenda for Phoenix can be found in the HL7 wiki.

Wednesday 23 Sept. 2009 (w. Tooling, ITS) , Quarter 2

Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	11:00

	2
	
	discuss issues common to our respective committees
	
	
	

	3
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	12:40


Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

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

	Snelick, Rob
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov 

	Rock ,Jason
	
	Jason.Rock@globalsummit.com 

	Gilbert, Jane
	AHML
	jane.gilbert.work@gmail.com

	Worden, Robert
	
	robert.worden@chareris.com 

	Stechishin, Andy
	
	andy.stechishin@gmail.com 

	Knapp, Paul
	
	pknapp@continovation.com 

	Neel, Lyssa
	
	pneel@infoway.ca

	Li, Jingdong
	
	jingdong.li@gmail.com

	Tucker, Mark
	Regenstrief
	mtucker@regenstrief.org

	Timm, John
	IBM
	ohntimm@us.ibm.com

	Carlson, Dave
	VA
	David.Carlson@va.gov 

	Curry, Jane
	
	JaneCurry@healthinfostrategies.com

	McCay, Charlie
	Ramsey systems
	Charlie@ramseysystems.co.uk

	Jewell, Gaby
	Cerner
	gjewell@cerner.com

	Natarjan, Ravi
	NHS
	ravi.natarjan@nhs.net 


Discussion with Tooling and ITS

ITS receive a lot of feedback from end users using the ITS, though most of the issues are not with the ITS and are either problems with the tooling (which generates the schemas) or the standard (where the rules for generation come from).  One view was that this is a publishing responsibility to triage the issue and pass onto relevant committee.  There seems to be a greater issue around quality assurance, ITS should develop quality criteria for publishing to use in triage.

Wednesday 23 Sept. 2009 (moved to FMTC) , Quarter 3

Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	13:45

	2
	
	v2-v3 mapping tool: demonstration by Robert Worden
	
	
	

	3
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	15:00


Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

	see FM
	
	


v2-v3 Mapping Tool

The group has decided to cancel this quarter and to attend the FMWG. Robert Worden presented his tooling approach there.

Thursday 24 Sept. 2009 (jt. w. Vocab) , Quarter 1

Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	9:00

	2
	
	General Discussion
	Ted Klein
	
	

	3
	
	Binding Syntax
	Ted Klein
	
	

	4
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	10:30


Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

	see Vocab
	
	


Discussion with Vocab

Joint project with IC and Vocab to develop Binding Syntax constraints to be determined which part of the standard the rules will go, Core Principles or RCnL? David Markwell has examples of these for SNOMED CT to inform the project.

Display name for coded items, this is easy for simple tables as used in version 2 though more difficult to determine and validate for complex terminologies such as SNOMED.

IC and Vocabulary will begin working more closely together as there are numerous conformance issues with Vocab an initial list was developed.

Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	
	maintain a list of open conformance issues from vocab
	Jane
	
	new
	

	
	NHS has crafted a document containing conformance issues => submit to list
	Ravi
	
	done
	


Binding Syntax

The submitted proposal is accepted with minor additions.

Vote

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

	
	
	move it to steering division
	Ted, Frank
	all-0-0
	


Action Items

	#
	Description
	Who
	History/Update
	Status
	Area

	
	move it to steering division
	
	
	new
	


Thursday 24 Sept. 2009, Quarter 2

Agenda

	#
	Key
	Description
	Presenter
	Action Needed
	Time

	1
	
	Call to Order
	
	
	11:00

	2
	
	Implementation guide Guide
	
	
	

	3
	
	NIST Testing Environment White Paper
	
	
	

	4
	
	Adjournment
	
	
	12:30


Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	eMail

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

	Snelick, Rob
	NIST
	rsnelick@nist.gov 

	Gebase, Len
	NIST
	gebase@nist.gov

	Carnahan, Lisa
	NIST
	lisa.carnahan@nist.gov 

	Gilbert, Jane
	AHML
	jane.gilbert.work@gmail.com


Project review

Implementation Guide Guide

The project is set to "closed". All relevant information can be found in the HL7 Wiki.

NIST Testing Environment White Paper

Rob presented an overview of a testing environments white paper. It covered the various types of conformance and interoperability testing that should be performed. It then categorized these into various testing environments: Data Instance Testing, Isolated System, and Peer-to-peer System testing. This structure will be used for the NIST Testing Infrastructure project.

NIST seeks comments on the paper. It was proposed that this becomes part of the IHE Profile Volume 0; maybe part 3; that would discussed the testing process and validation criteria. We also discussed that Frank’s IHE whitepaper on terminology would be Volume 0 (part 2). More discussion on this is needed.


1

12

