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Tuesday Q1 2011-05-17, Q1 9-10:30 am, Q2 11a-12:30pm
	Facilitator
	Jane Curry
	Note taker(s)
	Lynn Laakso

	Quorum Requirements Met:  Yes



Agenda Topics
1. Q1: Introduction to Tooling Work Group - Processes, Projects & Collaborations
2. Q2: MAX Project

Supporting Documents  - 
· Wiki agenda at http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=Tooling_WGM_2011_May. 

Minutes/Conclusions Reached:
1. Agenda - Introduction to Tooling Work Group - Processes, Projects & Collaborations
a. Jane and Andy’s term both end in January 2012; Andy suggests that one of those two be up for re-election in September. ACTION ITEM: Address Jane/Andy offset election cycle for 2011Sep. 

2. Powerpoint review (which will be made available with the minutes) discussion points included:
· Two commercial tools for requirements gathering/ modeling are the Rational suite as well as the Enterprise Architect from Sparx. The choice is still up to the Work Group. 
· Tools development: CHI working on V3 generator. Sasha adds they are working on message builder and message remixer. 
· Sasha asks how coordination of the submission of new tools would work. HL7 cycles with three ballots and publishing one normative edition per year. Documentation about tools and information on availability can be provided but without support resources (“throwing it over the wall”) it’s hard to adopt. The other mechanism is Open Health Tools (OHT). Sasha notes that they are working towards release to OHT for their message testing tool and another tool.
·  Jane adds suggestions for changes on MIF format are tracked on GForge. 2.2 will be November’ish. Have not released 2.2.1 yet as there are few changes in the pipe. Current tools are MIF 2.1.6. 2.2 changes involve supporting publishing process and vocabulary binding. Sasha adds their testing platform is based on 2.1.6.
· Discussions ensued on retiring of tools; Andy noted that tools are very very rarely removed. 
· Vocabulary binding in Core Principles was driver for MIF 2.2. Also learned from NHS’ Static Model Designer for which fixes were released in fairly rapid succession.
· RoseTree is used for RIM Harmonization and Vocabulary for seven or eight people in the world. Mostly used as a browser to review the materials. Everyone wants the output; few people work on its’ editing. 
· Stacy asks if this was developed by a small group who saw a need or by a project like MAX. Generally felt the tools were created piecemeal, as noted; Austin’s authoring of the pubdb for V3 to manage dependencies between the artifacts was recounted. Visio based RMIM designer introduced to help work groups not familiar with modeling. It has been an evolutionary process.
· Sasha mentions that MIF versus XMI would be useful. Jane notes that OMG wants reusable engineering where HL7 wants reusable concept areas. Andy notes that XMI can produce some things in graphics, but needs more quality checking. Sasha notes that the XMI doesn’t have the rigor of the SP2, no capabilities of annotations.  Sasha asks about working with the vendor on getting the information out on the SP3; Andy notes that they’re working on that with MAX. Stacy describes Sparx EA to export XMI but cannot easily be brought back in. Andy recommends Sasha attend Q2 as an official Infoway representative. 
· 2010 upgrade to Static Model Designer met feedback from Structured Documents that it was still too hard and they had to hand-code schematron for their models. MDHT produces schematron output but you must use OCL, and SDWG didn’t like the OCL.
· Sasha adds the end-to-end testing with Mohawk College on V3 generator upgrade was completed.
· Jane is HL7’s OHT liaison. 
· Implementation and Conformance may be looking at refresh of V2 messaging workbench in conjunction with release on OHT.
3. Jane asks if this meets the needs for understanding how the Tooling WG works. 
· Stacy indicates he’ll have more questions as the work progresses.
· Suggestion by Mike to indicate the tooling tutorial can be used for UV as well as realm-specific constraints. Andy concurs. MDHT creates a closed model template from the CDA schema XML based testing environment. 
· Stacy notes there’s a great deal going on. Jane notes that the next layer out, beyond specifically within HL7 and the publishing process, with the implementations, configuration and so on. Sasha asks if OHT is responsible at that layer. There are actually many organizations that do so. RIMBAA group has stated goal to use RIM as application architecture. Andy adds tools officially supported by HL7 has budget for triage of questions. Josh Carmody can take questions on the tools support and route it to the appropriate person. Second level tools support for RMIM Designer, for example, is Woody Beeler. There is also a defect tracker where issues can be entered as well. 
· Looking at improving communication in next cycle; listserv is for broadcast information, Wiki holds reference information. Listserv is monitored so if you note something that needs to be addressed on the listserv it will be seen. 
· Q2 today, Q4 in Vocabulary may have IHTSDO Work bench demo; other demos tonight Palm Ballroom 3. Addressing bringing in SMD and supporting it from the perspective of the process will be Thursday. Q3 today is Structured Documents and their template tool. 
· Tuesday night has a requirement from the board that commercial software cannot be demo’ed. 

