Conformance SIG WGM Minutes
January 19-23, 2004 – San Diego
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I. Administrivia 
· Agenda accepted with no revision

· Minutes from previous WGM (Memphis) accepted with minor edits for spelling.  (Motion by Barry, John 2nd., 9-0-0.)

II. Decision-Making Processes Document
The Decision-Making Processes Document had previously been edited by Lisa and mailed to the list.  There were 2 significant changes to the document.  The first acknowledges that are teleconference calls are bi-weekly and that we require the agenda for those calls to be available by COB two days prior to the call.  Jenny made a motion (Pete 2nd) to accept the document as edited by Lisa.  The motion carried 9-0-0.

Lisa took an action item to send our version to PIC for review.

III. Review of Current V2.6 Proposals

Jenni reviewed Proposal #296 Update to HL7 Message Profile Schema.  GET URL OF DOC.  The review was done using the DTD for easier readability purposes.  The proposal is to add additional annotations to the profile schema/DTD (schema will be used here). Currently the profile includes implementation notes, description and predicate as annotations.  The proposal uses annotations that are also used in the MIF, including definition, rationale, usage notes, mapping, walkthrough and design comments.  Additionally the proposal recommends to represent each annotation with a text field and formal language content.  (We did not discuss the mandatory/optional requirement on the representations.)
The group focused discussion around two questions: how to model and represent the annotations and how to represent constraints. (Recall that our current ‘predicate’ in the profile schema is a type of constraint.)

Motion made (by Pete, Barry 2nd) and approved 10-0-0 to: Make annotations as an element w/ implementation note as a type, design comment as a type, and description as a type.  The types must be supportable by the profile schema and tools.  Annotations are optional in instances.  

Pete asked the question: should our annotations be CDATA or PCDATA with a goal to have markup in the note.  Discussion led us to think that CDATA should be used to allow markup in the note. 
Pete suggested and the sense of the group concurred that the Conformance SIG should develop a transformation for the profile given that our new conformance profile will no longer be backward compatible.
IV. V3 Opportunities
Jenni reviewed current language in the V3 ballot related to conformance and highlighted the opportunities for the Conformance SIG to contribute.

· V3 has definition of ‘conflicting profiles’ – to be a gentler word than non-conforming.

· V3’s current conformance statement definition needs completed and should be the work of the Conformance SIG

· V3 has a process for defining informal extensions and moving them into the standards process.  If the extensions do not become part of the standard, they are declared non-conformant extensions.

· The 4.2 Conformance statement work products will change as the dynamic model is nailed down.

· V3 Vocabulary conformance needs to be reviewed by the Conformance SIG

Jenni pointed out that conformance is addressed in Chapter 7 of the HDF and that the Conformance SIG should contribute.
The discussion of V3 opportunities shows that the Conformance SIG has many opportunities to help shape V3 conformance.

V. V2 Constraint Representation

Currently we have a constraint in the profile called a ‘condition predicate’ that is used for ‘c’ usages.  Others to consider include: (with some overlap among them)

· Pattern matching – could be regular expressions (regex)

· Content – allowable values

· Element relationship – assertion between elements

· Element value relationship – existence

· Vocabulary constraints – a table/value set if pointed to.

During the discussion Lloyd indicated the set of constraints should contain pattern matching, element relationship, condition predicate and vocabulary constraints.  The others are really subsets of one of these four.

A motion was made (by Lisa, Pete 2nd) to create a proposal to address the vocabulary constraints.  The motion passed 9-0-0.

A motion was made (by Lisa, Pete 2nd) to continue with the current condition predicate as a constrain. (No proposal needed.) The motion passed 9-0-0.

A motion was made (by Lloyd, John 2nd) to create a proposal to represent pattern matching and element value relationships.  The motion passed 9-0-0.
VI. Review of the Conformance Status Overview Document

The SIG reviewed Jenni’s comments and Bas’ response to those comments.  The decisions that SIG made were written into the comment document  “Peer Review Form_Conformance_Status_Overview_Jenni_UpdatedV2.doc” .  

VII. V2 Conformance Test Generation Proposal
Rob Snelick (NIST) discussed the notion of conformance testing in V2 and a general approach to use existing tools and develop new ones to automatically generate a set of test message/responses based on a given V2 conformance profile.  Rob slides can be found in the Conformance SIG document page as HL7conf.rsnelick1.ppt . Rob presented a proposal for NIST to lead this effort within the Conformance SIG.  
The SIG discussed the notion of ‘conformant’ profiles vs. non-conformant profiles.  Any tool to generate tests should work with non-conformant profiles since these are widely used today (non-conformant with respect to the HL7 standard.  Profiles must validate to the appropriate message profile schema.)
A motion was made (by Gavin, John 2nd) for NIST to proceed with its plan to develop tools to automatically generate test messages/responses for a given V2 conformance profile. The motion passed 5-0-0.

VIII. HL7 Experimental Registry
Len Gallagher demonstrated the HL7 Experimental Registry for V3 artifacts. He reviewed some of the new query capability.  A comment was made that this could serve as the start of a V3 conformance profile (at least for the static model part.)

IX. Messaging Work Bench
Pete Rontey showed the new features of the Messaging Work Bench.  The full list of features can be found in the help section.  Highlights:

· Added Perl compatible regular expression (regex) to each of the elements in the profile.  This will allow for fine grained constraints.

· Validation can be done on a message instance against a conformance profile. Also included is a remediation list  to manage errors from the validation.

· The MWB notes editor now floats and keeps track of what element is being pointed to

· Now links to HL7 DB (if user has access to one)

Pete cautioned that it may be better to wait for the next release before using the diagram functionality in a rigorous way.

The Conformance SIG agreed that we should be more aggressive about getting the MWB a more prominent place on the HL7 site.  It is currently not easy to find on the HL7 website (buried in the documents page of the Conformance SIG).

X. Meeting adjourned

The Conformance SIG WGM ended at 12:00 (noon) on Tuesday, January 20th.
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