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1. Q1:  WG Administration:  
a. Robert Jenders reviewed activity in the SSD steering division, the status of WG work products and WG health [arden-intro-2015-01-20.ppt]
b. The WG agreed a meeting at the Paris WGM on Tuesday Q1-4, with WebEx connectivity for remote participation and provision for absentee voting in the cochair election.
2. Arden Syntax Certification Program

a. Virginia Lorenzi reviewed the basics of certifications (3) offered by HL7.  The current track involves study and a single, closed-book test proctored by a contractor.  The test consists of 70 multiple choice questions.  The Education WG is interested in possibly proceeding to a higher level of certification that would involve both experience and testing components.  The current track leads to a certificate as a “certified expert” in a particular domain (e.g., V2).  Tests are administered both remotely and at WGM for a fee that is retained by HL7.  Each test is accompanied by a short (2-page) study guide that explains the format and the areas of emphasis.  Tests are written by a designated author, reviewed by a small group of domain experts and then approved by HL7 before administration.
b. The WG discussed various aspects of creating a certification program for Arden Syntax, including possibly creating a tutorial, making part of the next Arden in-person meeting a short educational session to attract additional attendees and a timeline for developing a test.
c. WG Discussion:  Areas of Emphasis for Arden Certification Exam

i. Mappings:  Data, destinations, interface, arguments

ii. Time:  Primary time, temporal operators

iii. Event handling:  Evoke slot

iv. Objects

v. Fuzzy logic

vi. MLM interaction

vii. MLM structure:  Categories, slots

viii. Control statements

ix. Actions

x. Philosophy of Arden

xi. Operators:  String, list, mathematical, aggregation
d. The WG voted to proceed with creation of an Arden Syntax certification program:  Motion = Haug, second = Fehre, vote = affirmative 6; negative 0; abstention 0.
e. Action items
i. Create initial version of test, using these areas of emphasis and Arden v2.10 and the IG R1 [Lorenzi].
ii. Discuss with Education WG Thursday Q1 [Jenders or Haug].
iii. Create an introduction to Arden Syntax mini-lecture for presentation at the Paris meeting [Fehre].
iv. Write a newsletter article once the effort is further along [Jenders].
v. Once the initial test is prepared, write a 2-page study guide [WG].
3. Q2:  Arden Syntax WG DMP
a. The WG reviewed minor edits to its current (v3.0) of its decision-making practices document to reflect changes in the antecedent HL7 generic template for the DMP [Arden Syntax WG Decision-Making Practices v4.0 2015-01-20-markup.doc].
b. No substantive changes were made--just minor updates to reflect corrected references to governance documents and Web sites.  Specifically, the WG consensus was to preserve the current quorum and the right of a presiding cochair to cast a vote during a meeting.
c. The WG agreed the minor changes in the DMP to create v4.0.  Motion = Haug, second = Adlassnig, vote = Affirmative 6; negative 0; abstention 0.
4. Q2:  Arden Syntax IG R2
a. The WG discussed the outline for this successive version of the implementation guide.
b. Of the 2 new proposed new chapters being added to R1, the WG reviewed a possible outline for the Knowledge Formalism Comparison chapter prepared by Fehre [http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=Arden_Syntax:Implementation_Guide:Comparision_to_Others].  
c. The WG discussed the appropriate level of comparison and what to compare Arden Syntax to:  academic project vs audited standard; knowledge formalism vs CDS system implementation; active project vs inactive project.  Consensus:  Include one subsection on historical, academic examples and another on actual standards for knowledge representation.
d. Generally discussed the data model that will be the substance of the next version of Arden Syntax.  The consensus was that the IG R2 would provide in another new chapter illustrative examples of how to use different data models in the curly braces (focusing on FHIR), while the next version of Arden (also known as v3.0 or possibly “Arden on FHIR”) would eliminate the curly braces for references to data.
e. Action item
i. Establish conference calls:  Monthly on Fridays at 1100 HL7 time = 20 February, 20 March, 17 April to continue work on this project [Jenders].
5. Q3:  CDS Big Picture IG.
a. Robert Jenders reviewed the PSS which has been approved the Arden Syntax WG (as primary) and cosponsored by CDS WG, with discussion with the CQI WG to follow tomorrow [CDS-big-picture-IG-PSS-2014-11-13.doc].
b. The WG elaborated an outline for the chapter [CDS Big Picture Implementation Guide-outline-2015-01-20.docx].
c. Action items
i. Create a project page on the HL7 wiki and post this outline, inviting contributions from the WG [Jenders].
ii. Discuss project during monthly Arden Syntax WG conference calls [WG].
6. Q4:  Work on Arden Syntax v3.0

a. As one possible standard data model, the WG reviewed markup of the two MLMs selected for this purpose edited by Fehre using CQL [2015-01-20_WGM_SanAntonio_MLMs.zip].  As it happens, Arden already has sufficient constructs to formulate a query, so all that is needed is just a data model, which for CQL is QUICK.  Issues related to the suitability of CQL (which references QUICK as a data model, with CQL serving as the expression language) for this purpose were discussed.  This included the challenge of easy readability.  The consensus of this analysis was that QUICK is sufficiently expressive to serve as the standard data model for Arden.  
b. Because a mapping always will be required to a local data store, the WG consensus with regard to the utility of a standard data model for Arden Syntax is that two options will exist:  Arden v2.10 (in which the local mapping is enclosed in curly braces) and Arden Syntax v3.0 (in which MLMs are published using a standard data model, and a mapping table is maintained for each local data store that links the standard to the local model to permit at least semi-automatic translation.
c. It was thought that QUICK will be used to structure FHIR resources.  The issue was raised that no adequate and comprehensive data model has achieved HL7 normative status, including the vMR and QUICK.  One discussed option would be to include the standard data model as a non-normative appendix in Arden v3.0.  Another option raised by the WG would be to borrow from QUICK and make it the Arden data model without pointing to QUICK, so the dependency on a possibly changing external data model would be removed.
i. The consensus was not to put links to an informative document or DSTU in the normative part of the Arden Syntax.
ii. While deferring further work on Arden v3.0 is an option until the HL7 data model is more settled, the consensus was not to defer further work on Arden v3.0 until work elsewhere is more settled than it is now.
d. WG consensus statement:  QUICK on FHIR (QUICK FHIR profiles) would be a suitable standard data model for Arden Syntax v3.0, which will be called informally “Arden on FHIR”.  Because it is thought that the US Realm informative document QIDAM will not be used by HL7 in the future, no further consideration will be given to this.  Because QUICK is not yet a standard and this HL7 project may change in the future and there is no other normative standard option in HL7, the WG will make the standard data model in Arden Syntax v3.0 initially a non-normative appendix (much as the XML version of Arden initially was) pointing to QUICK on FHIR.  Adopting this consensus statement:  Motion = Haug, second = Adlassnig, vote = affirmative 5; negative 0; abstention 0. 
e. Action item
i. Do additional work on Arden v3.0 during upcoming conference calls as above (for Arden IG R2) [WG].
Agenda for Paris Meeting (Tuesday, 12 May 2015)

1. Co-chair election (for seat held by Peter Haug, who may stand for re-election)

2. Review and extend progress on Arden Syntax v3.0

3. Review and extend progress on the Arden Syntax IG R2.

4. Review and extend progress on the Arden Syntax certification program.
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