Jane recessed the group at 10:32am.


Tuesday  2011-05-17, Q2 11a-12:30pm Lily Room
	Facilitator
	Andy Stechishin
	Note taker(s)
	Lynn Laakso

	Quorum Requirements Met:  Yes



The Q2 session started at 11:05 AM.
Q2: MAX 
Proof of concept demo 
Project Charter (governance, communications plan)
· Discussion ensued on who to inform, tooling list, Modeling facilitators, co-chairs list, emailing facilitators directly, DCM/DAM modelers in CIC or Patient Care
· DMD (Detailed Clinical Models for Medical Devices), and additional ballot list received from Don Lloyd to Andy he will forward to Stacy.
· Regarding governance, with Stacy as project facilitator and not a Tooling co-chair there’s not much formal interaction with the WG needed beyond status updates. AMS notes that what will be produced by the project is a tool. The tool is for serving the needs of those building UML-based models. 
· Stacy notes that EA has demonstrated the ability to export other types for use case models as well as class diagrams. 
· WB notes under SAIF we want it to work more specifically for HL7 rather than for a general community. Publishing facilitator from the perspective of the distribution of artifacts is something Woody would be interested in participating. His interest in merging content moving around into a MIF-enabled environment. He’s done a transform from Rational class model to RIM in MIF without data loss. Though he hates XMI it turns out to be not hard to do. 
· AMS states we need to rely on the chairs to assist with the politics. It was noted that V3 publishing should be a co-sponsor. They find that models in PDF are not anything beyond a temporal solution – to move models between teams should also allow them to move into the publishing environment. Woody notes that MIF is correct but not adequate as it cannot be consumed. SMD might be the first consumer but that’s a way down the road. Publishing is now using MIF 2.2 to generate the HTML. 
·  
Wiki –  http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=MAX _-_Model_Automated_eXchange 

