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	Date: 2013-01-14
Time: 9:00 –10:30 am

	Chair
	Kai Heitmann
	Note taker(s)
	John Roberts

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Email
	Affiliation

	
	Jane Curry
	
	

	
	Mark Shafarman
	
	

	
	Lisa Nelson
	
	

	
	John Roberts
	
	

	
	Kai Heitmann
	
	HL7 Germany

	Quorum Requirements Met (yes/no): yes


1.1. Opening

Kai opened the session and mentioned that this is the first meeting of the Templates WG on their own (no hosting).

1.2. Introductions

An introduction round was done.

1.3. Agenda Review

An agenda point “Ballot reconciliation” was added.
1.4. WGM Schedule

Thurs Q2
PC hosts Templates et al

Q2 present versioning proposal, which will include examples and discuss relationships and implications

Friday Q1
Templates hosts a PC, SD and Vocab
HINGX report and presentation

Wrap-up of the week

Wed Q3 IIWG/SDWG

IISG suggests new template patterns for radiology, cardiology; harmonization with DICOM - Kai, Lisa, and Mark will attend

1.5. Ballot reconciliation

Mark will go through the reconciliation of the “Template Registry Business Requirements” Ballot during this week together with John and finalize the documents.
1.6. Review template versioning and relationships

It started with discussion of many things, including CDA R3 and implications for Templates.

Kai shared his presentation and solicited comments, in preparation for joint sessions later in the week. 

His plan is to do the presentations and create a document later that is actually the reflection of the slides and could play the role of part 1 of our upcoming Templates DSTU R2.

Main parts of the presentation:

· Glossary

· Template Versioning

· Template Relationships

Points of discussion

· Template Design

· include as constraint both structure semantics and vocabulary

· Registry vs. Repository

· various definitions of registry range from index with only copies of metadata to a database of record from part o the metadata
· runtime template with some metadata only, product of repository

· Template Type

· (Side comment on datatypes: how do we discover the datatype flavours: we need a registry of datatype flavors, best described and registered as templates for datatype flavours?)
· open vs. closed templates

· Have these terms outlived their usefulness?

· inclusion and containment

· vocabulary binding

· types of constraints

· status of templates

· essential status values, others in registry

· inactive = one of retired/deprecated, cancelled(never active) 

· versioning - identification, date, status

· new template vs. version of a template

· static and dynamic template bindings

· implications on performance

· consider and favor static = use dynamic sparingly

· template relationships

· replacement

· child / parent / is_a

· which are applicable to design, usage at validation of instances

· relationships matter only at design time/

· child / parent involves focus or constraint, and purpose

· reuse mandates that parent / child can cross governance groups

· adaptation - use from another governance group with or without (substantial) changes

· open/closed is a runtime thing, affects only validation

· adoption - a registry thing, not in repository

· active/passive participation

· adoption has a relationship to list of licensees for IP-closed templates

· IP issues - out of scope

· templates and instances, backward/forward compatibility

Kai will update the presentation with notes taken by Lisa and John.

The new slide deck will be sent out to the templates list.

1.7. Follow-up Items

The following items need to be done

· Gather comments during discussion this week (all)

· Prepare new document as part 1 of the new Templates  R2 (Kai)
· Reconciliation of the “Template Registry Business Requirements” Ballot (Mark, John)
· Review slide deck and sent out to the templates list (Kai)

1.8. Other remarks:

There is a session at Thursday Q1 about NIST status, especially MWB.
1.9. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 10:50 am.

Thursday – Q2 (hosted by Patient Care)
	Location: Sunset
	Date: 2013-01-17
Time: 11:00 –12:30 am

	Chair
	Stephen Chu
	Note taker(s)
	

	

	Attendee
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	Email
	Affiliation

	
	See minutes of the Patient Care WG
	
	

	Quorum Requirements Met (yes/no): yes


Minutes and participant list: see minutes of the Patient Care WG

Friday – Q1 (hosting Patient Care/Vocab/Structured Documents)
	Location: Phoenix 2
	Date: 2013-01-14
Time: 9:00 –10:30 am

	Chair
	Kai Heitmann
	Note taker(s)
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1.1 Introductions. Mark Shafarman opened the meeting, noted that a quorum was present and we each introduced ourselves.

1.2 Agenda. The agenda was reviewed and accepted.

1.3 Co-Chair Election. Mark noted the results of the Co-Chair election: John Roberts was re-elected. 

1.4 WGM Schedule.  The schedule for the next WGM was discussed; it will be essentially the same as the schedule for this WGM.
1.5 Paperwork.  The need to complete the minutes for recent calls and the Templates Registry Requirements ballot was noted and the co-chairs resolve to do better. 
1.6 Andy discussed a possible new publishing sub-committee that would deal with the quality of  Implementation guides, and that Templates should have a representative along with CGIT, SD and tooling. 
1.7 Template versions and relationships:  
1.7.1This discussion is based on Kai’s PDF titled HL7 Templates Versioning and Relationships.
Basic areas of discussion included identifying versions, template id’s, dates, statuses, name, etc.)

1.7.2. Backwards compatibility discussion included many topics:
· cascade rule (how new versions are applied, and whether they are included automatically in other templates and/or documents).

·  versioning of resources
· Keith  mentioned that a major release version may not be backward compatible; need a process to identify  backward compatibility in terms of version identifier 'and later' (i.e. need metadata that identifies parameters of backward compatibility, and a standard way of representing backward compatibility metadata)
· we need to inform developer when a new template version might affect code, this can't be conveyed in the version id itself

1.7.3 Governance issues

· mistaken new templates, from ignorance
1.7.4 Other topics noted for future discussions
· hl7 state names

· child/parent ~ "conforms to" (parent)

· also need containment relationship - Keith

· adaptation 

· equivalency

· test/compute or use author assertion

· adoption

· underlying model, rim, etc.

· Datatype flavors should be registered as templates (refer to MNM)
· closed condition determined by underlying model

· relationship between containment and adoption

1.8 There was a discussion about the timeline and plan to turn Kai’s presentation into a document for next WGM. This would end up as the first part of templates DSTU. We will start working on a draft for comment starting with the May WGM.  
1.9 Templates ITS: Bob Dolin mentioned that the most critical thing on the timeline is the template exchange format. Discussion included:
· Andy, Kai - bring something forward this cycle? Issues to be considered are:   

· note interrelationships with versioning mechanisms
· MIF XML is not easy for implementers (Andy)
· can we describe it as "mif like" or "mifish" or "mif free"?
· DECOR  is the current candidate

· Note that Lloyd's work with OWL may apply to templates, but that is yet another item to research.
1.10 Hingx: Waiting for API availability. See presentations.
1.10 Vocabulary binding (Wendy).  Very brief discussion. Needs coordination with Vocab on use of CTS2.
Attachments:  see following links for:
Presentation by Kai on Template Versioning

Presentations by Jane on HingX

