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Draft Minutes from HL7/ISO/CEN Coordination Meeting, Sunday 4 May 2008, 3:30 pm — 6:00 pm at the May 2008 HL7 Working Group Meeting
By Mark Shafarman with help from Audrey Dickerson and Tim Buxton.
Items: 
1. Current Status of Joint Initiative on SDO Global Health Informatics Standardization- Yun-Sik Kwak/Ed Hammond
Ed Hammond, Chair of the Joint Initiative Council (JIC) gave an overview of the status of JIC, the immediate past meeting in Orlando, and future meeting to be held in Gothenburg.  He noted that:
Membership in the JIC is through the charter signed by all 3 SDO’s (HL7, TC 215 and CEN/TC 251). In Orlando, CDISC was approved as a provision member.
The JIC meets to discuss sensitive issues surrounding the harmonization of Standards in all 3 SDO’s and propose solutions.
YunSik has presented current status and dates of various ISO TC 215 items. (See “HL7508[1].yun.sik.kwak.ppt” for full details.)
A few important points:

CEN/ISO13606 parts 1-5 still need ongoing harmonization with the relevant overlapping HL7 v3 standards. E.g.

Part 1/CDA r-2 harmonization needs to be completed.

Part 5 also needs to be harmonized with  CDA r-2.
Other items of interest:

The ISO Data Types ballot is proceeding (see below).
A number of pharmacy items are at committee draft stage and need appropriate harmonization with overlapping HL7 standards. (See below).
Note: It would be useful to create a matrix of ISO TC 215 standards that will require harmonization efforts. The matrix should contain the ballot statuses and dates for each standard, along with notes detailing which stages in the ISO ballot process are most appropriate for harmonization efforts.
New ISO TC 215 Liasons:

WHO: WG3, Heather Grain, terminology

CDISC: SDO harmonization group 6 months probation

Pending Liaisons:

ITU-T, study group 17 re: Telemedicine

GS-1

New Liaisons in Process 
IHTSDO

Continua

Oacis.`
Upcoming Meetings

GHT summit: 29 May in Gothenburg Sweden

ISO TC 215 2008 plenary, 30 May-June 2, Gothenburg Sweden

Next TC 215 JWG is 12-15 October in Istanbul, Turkey following the IHIC in Greece.

3. HL7/CEN/ISO current and possible future collaboration projects: status, plans, balloting coordination issues:
a. ISO ballot phases and requirements: Audrey Dickerson (see attached “TC 215 balloting processV2.ppt” for details.)
This document details the ISO ballot stages, and the various administrative options that create variant paths through the ballot stages. It is key to understanding the ISO ballot processes.
Some key points are:

There are 3 ballot time frames (accelerated, regular and extended).

There are 6 stages in the process:

Preliminary – preliminary work item.
Proposal – new work item proposal.
Preparatory – working draft (no vote – this is a working time for the work group).
Committee – committee draft.
Enquiry – draft international standard.
Approval – final draft international standard.
Publication as an ISO deliverable.
The PowerPoint details the ISO standards process requirements for each stage. 

There are also 2 additional types of ISO documents:

Technical report: informative only.
Technical specification: may move towards an ISO draft technical specification/standard.
To participate in the ISO TC 215, a person needs to become a member of his country’s ISO TAG (technical advisory group).

Ed Hammond commented that Audrey Dickerson has done a great job putting this together, even though it seems “complicated for the ‘uninitiated’.”
Other comments from Ed Hammond:

More international organizations are taking an interest in Healthcare IT. Thus the joint initiative effort may expand to include more SDO’s.
Although HL7 can submit its standards to ISO any point in their development, HL7 has chosen to wait until HL7  standards are ANSI approved.
The JIC (joint initiative council) consists of the 3 SDO’s (HL7, CEN, and ISO). There are other groups being considered, and they are in a 6-month “probation” period. (E.g. CDISC)

The JIC counsel itself is restricted to leadership or representatives of the participating SDO’s.

An additional ISO TC 215 group, the Joint Working Group 9 ( JWG 9), does not require ISO membership for participation. However the JWG processes are not fully worked out yet.  Current JIC projects are almost independent of a given SDO. Participants from the 3 SDO’s work together on a particular work item. 
As we go forward, we need to do more work to get stakeholders to agree on the requirements for a new standard before we start work on the standard itself.

We need to look at adjusting the JIC balloting requirements to make things easier to synchronize.

b. Overview of ISO ballot schedule for various items (see attached WP08Jan.xls).
c. ISO 21090, datatypes (DIS ballot opened 24 April 2008).  Grahame Grieve.
There are still issues with synchronizing ballot dates within the 3 SDOs. 
Current HL7 ballot technically opened in March, but was closed prematurely due to an issue with the HL7 online ballot software. The ballot passed: 67 affirmative, 4 negative. It looks like the negatives can be resolved without substantive changes.
In terms of ISO TC 215: we missed their translation deadline. We will resolve this issue after the HL7 ballot reconciliation. We will propose preliminary dispositions at the HL7 working group meeting in Vancouver in September 08, and finish at the Istanbul meeting. For example:
Open the ISO ballot (Example 4-24-08 to 9-24-08)

Open HL7 Ballot (8-24-08 to 9-24-08)

Most of the work done for ISO ballots occurs in the last month. The closing date is a more important harmonization point than the open date. 

