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Attendance (with quarters of attendance as superscripts):  Peter Adlassnig123 (Medical University of Vienna; klaus-peter.adlassnig@meuniwien.ac.at), Chengjian Che12 (Lantana; chengjian.che@lantanagroup.com), Julie Crouse2 (ONC; julie.crouse@hhs.gov), Peter Haug123 (Intermountain Healthcare; peter.haug@imail.org), Tom Hooks123 (McKesson; tom.hooks@mckesson.com), Robert Jenders123 (Charles Drew University & UCLA; jenders@ucla.edu), Dave Shields3 (University of Utah; david.shields@utah.edu).
1. Q1:  Work Group Health Metrics

a. Robert Jenders reviewed the current health metrics for the Arden Syntax WG as measured by HL7 [SSD_SD-WorkGroupHealth2013May-2013-04-26.pdf].  With participation in the TSC election this summer, attendance at the SSD SD meeting during this WGM and participation in the harmonization process along with review and approval of the SWOT analysis and the Mission & Charter Statement, the work group health will be green at the next measurement.
b. The WG reviewed, edited and approved a slightly revised version of its Mission & Charter statement [Arden Syntax Mission and Charter-2013-05-07.doc].  Vote:  Affirmative = 5, Negative = 0, Abstention = 0.
c. The WG reviewed, edited and approved a revised version of its SWOT analysis [arden-syntax-swot-2013-05-07.doc].
d. Action item:  Submit the revised Mission & Charter statement to the SSD SD for approval and the SWOT analysis to HL7 staff to certify these WG health metrics [Jenders].
2. Q1:  Arden Implementation Guide and Wiki

a. The PSS for this project was approved by the TSC since the Phoenix meeting [http://www.hl7.org/special/Committees/projman/searchableProjectIndex.cfm?action=edit&ProjectNumber=975].
b. The WG discussed content for an Arden Syntax IG.  The consensus is that this would involve explanatory material that related Arden to other approaches to clinical decision support as well as a how-to guide with examples and MLM templates for addressing particular kinds of CDS problems.
c. In part because the HL7 executive leadership expressed concern, still being explored by the HL7 attorney, that there is potential liability for hosting an HL7 library on the HL7 wiki, the WG consensus is to emphasize the use of exemplars and illustrative fragments organized by various themes that show how to use Arden to represent different kinds of clinical logic (fuzzy logic; immunizations; quality measures; etc).  In addition to labeling this content with a strong disclaimer regarding liability, one additional measure would be to insert content in the Validation slot that would block compilation and execution unless it were changed.
d. The WG reviewed the proposed Wiki content as previously reviewed on a conference call and confirmed that content with the exception of removing a page related to utilities (as there are no current ones publicly available)
e. Action Items
i. Port current Web content with the agreed adjustments to the HL7 Wiki in draft form, allowing other members to refine this further [Jenders].
ii. Elaborate a revised outline for the IG [Fehre].
iii. Schedule a conference call to discuss these items:  25 July at 1200 EDT = 1600 UTC [Jenders].
iv. Port old Arden Syntax Web site content to wiki as a beginning for an Arden wiki [Jenders].
3. Q2:  Amendments to Arden v2.9

a. Peter Haug reviewed a marked-up version of the Arden v2.9 standard identifying errata that require fixing that would not constitute substantive changes [Arden Syntax 2.9_proposed-errata-fixes-2013-05-07.doc].
b. The WG consensus was that these changes would not be substantive and therefore would not require re-ballot
c. Peter Haug’s group also prepared updated versions of the non-mandatory XML representation for Arden for its v2.8 & v2.9 [ArdenMLschema.zip].
d. The WG reviewed the current Section 4 of Arden Syntax (“Significance and Use”) and determined additional material
e. The consensus after review and discussion was that these materials will be circulated to the list for further review and then discussion on a conference call to approve them as non-substantive updates for v2.8 and v2.9.
f. The WG reviewed the content of Section 4 of v2.9 (“Significance and Use”).  Additions agreed by consensus:  Additional history of the standard; elaboration of main changes in recent versions; mention applicability to various classes of CDS issues (quality indicators; case finding for studies; fuzzy logic; surveillance; disease classification rules; expressing data queries; etc)
g. Action items (agreed by consensus)
i. Circulate material (proposed v2.9 errata fix + v2.8/v2.9 ArdenML) to list [Jenders].
ii. Revise Section 4 and circulate to the list [Jenders].
iii. Previously mentioned conference call will include this material [Jenders].
4. Q3:  Discussion of Features of Arden Next Version
a. The TSC approved the PSS for this new project since the Phoenix meeting, with the caveat that the numbering for the new standard (v2.10 vs v3) would depend on whether the new version would be backward compatible or not, respectively, so for the time being it will be known as Arden Syntax Next Version [http://www.hl7.org/special/Committees/arden/projects.cfm?action=edit&ProjectNumber=771].
b. Peter Haug reviewed examples of what data mappings would look like if the vMR were used as the data model in the curly braces.
i. One approach is to define a collection of objects and data mappings in one MLM that can be shared by other MLMs at the same or different health care organizations
ii. These data mappings could be placed in isolated MLMs that then are referenced by MLMs containing clinical logic using the INCLUDE statement.
c. The WG discussed the pros and cons of altering the normative standard to abolish the curly braces for data mappings and mandate use of the vMR versus not altering the normative standard at all and instead publishing the non-mandatory recommendation and examples for how to use the vMR to map different objects in the Arden IG being developed.
d. Consensus:  Preserve backward compatibility by maintaining the curly braces for data mapping but illustrating a standards-based approach using the vMR in the implementation guide.  
e. As the other main considered change for the next version was movement of the XML currently-optional version of Arden into the normative standard, the WG discussed what change in the normative standard should be taken in this regard.  Peter Haug proposed rewriting Section 5.1 (File Format) to denote that an MLM file can be XML or the traditional BNF but not requiring software such as a compiler to adhere to both formats.  
f. Consensus (unanimously):  
i. Alter Arden v2.9 to form Arden v2.10 that is backward compatible and that differs substantively in the definition of the file format as either the traditional format (BNF) or the updated XML in the non-mandatory appendix.
ii. Exemplar data mappings using the vMR then would be included in the new Arden IG. 
g. Action item:  
i. Include the exemplar vMR mappings and related text in the new IG [Haug].
ii. Review this work as part of the work on the Arden IG in conference calls in the coming months [WG].
Agenda for Cambridge Meeting (Tuesday, 24 September 2013)

1. Work on Arden Syntax implementation guide (Wiki and ballotable versions).
2. Review work on the non-mandatory updates for Arden v2.9, including an expanded Section 4 (Significance and Use) and Appendix X2 (XML representation).

3. Review plans for Arden Syntax Next Version.
4. Co-Chair election for 1 seat.
