Conformance SIG Minutes

April 30 – May 3, 2007

Attendees

	Name
	Org
	M1
	M2
	M3
	T1
	W1
	W3
	W4
	R1

	Lisa Carnahan
	NIST
	x
	x
	x
	x
	
	x
	x
	x

	Jane Gilbert
	AHML, HL7 Australia
	x
	x
	x
	
	
	x
	
	

	Bas Van Poppel
	iSoft, HL7 NL
	x
	x
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	Frank Oemig
	Agfa Healthcare
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x

	Rob Snelick
	NIST
	x
	x
	x
	
	
	x
	
	

	Len Gallagher
	NIST
	x
	x
	
	
	x
	x
	x
	x

	Richard Harding
	
	
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	Klaus Veil
	HL7 Australia
	
	
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	John Garguilo
	NIST 
	
	
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	Dick Donker
	Philips Medical Systems
	
	
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	Lynne Rosenthal
	NIST
	
	
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	Grahame Grieve
	
	
	
	
	
	x
	
	
	

	Rick Busbridge
	Agfa
	
	
	
	
	
	x
	
	

	Tim Ireland
	CFH
	
	
	
	
	
	
	x
	

	Lee Collier
	Oracle
	
	
	
	x
	x
	
	
	


I. Agenda Approval

The agenda was reviewed and updated. Agenda Approved (Lisa/Rob  :4-0-0)

II. Minutes from Jan 2007 WGM

Minutes from the Jan 2007 WGM were approved (Rob/Lisa: 4-0-0)

III. Co-chair elections

Frank Oemig was re-elected as Conformance SIG co-chair.

IV. Implementation Conformance Technical Committee Discussion

· The new TC will be active after the May meeting.  The existing co-chairs will stay in place until September.

· We recommend four co-chairs and keep the co-chairs in place.

· The fourth co-chair 2 year term begins in May.  Charlie will fill that position from serving as the Implementation Committee co-chair without election until May 2009.

V. V2.6 Issues

· Status of v2.6 – in the process of being published.

· Rob Snelick will check the schema in Chapter 2B of v2.6 to make sure that it is consistent with the Chapter text.

VI. Discussion related to the inclusion of vocab definition into the message profile
Rob proposed the idea of keeping the vocabulary definition in a separate XML file and link/reference the vocab definition from that file to the Message profile.

We may want to consider extending this idea to segments or fields as well for local extension definition.

We should investigate using the v3 vocab definition and id mechanism.  Can the v2 people use the OID-referenced v3 vocabulary value sets?  We think that the Vocab TC have been working on creating v3 value sets from v2 tables.   Bring idea to the Vocab TC as an FYI.

VII. Length Discussion

· The length definition requirements have been updated v2.7.  

· We need to raise awareness of this with the TCs/domains that use length in their definitions so that they can take appropriate action.

· Captured draft language regarding length definition and representation in Chapter 2 for clarification.

· Captured draft language to clarify that  length fields for primitive elements must be populated in implementable profiles.

VIII. Discussion of QPD, RTD, and ADD repeating last field and implications for conformance

No discussion happened.

IX. V3 Ballot Reconciliation

Format below: 

spreadsheet # / comment #

Disposition

(motion made by/2nd’d by – for-against-abstain)

23/36

Persuasive

(Lee/Lisa 3-0-0)

V3 Discussion item: We need to revisit the issue of defaults in modeling and message instances


-language in each section is consistent


-discuss whether default values must be present in a message and if not, under what circumstances.

26/37

Persuasive – We think we agreed to this during last ballot reconciliation.

(Len/Lee 3-0-0)

20/34

Persuasive

(Lee/Len 3-0-0)

17/13

Persuasive

(Lee/Len 3-0-0)

18/14

Not persuasive

(Lee/Len 3-0-0)

19/15

Not persuasive

(Lee/Len 3-0-0)

22/35

Persuasive 

(Len/Lee 3-0-0)

44/46

Not Persuasive

(Lee/Len 3-0-0)

8/4 

Persuasive (typo grouping)

Need to formally vote

11/7

Draft - Persuasive (typo grouping)

Need to formally vote

15/11

Draft - Persuasive (need to formally vote)

16/12

Draft - Persuasive (typo grouping)

Need to formally vote

25/18

Draft - Persuasive (typo grouping)

Need to formally vote

30/22

Draft - Persuasive (typo grouping)

Need to formally vote

34/43

Draft - Not Persuasive (need to formally vote)

Draft motion comment - insert paragraph break between sentences to clarify reading, but treat comment as not persuasive
38/24

Draft – Persuasive with mod (need to formally vote)

Draft motion comment - add as informative text at beginning of document to force general discussion:
Handling of Default Values
According to the current methodology, the structural attributes represent the interpretation of the classes in the model. In the current XML ITS these structural attributes are represented as attributes within an element. As such, an attribute of an element does have a higher priority than a name of an (XML) element (tag) itself. Therefore, one cannot trust the implied semantics of element names as they are used in an XML document (instance). This prevents using XML schemas for their original intent, i.e. validation of an XML document.
In order to avoid the encouragement to use schemas for validation, it is highly recommended that within an instance all values SHALL be populated, whether default or fixed values have been assigned or not.
Secondly. current use of the XML ITS implicitly requires that sender and receiver SHALL have access to the appropriate schemas to interpret the messages/documents correctly.

31/39

Persuasive (Lee/Len 3-0-0)

Disposition Comment: Accept two new sentences (written in the Disposition Comment) after the paragraph in the 1st bullet in section 2.4.1 to address Lloyds comment.

32/40

Persuasive (Lee/Len 3-0-0) Motion: Accept two new sentences (written in the Disposition Comment) after the paragraph in the 1st bullet in section 2.4.1 to address Lloyds comment

39/25

Comment withdrawn by Frank

50/47

Motion:  (Grahame/Lee, 3-0-0) Graham to discuss with Charlie and come back with suggested text for 5.3.2.2.

51/48

Persuasive

Motion: (Grahame, Lee, 3-0-0) Accept the new text displayed on the screen by Grahame for new Section 2.4.1 and transmitted to Frank. Note: multiple changes made on the fly – Grahame to distribute the new result captured on the screen.

X. Tools Presentation (Message Maker, DVTk, AHML)

Rick Busbridge (Agfa Healthcare) provided an overview of the DICOM Validation Toolkit and future plans.  The intent is to harmonize this work with the Gazelle project from IHE as a successor of the mesa tool set.  Rick stressed the use of the NIST Message Maker engine for syntax validation of V2 messages.

See http://www.dvtk.org/ for more info on DVTk.

Rob Snelick provided info wrt a collaborative effort to provide v2 lab message testing as part of the testing process of the Certification Commission for Health IT (CCHIT), (a certification body in the US). 

XI. Agenda for September WGM, Atlanta

The proposed agenda for the Implementation Conformance TC will be posted to the appropriate mailing lists, document stores and wiki.

