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HL7 / CEN / ISO Meeting 13 January, 7.30pm to 9.30pm
Minutes by Elizabeth Hanley and Mark Shafarman, 15 January 2008
1 Welcome

Mark Shafarman, Convenor, welcomed attendees, and stated that the most important outcome of this meeting will be communication on joint projects that people are engaged in.

2 Current Status of Joint Initiative on SDO Global Health Informatics Standardization

Audrey Dickerson reported that the Joint Initiative Council (JIC) held two teleconferences in December 2007 to discuss the development of policy and procedures for joint projects. A policy document and form for project details have been drafted for JIC agreement, and trialling.

This policy document addresses a number of matters including:

· Policy statement 
· The list of agreements currently held by ISO TC 215
· Identification by JIC of the need for a joint task group; and the host SDO. 
· Identification of the project lead from host SDO, with co-chairs from each of the participating SDOs.
· Project timelines

· Copyright issues.

Elizabeth Hanley noted the Joint Initiative website at:

http://www.e-health.standards.org.au/cat.asp?catid=43
This website has several important documents including the Joint Initiative Charter, the Joint Working Group (JWG) Terms of Reference, and the JWG Work Program, as well as minutes from the JWG meetings.

Issues raised by those present included:

· The need for a process for scheduling out of cycle meetings for joint project task groups
· Do projects included in the joint work program need to have already gone to ballot within one SDO?

· The need to avoid duplication of projects i.e. if a work item has been established in one SDO, then it should not be established by another SDO. 

· In the case of standards with overlapping, duplicative content, and/or which also support overlapping use cases, and which have already reached normative status in more than a single SDO, and which already have significant stakeholders, joint harmonization projects must be initiated and supported. It is realized that this is not the ideal solution, but one that is necessary at this time, and that as the JIC continues, an important goal will be not to initiate overlapping projects in multiple SDO’s.

· The need for the joint work program  to include a scope statement for each project
· The need to coordinate the ballots. Ideally, the dates should be the same for each SDO. The ballot reconciliation should also be coordinated, and done only once with participation from each SDO during the same coordinated (agreed-upon) time interval.

· The importance of continued open, transparent communication among all the participating SDOs was affirmed. Such communication will allow a sense of trust and collegiality to develop, which is necessary for the success of the JIC.
Note that some of the above bullet-points are discussed below as related to the ISO datatypes project.
3 Project Updates

3.1 Data types

Graham Grieve reported that there has not been a lot of progress since August, since there was a decision to complete the next version of the abstract data types specification before completing the ISO document. The current abstract datatypes ballot had over 270 comments needing reconciliation. The group plans to continue the ISO datatypes  ballot in the next HL7 ballot cycle, when it will be coordinated with the  HL7 abstract data types ballot.  Graham acknowledged the help from task group members and the support from NHS to bring the project forward.

Issues were raised as follows:

· The need to synchronize ballot cycles. 
There is a single community commenting from different perspectives; comments are handled in different SDO committees in different timeframes; problems can occur when changes to documents are made during comment resolution, so that different documents are out for comment. There is a need to have a single ballot cycle with one version of the document. 
· Different ballot cycles: i.e. there are 90 day ballot cycles for ISO and CEN, whilst for HL7 there is a 30 day ballot cycle. It was reported that the HL7 TSC has discussed this issue and may extend their ballot cycle.

· The need to harmonize processes for resolution of comments 
The HL7 process is that the committee/work group goes through comments one by one for resolution, whereas ISO TC 215 working groups create a disposition of comments document which goes out for approval.

If the project team/experts review all comments as a single group, then there would be no need to repeat comment review in another forum i.e. have a single open process for submission of comments and review. 
It was suggested that most issues can be resolved virtually, with a face to face meeting held to resolve difficult issues to finish and approve the resolutions. This could occur at any SDO meeting, but HL7 meetings may attract the most people. It was noted that it is important to engage all communities of interest in the resolution of comments.
· Editorial issues  
Editorial / style differences between HL7 and ISO were noted, in regard to document formatting, and placement of normative and informative provisions in documents.
· Communications about joint projects
Communication about joint projects is seen as important – how does this information go out to SDOs?