GForge site (collaboration, licensing considerations, Sparx or other modeling tool IP)
· Version control was briefly discussed with regard to binary files and the process required to administer. Collecting a number of use cases and import them into the model is problematic. Instances where XMI doesn’t work for import and export are what they’re looking at; Jane recommends the survey noting the known use cases – and indicate if they are also among your needs and add more requirements. Andy noted that Anita already tried to do that with some Sparx EA output. 
· Anita asks about the other DCM efforts. Woody notes the future of DCM as even more complex and detailed as constraint models beginning with the DAM. She suggests Stacy go directly to the project leaders of the DAM projects rather than the CIC co-chairs. Recommended Dave Hamill be approached to help get that list. Andy notes that there is not specific indication on the Project Scope Statement for the technical artifact list. He suggests that Tooling, Publishing, SAIF AP QA may wish to recommend the technical artifacts be included on the PSS. PSS might be too soon in the process to identify artifacts. 
· Woody asks if we will see the back end. Stacy is not prepared to make such a presentation on the technical level. With a space to relate these models together what will anchor them to HL7 Woody asks, such as a common model repository in SVN? It would give a locus for work groups to go to for finding stuff. AMS thinks a library of DAMs today is independent of MAX. WB notes that the GForge repository is now split up by projects, though with UNLV it used to be a single repository. AMS clarifies that this project is to exchange models within a group not between groups, more to export to excel and back again for the purpose of gaining input from clinicians. Andy notes that you can chain processes together for generation of WSDLs. WB notes that an API for a more complex model for something like Rational is subject to the changes in the product. Is there a statement of requirements in the project for what you want to say or use in the tool? Should there be multiple types of annotations? MIF has definition, rationale, usage note; constraints come in variety of kinds, datatypes or terminology. AMS notes that they may have to presume a certain UML profile. WB notes there’s a SAIF Artifact Definition wiki page for a reference information model which might apply to UML in standards development environment. 
· Woody notes that they know they need to get RIM out of the Rational 2001 version before IBM bought them and separate from the database. RIM starting this summer will be maintained in RSA (Rational Software Architect) with export through XMI to MIF. The Access database will then become solely for vocabulary distribution. There is a commitment to some organizations whose tooling is based on that database format that must be honored. 
· Jane points out this brings up the IP issue for work within work groups but outside HL7 must be addressed. If MAX is importing full MIF and not MIF-lite are we in violation of IP obligations. WB notes that if it’s in GForge it’s not necessarily intended for public use.
· Role of current business model task force and current IP efforts was discussed. Jane describes MIF lite how the structure is provided but the definitions are restricted for the ability to show the relationships among the classes, etc. 
· Support model also discussed.
Recruitment (domain experts, developers)
· Anita asks when they want to have requirements collected. Project scope statement indicates May/June timeframe. Andy suggests pushing design specifications to August or September and schedule time in San Diego to review the design. He asks if you want requirements for extending use beyond within a work group to the Tooling chain for taking models forward to publishing, even if they’re out of scope for the current phase. Jane suggests he identify a use case with a situation scenario with import/export work of multiple project team members working on their laptops to bring their input together; another is to use models across use cases. Publishing needs to take this into consideration. These have different tooling capability expectations between them, not the least is the type of UML modeling each are doing.  
Current state assessment
· Wiki page, link to proof of concept on GForge
· Send outreach to specific groups; ask to publish upcoming agendas on their list serv.
· Stacy asks Jane for guidelines on Eclipse licensing and approval for MIF lite. Woody notes there are a set of license statements in the generator. Tooling WG norm is publishing tools through OHT. Usually should be open source, or held in escrow by HL7. Woody will get Stacy a copy of the OHT license wording. 
· Wording of questions:
· What modeling tool(s) are you using?
· Has there been a need to import or export data from your modeling tool?
· For what reason was the model data exchanged?
· How was the exchange carried out?
· How well did the process work, how could it be improved?

Adjourned Tuesday 2011-05-17 12:32 PM EDT.



Thursday Q1 2011-05-19, Q1 9-10:30 am, Q2 11a-12:30pm, Gardenia Room
	Facilitator
	Andy Stechishin
	Note taker(s)
	Jane Curry

	Quorum Requirements Met:  Yes



Agenda Topics
1. Q1:Migration Planning (V3 Generator, SMD)
2. Q2: Tooling Tactical Plan, Formalize liaisons to other WG (cancelled)

Supporting Documents  - 
· Wiki agenda at http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=Tooling_WGM_2011_May. 

