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	HL7 Tooling Work Group DOCVARIABLE  "Work Group Name" \* MERGEFORMAT 

 DOCVARIABLE  WG  \* MERGEFORMAT  Meeting Minutes

Location: Phone: +1 770-657-9270; Participant PassCode: 946251# GoToMeeting URL: https://www1.gotomeeting.com/join/962877532 
	Date: 2011-08-11
Time: 10:00 -11:00 am EDT (15:00-16:00h BST, 7:00-8:00h PST)

	Facilitator
	Jane Curry
	Note taker(s)
	Joshua Carmody

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Affiliation

	X
	Wilfred Bonney (WB)
	HL7 Tools Administrator

	X
	Joshua Carmody
	HL7 HQ Tooling Administrator

	X
	Jane Curry (JC)
	Co-Chair, Health Information Strategies

	regrets
	Lynn Laakso
	HL7 HQ Tooling Support

	X
	Rene Spronk
	Ringholm

	X
	Andy Stechishin (AS)
	Co-Chair, GPi

	

	Quorum Requirements Met: FORMCHECKBOX Yes 


Agenda Topics

1. Agenda review and approval 

2. Approve previous meeting minutes
3. Review action items at http://gforge.hl7.org/gf/project/tool-proc-arch/tracker/?action=TrackerItemBrowse&tracker_id=445
4. Update on Tooling Documentation

5. Update on V3 Generator Tool

6. Update on GForge retention policy

7. Roadmap

8. Other/New Business

a. Please complete conference calling service survey at http://www.surveymonkey.com/s/W8VLJ2H. 

Supporting Documents  - 
Minutes/Conclusions Reached:

1. Roll call 10:08 am. Agenda review and approval – Jane asked to add discussion items on the San Diego agenda and Rene’s comments via email. No Lloyd, so no V3 Generator update. Andy moves to approve updated agenda.
2. Rene acknowledges that RIMBAA has as its mission in part to work on the tools for implementation.

3. Approve previous meeting minutes – motion by Andy, second by Rene; Josh abstains: passed 3/0/1.
4. San Diego agenda
· When should we meet with RIMBAA (to discuss expansion of Tooling target architecture, create more formal relationship with RIMBAA)?

· Rene: “Authors of implementation guides are the ones who want to test conformance.” There is more overlap with Tooling than with Implementation/Conformance. Therefore meeting with Tooling might be preferable; Implementation/Conformance needn’t be present.

· Thursday Q2 at September WGM will include joint meeting between RIMBAA and Tooling. Specific discussion agenda TBD. Agenda will continue to be “Tooling Tactical Plan”, but RIMBAA will be involved in discussion.

· Jane proposes that on Tuesday Q2, the remainder of the MAX Project update time be used to flesh out the plan with RIMBAA, then present that plan on Thursday. This draft plan will include feedback already received regarding tooling implementation.

· Rene suggests outreach to groups beyond Open Health Tools. IHE?

· IHE has very elaborate testing, very elaborate CDA-conformance testing for their implementation guides. But it is a very general approach. Whereas Canada Health Infoway, etc, create conformance testing very specific to their needs, hard to generalize them.

· Jane wonders whether CGIT group has done any outreach to national programs as to what kinds of environments are being put in place. NITA, Dutch, Canadian, many groups exist.

· Message Workbench has many commercial competitors, so there are alternatives if it disappears. But V3 has no commercial software solutions. It is a very large chasm to jump.

· If Static Model Designer were to support needed features, conformance testing, Rene thinks that would also be sufficient.

· Jane proposes that Tooling could have more outreach to other people who are facing similar testing problems  (with V3-based software) and work together with them.

· Jane: “We’re getting to the situation where we’re saying if there’s an open source tool we’re willing to evaluate it, and if it matches our values/mindset, we would give it some kind of stamp of approval”.

· Rene: “There are different user groups for tooling. I don’t know if you’ve looked at all of them in your Tactical Plan, but Tooling has been focused on model developers.” 

· V3 software implementers group, also just a user who wants to test conformance. These groups don’t necessarily overlap (requirements-wise) with model developers.

