XML SIG Concall Minutes
28 July 2004

1600 EDT

Attendees:

Charlie McCay, Skirmantas Klingys, Dale Nelson, Kai Heitman, Paul Biron

Minutes recorded by Dale Nelson

Agenda

1. Schema Builder Issues

a. How to identify stubs in the wrappers

i. Short term (for ballot) and long term solutions

b. Issues surfaced in Pubs call

i. Update mode flags

ii. Vocabulary metadata is not emitted

iii. How do we specify default values?

2. Contents of ballot pack

3. Volunteers for examples, schemas etc for ballot and specs.

4. Implementation guide issues

5. Other new issues

Major Decisions/Issues:

1. Stubs in Wrappers: A transform via table lookup will be added to the RoseTree to MIF transform, for short term. MnM list will be polled for initial comments.

2. HL7 Board needs to decide on continued HL7 representation in W3C Schema WG. Paul Biron is stepping down after August.

3. Review/comments on Roberto/Vassil proposal for interaction wrappers will be solicted on list server.

4. Paul needs comments on editorial changes to Datatypes spec for ballot.

5. Update mode is an early adaptor issue. Charlie will try to forward some example work. Vocabulary metadata is SB bug. Default values need a proposal

Discussions:

Stubs in Wrappers

This is an issue that has followed us for a long time and needs to get resolved. It is a process issue. Current Schema Builder attempts to produce interaction wrappers in the flavor of the “Roberto/Vassil” suggestion from San Antonio, but doesn’t quite get there. Problem is with different names. 
[CM] There are 3 separate problems:

1. What are the schemas HL7 wants to publish?

2. What types of schemas are appropriate for projects to use?

3. How/what is the process to identify stubs in the wrappers?

[PVB]There is no ambiguity in Transmission Wrapper to Control Act. Assume 1 and only 1 CA in TW; identify the CA by classCode. (short term) This works because we know there is only 1 and we know all the classcodes. (Long term) nice to have Viso Shape like a CMET.

What about Queries?
[CM] XML Spec doesn’t currently deal with Query. No one raised this as a ballot issue. We don’t know how to do these.

[PVB] What is problem with CA?

[KH] Problem is same as payload in other situations. Q’s have different payloads – parameter lists instead. Parameters are always blue classes.
Discussion about parameter lists and wrappers was held

[KH] We need to be educated about Q’s to understand how they should fit together – ask CQ. Rene is leading this in CQ.

Short term solution:

Since we translate the output of RoseTree to MIF, it seems appropriate to add a lookup table translation to the transform. If the artifact code matches a wildcard, we can do this as template match. StaticMIF2XSD has a similar table to what is needed.

Plan: 1. Define the rules (stubs/EPs) 2. Send to MnM list for comment, 

What type of schemas should we produce for next round?


Schema Builder currently produces Roberto/Vassil proposal. Need to add redefines logic. We also need to repost a writeup/example of this. Dale will post some wrappers from CDC, and try to locate San Antonio notes.

We haven’t formally arrived on a method for schemas. We need to decide on a structure for the interaction schmeas. 

NB: Instances are described with the ballot pack.

Other work:

PVB reiterated that a decision has not been made by the HL7 Board whether HL7 wants continued representation on W3C Schema WG. If not, does HL7 need to be a W3C member? Paul will step down after the W3C meeting August 27.

Vocabulary metadata issues: take offline.

Default values: should be done with annotations, but we need a proposal on the list.

Update mode: This is an early adaptor issue.

Paul noted that he hasn’t received comments on editorial changes to the Datatypes spec. Content deadline for the ballot is Aug 1. If we don’t have updates, the prepub version may go out again.