Yun-Sik Kwak commented that a number of experts are here this week, so we need to carefully coordinate the timelines for the time leading up to the Istanbul meeting
HL7 will soon issue the Abstract Datatypes ballot #3 to support our users. This brings up the need for maintenance.

Melvin Reynolds commented that we could issue a letter on datatypes like we did for 13606 part 1 — to encourage participants to submit their comments earlier so they can be considered in time for Vancouver.
The standards maintenance process is coming into focus for ISO (see ISO focus magazine).
In Gothenburg we will spend Sunday, June 1st in ISO/TC 215 WG2 working on the Data Types.

d. CEN 13606: Charlie McKay and/or Laura Sato
Charlie McKay gave an update on the CFH work comparing archetypes and templates, and their uses.
They are dealing with questions such as: 

Are the reference models for 13606 and the v3 RIM really equivalent? Or is one more ‘self-defining’ than the others.
How do the ISO datatypes affect this issue?

Are some types of models (e.g. archetypes) more suitable for clinicians to specify and use at the application UI level, while others (e.g. v3 templates) may be more suitable for interoperability.

Robert Worden has developed a mapping tool to enable equivalent representations in both paradigms (see attached “Mapping and Translation Between CEN13606.ppt” for details)
ICH and related pharmacy projects: Ian Shepherd and/or Julie James 
Tim Buxton, standing in for Julie James, briefly presented the status of the Joint Initiative projects on the identification of medicinal products (IDMP) and pharmacovigilance. He reminded the group that the projects had been accepted by ISO as new work items in August 2007, and noted that HL7 co-leads had been appointed in February 2008. Drafts of four of the IDMP work items had been circulated to TC215 Working Group 6 for comment; progress on the other two items had been slower. With regard to the ICSR, Tim Buxton reported that progress had been slowed by process issues. Nevertheless, there had been increased input from HL7 across all the work items since the San Antonio meeting, and it was considered possible that the planned timelines could just be met, given that each work item was being intensively worked on by a small number of individuals. The report closed by noting that the requirement stemming from the comments on the new work item proposals to reach out to other organisations had not yet been taken forward.

Dr Kwak noted that the process should be reviewed at a meeting of the leaders of the activity within the next few days to ensure that the item could be taken forward as rapidly as possible, and avoiding any misunderstanding of the procedures.

f.  Detailed Clinical Models Project proposal — including project dependency/coordination issues with ISO TC 215 and CEN TC251 standards, in particular CEN/ISO 13606, archetypes, Open EHR and HL7 v3 clinical templates: William Goossen
William presented his draft project plan for Detailed Clinical Models (DCMs), release 1. (see attached: HL7ProjectScopeStatementDCM_Release1_v01.doc)
From the scope statement: “The overall goal of this project is to develop methods, tools, quality control, identification of clinical items, binding of clinical content to terminology, model generically, and maintain in a repository a set of DCMs that are useable in different standards, formats and different technical implementations using the same generic model.  Technical implementations that would be able to deploy DCMs include GUI design, database design, message design, algorithm design, rule-based Decision Support System design, among others.”

This project is a continuation of work that was begun at the Brisbane ISO TC 215 meeting last August.

The project proposal will be discussed further during this HL7 WG meeting. It will be primarily sponsored by Patient Care, with contributions from Terminfo and Templates. 
Note that at the Friday, 9 May joint meeting with Patient care, Terminfo, and Templates a small team was formed to work on a subset of the overall project plan: going through a detailed mapping exercise between several different technical representations of a small core set of DCMs. The sub-project will also test out Robert Worden’s v3 templates/archetypes mapping software.

 See the minutes of those groups for further details.  
g. New item: Update on ISO WG 8 18308 EHR Requirements and their relationship to the EHR-S functional requirements. John Ritter and/or Gary Dickinson
There is an earlier version of this document from 2004. A new revision is preparation for the upcoming meetings in Gothenburg at the end of May. Check with Gary Dickinson for further details. 
h. New item: update on E.C. Mandate 403 (M/403) eHealth Systems and Services, especially in relationship to Biohealth: Melvin Reynolds.
The main topics are:
Patient and health practitioner ids
EDS (emergency data set)

Patient summary

The Work program is to create requirements for these 3 areas in terms of E-health interoperability specifications.
The EC mandate has a goal that several major European standards bodies work together. 
Melvin as a co-chair of the JIC will ensure that this work is coordinated with the SDO members of JIC.

There will also be an effort involve the EC’s HL7 affiliate chairs.
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