Modeling & Methodology Committee Highlights – January 2008
Sunday Q3

Triaged Hot Topics and finalized agenda

Sunday Q4

Hosted introduction to new Tool capabilities, including:

· new vocabulary capabilities of RoseTree (including Tile Views)

· new OHT Eclipse-based example instance editor

· new NHS MIF-differencing capability
Monday Q1 – Hot topics - Update mode
Discussion of Update Mode noted that agreed-upon changes were not presented in most recent HDF publication and were not correctly represented in Vocabulary.  

Broader discussion led to motion to create a new normative artifact, to be presented for Committee ballot in the May 2008 cycle, that defines key concepts and “rules” that are used to link together the core normative models – RIM, vocabulary, data types – as these are used in the development and implementation of V3 standards.
Monday Q2 – Conformance to Versioned artifacts
Initial discussion focused on how an application can claim to conform to or support 

an HL7 artifact identified by an interaction identifier (artifactId),  a type identifier (typeId) or a template identifier (templateId).  The following was adopted and is believed to incorporate current usage within CDA and message communication.

“Supporting” an artifactId (interaction or message type) means:

· The application uses the semantic model associated with that id (plus possible 'ignorable' extensions)

· The application uses the syntax associated with an ITS implementation of the artifact

· it does not mean full support for the content allowed by the artifact

· definition of exactly what content is supported is determined by the profileId

· applications MAY raise errors when instances do not declare a recognized profile or do not comply with one of the declared profiles.

· Interoperability requires knowledge of both artifactId and profileId

· In the absence of a profileId, the expectation is that the receiver will fully support any instance allowed by the artifact, though it may ignore elements with conformance of optional(blank) and must ignore non-supported extensions.

Note: Historically, CDA uses templateId or typeId as profileId.  It will be recommended that profileId be added to CDA for Release 3.
Tuesday Q1, Q2 – HDF Ballot Reconciliation
Happened. 
Tuesday Q4 – Joint with I&M
Joined I&M Committee to participate in ballot reconciliation on Abstract Data Types, Release 2.
Wednesday Q1 – Joint with Vocab
Met with Vocabulary to discuss binding of vocabulary constraints to static models.  Agreed that the new document (see Monday Q1) will include vocabulary binding as developed over past several WGM and being discussed today.  Subject to further review in Vocabulary, agreed to the following principles for approving bindings:

1. Universal context binding approvals for RIM structural attributes and modifications to value-sets in those bindings only require harmonization approval.  Data types bindings are handled through the abstract data types ballot.  Model bindings are approved through the ballot process.  The Affiliates Council is not consulted for any of these. 

2. Representative bindings are approved at harmonization only, and multiple representative bindings may exist for the same domain.  No weighting shall be associated with different representative bindings for the same domain.

3. Universal bindings to domains for non-structural attributes and for data type properties not bound in the Abstract specification, require harmonization approval and Affiliates Council approval.  Subsequent modifications and modifications to value-sets in those bindings require similar approval. (Note that modifications to the code systems underlying the value-set definition does not require Affiliate Council approval.)
Agreed to a change in the designated names for two different forms of binding. (Changes are to be made in existing documentation.)  Previous usage of  “Runtime binding” will become “Context binding”, and previous usage of “Design-time binding” will become “Model binding”
Thursday Q1 – Joint with I&M, ITS and HSSP
HSSP has a tool they think will work for the dynamic model and will be experimenting with it, with plans to seek formal approval for its use within services by next WGM

M&M members are encouraged to read through their whitepaper and also experiment with the tool.

Thursday evening – Facilitator's Roundtable

Received and collected issues from Facilitators.

Selected harmonization dates for 2008 are:  
· April 1-4, 2008 in Las Vegas, NV; 
· August 12-15, 2008 in Boston, MA, Park City UT, or Traverse City, MI; 
· November 11-14, 2008 in Washington, DC or Alexandria, VA (following AMIA) 
Friday Q1

Wrote this report and prepared the preliminary agenda for January