3.2 Electronic Health Record Communication: 13606, parts 1 to 5 
Dipak Kalra reported on the current status of 13606


CEN




ISO

Part 1 

published February 2007

currently out for FDIS

Part 2

published July 2007


currently out for DIS

Part 3

currently out for Formal Vote

about to be released for DIS ballot

Part 4

published in March 2007

about to be released for DTS ballot

Part 5

currently out for informal comment period in both SDOs

Dipak raised several points of collaboration with HL7, including the following: 

· An NHS sponsored project to develop implementable transformation between 13606, parts 1 and 2 and particular templated CDA documents, starting with discharge summary.
· An NHS sponsored project to represent clinical information in openEHR archetypes.
· 13606 data type profile requirements contributed to the HL7 data types work via CEN comment process.
Mark Shafarman noted that following the Joint Working Group meeting held at the October 2007 CEN meeting, a letter was provided to ISO member bodies with the FDIS ballot of 13606, part 1, to make the ISO community aware of current and planned harmonisation efforts. For future ballots needing harmonization (or with existing harmonization projects), it is intended that this information on harmonisation will be added directly to the ISO ballot documents. 
3.2 ICH and related pharmacy projects   

Stephen Kay reported that Ian Shepherd, convenor of ISO TC 215 Working Group 6, is the project lead for the pharmacy projects raised by ICH. The intention is to work in the Joint Initiative framework, and this was related to the pharmacy meeting today. That meeting looked at the process for developing the six work items on identification of medicinal products in ISO TC 215; looked at project scopes and identified ISO project leads. There are a number of harmonization and scheduling issues still to be addressed. HL7 will be asked to provide co-chairs.

It was noted that Ed Hammond has identified that John Quinn is the HL7 contact point for joint projects and he will identify co-chairs.
There was some discussion about the ISO TC 215 WG6 Individual Case Safety Report projects. There seems to be a need for further information about these projects, their current status and HL7’s role.
3.3 HL7 CDA

Audrey Dickerson noted that HL7 CDA and HL7 v 2.5 are opening through ISO for DIS ballot, and advised that HL7 members should participate in the ISO balloting process through their national member bodies.

3.4 Detailed clinical modelling group

William Goossen stated that he has completed the report on the August 2007 workshop of the detailed clinical modelling group, and that this report will be tabled at the next Joint Working Group meeting. William noted that the report contains a number of recommendations for consideration.
3.5 CEN HISA

Mark Shafarman reported that he has done a mapping from the CEN HISA information model to the HL7 RIM. This mapping is accessible on the CEN TC 251 website.
4 Other Business

4.1 Other participants

Grahame Grieve asked whether there are any other SDOs that should be involved, and whether IHTSDO should be invited. It was reported that Martin Severs, Chair of the IHTSDO Board, had attended the first Joint Working Group meeting in Brisbane.

Bernd Blobel suggested that ATSE, who have established an e-health group, and also OASIS, are potential participants.
4.2 Future meetings
It was noted that there is now considerable interest in collaboration and harmonisation, with over sixty people at the current meeting, an increase from eight people at the first meeting held at HL7 three years ago. However, scheduling the joint meeting in the evening, following the day-long Affiliate’s Council meeting has been less than optimal. Since much of the information presented at joint meeting has also been presented at the Affiliate’s Council meeting, there has also been unnecessary duplication. If we were not to present the information twice, the Affiliate’s Council meeting could be shortened, which would allow future joint meetings to take place in the late afternoon rather than the evening. This change has been arranged for the next HL7 Working Group meeting.
4.3 Email lists

The email list for this meeting is being transferred to the Joint Working Group, and will be administered by Elizabeth Hanley.
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