· Jane: “That’s why Tooling has been asked to expand scope. Implementation guides with Publishing. Message creator, etc tools haven’t really been talked about yet.”

· Jane: “What kind of tools do you need to create message profiles?” we should do outreach to answer. NHS, etc.

· Rene: “OHT Tooling roadmap published years ago had a lot of these things on it, so we seem to be circling a bit”.

· Jane: OHT hasn’t been actively promoting  that specific roadmap. That was 2007. Everyone is doing their own thing so far. There is an OHT Architecture Council that’s starting to get that formalized but doesn’t have much of a Roadmap today. But the Tooling Work’s instructions from the HL7 board means we have to, at minimum, help implementers determine if our specifications are fit for their purposes, and provide feedback. However, we’re not supposed to compete with our members, so this is tricky.”

· RIMBAA looks at how things are being done, but doesn’t do forward-looking consideration of “we need to create these tools”. 

· Rene: “RIMBAA’s role would be to detect that a datatypes library would be useful, but RIMBAA would not create it. Tooling might create it.”

· Andy: “Tooling wouldn’t create it, most likely. But Tooling would administrate it if it was donated.”

· Jane: “I bet if we get a recommendation from Tooling to fund such a deal (to create a datatypes library), I wouldn’t be surprised if we got a favorable response. And we might get funding.”

· Rene: “Hopefully this will be in the plan given to the board on Tuesday. Because it is low-hanging fruit.”

· Jane: “Are you making a proposal to the board on Tuesday?”

· Rene: “No, you will, in the tooling report.”

· Jane: “Let’s get our timing clear. We will not be asked for recommendations on how to spend money on Tuesday. But we will be asked to support a proposal to the board in January. What we might find out as a result of the board meeting in Septembers is whether the financial situation of HL7 might improve such that there is more funding for Tooling. Our role is to decide how to spend any money that is provided.”

Jane shows a diagram of how Tooling operates:
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Rene: “The reason Static Model Designer doesn’t support it is that an OCL validation module hasn’t been created.”

Jane: “And Eclipse has only rudimentary support for OCL, supports only a small subset. So even if we choose something available in the industry, we don’t necessarily have enough Commercial Tooling that can use it.”

5. Wilfred’s Tooling Documentation Update:

· No update at this time. Still compiling.

6. Josh’s update on GForge :

· GForge Group will not  trim our SVN repositories 

· Josh is putting together list of options with cost estimates

· Appcore (http://www.appcore.com) has virtual GForge hosting, we are exploring

· Also GForge Group might have better/more powerful hosting plan

· Github also available?

· We could possibly host our own server (Rackspace + Contractor or In-Office Server + Contractor)

· Andy: “We have publishing concerns, we seem to be using more space than the reports show, our relationship is souring, are they saying they want us to go without specifically asking us to leave?”

· Jane: “I don’t disagree, but we do have to include ‘sense of disruption’ in our cost estimates if we change.”

· Should we talk about it at Co-chairs dinner? Andy: “We won’t have concrete recommendations, but maybe just give co-chairs heads up that change may be coming?”.

· We believe we can move gforge.hl7.org URL wherever we want.

· Josh Action: Find out who controls our Domain name.

· Wilfred: “Don’t forget migration is very very complex. Remember the last time we did it?”
· Andy: “Yes, high cost in time, budget, coordination. Your lesson is well taken to heart”.
· Jane: “Don’t wait much longer than next week to tell Lynn that we want 5 minutes on the co-chair dinner to make a G-Forge heads-up announcement”.

· Andy: “If we have to act before San Antonio, we want to use Newsletter, formal communication channels, make sure we let everyone know thoroughly.”
Other/New Business

Please complete conference calling service survey at http://www.surveymonkey.com/s/W8VLJ2H. 

Adjourned 11:05 AM EDT
	Actions 

· Josh: Find out who controls our Domain name. (done – HL7 controls it)

· Tooling want 5 minutes on the co-chair dinner to make a G-Forge heads-up announcement

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items
· Monthly liaison report: http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=Conference_Call_Agenda_2011-08-18
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