Minutes/Conclusions Reached:
· Met Quorum Q1, cancelled Q2.
· Andy reported that the Tooling Demos focused on Vocabulary Tools was well attended with about 30 attendees, although some came late.
· The main agenda topic for Q1 was tactical planning for existing tooling.  We reminded people of why the Static Model Designer wasn’t yet suitable for HL7 International because we release a new version of the RIM and other core MIF files 3 times a year and the internal identifier strategy of the current release would force each model to be loaded as a new project and have the graphics re-laid out.  B2i has suggested a strategy that would avoid model re-layout unless the model actually changes which was included in the estimates for continued funding. Graphics information included in the MIF files would be convenient as well but if funding doesn’t become available, this is not a show stopper.  The third category of changes is to implement MIF 2.2.  It was pointed out that the RMIM Designer does not support MIF 2.2 static models and vocab either. The publishing tool suite was upgraded to MIF 2.2 for the publishing stream.
· Woody is releasing a new version of RoseTree – to be renamed MIF tree as it is not dependent on the Access database but works with the MIF files. RMIM Designer works against MIF. Jane asked whether proposed Concept Domains identified during model design were inserted into the access database or to the Vocab MIF but Lloyd clarified that they were only identified in a text annotation and appeared in the model.  The access database is still used by the Vocabulary Management process with the export transform to vocab MIF being the file that is used by both the publishing stream and the RMIM designer.  Disposition of the Access Database is to be decided after the new tools are rolled out. Karen is to check on the commitment made to Oracle to keep the changes in the access database for Oracle.  Is this required going forward or only to keep the version they used and the version of the tools that produced them? 
· The V3 Generator upgrade from Canada Health Infoway will be ready for the September Working Group but will not be used to produce the September ballot.  A tutorial on the new tools will be prepared for the Sunday meeting.  
· A Request for Information is expected to be produced by the Vocabulary Working Group this summer to clarify their requirements for Vocabulary Management and is expected to be released this fall with a closer working relationship with IHTSDO. 
· There was a proposal to ask for tooling liaisons for any tools being used by a Work Group to support their specification design work.  Andy is covering Structured Docs and Vocabulary and Jane is covering Templates.  Stacey Berger is tooling liaison for the Clinical Interoperability Council with the MAX project.  EHR needs a tooling liaison since they are working with an XML version of the EHRS-FM and profiles.  Jane will follow-up with EHR WG.  Michael Van der Zel has a tool that is an extension to the Sparx EA that is being used for Detailed Clinical Models for Patient Care.  He will be making the tool available to HL7 members.  Jane will coordinate with Josh to get a Gforge project set up and will also see if Michael will be a liaison for Patient Care.  The proposal was to have a wiki page to organize all the information on “alternate” but not supported tools and identify which groups are using them and who their toolsmiths are. We agreed to only ask Tooling Liaisons from other groups to meet with Tooling about once a month on a predictable schedule.
· The Tooling Demo night had about 30 people attending – the Standards Knowledge Management Tool (SKMT) that manages glossary terms and the ontology management system Protégé were demoed. A presentation and discussion occurred about how the ontology reasoner engine worked.
· Other attended meetings was with I&C (CGIT) attended by Andy, Vocab attended by Andy, Templates, attended by Jane and Andy, and Structured Docs attended by both Andy and Jane.
· Since all topics were covered by the end of Q1, Q2 was cancelled.

Adjourned Thursday 2011-05-19 10:56 AM EDT

	Actions 
· Address Jane/Andy offset election cycle for September 2011.
· Andy needs to update the GForge link to the new hosted address.
· Andy will send the list of DAM/DCM projects to Stacy. 
· Andy will update Project Insight to reflect the MAX project title #742 to read model Automated Exchange instead of Automatic. 
· Woody will get Stacy a copy of the OHT license wording.
· Karen check on the commitment made to Oracle to keep the changes in the access database for Oracle.  
· Jane follow-up with EHR WG for a tooling liaison.
· Jane will coordinate with Josh to get a GForge project set up for a tooling extension to the Sparx EA and will also see if Michael Van der Zel will be a liaison for Patient Care.  

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items
· Q4 in Vocabulary today, may have IHTSDO Work bench demo; other demos tonight Palm Ballroom 3. Addressing bringing in SMD and supporting it from the perspective of the process will be Thursday. Q3 today is Structured Documents and their template tool.
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