
OASIS Face to Face Meeting

Tracking of Emergency Patients (TEP) Working Sessions
Mitre Office Facility – McLean, VA
ADDRESS?
ROOM?
TUESDAY MAY 29 – 31, 2012 
Planned Attendees
	Elysa Jones
	Tim Grapes

	Brian Wilkins
	Rex Brooks

	William Bowen
	Lew Leinenweber

	Rob Gustafson
	Patti Aymond

	Rob Torchon (dial in)_
	Werner Joerg (dial in)

	Don McGarry (occasional)
	


Meeting Goals –Desired Outcomes

1. Definition of TEP Specification artifacts XML schema, Data Dictionary, and TEP message model  to a level which facilitates follow up actions:
· Assignment of specific action items to finalize outstanding decisions

· Review / working session with HL7 to map reusable elements and structures

· Begin Writing the draft TEP Committee specification

2. Transition plan for SE Solutions from primary chair and liaison responsibilities  
Approach
· Facilitated Session – time-box approach where appropriate

· Assign session “ownership” of each output artifact

Live capture of adds, modifications, deletions and/or notes in parallel across all applicable artifacts during each topic

Meeting Agenda

Tuesday, May 29 1:00 PM – 5:00 PM (approximate)
· Kickoff
· Review target outcomes for these sessions
· Review session agenda and approach – validate / adjust
· Ensure objectives and approach map to specification outline (see HAVE 1.0)

· Assign session artifact “owners”

· Identify checkpoint where to begin crafting rough graphical model

· Overview (very high level) – Draft TEP schema
· Identify areas of likely re-use or reference and defer
· Common types, SimpleFeatures, CIQ
· Likely HL7 mapping areas

· Overview - High-level scenario / use cases - set context for use and application of this messaging standard 

· Brief overview of previous live patient movement exercises (Tim)
· Review of TEP data generated from last week’s Summit panel and demo (Tim)
(Note accommodation of 2 types 1- UPS tracking, and 2- Broader requirements


· CHECKPOINT – PROGRESS VS. PLANS FOR NEXT DAY

Wednesday, May 30 8:30 AM – Lunch
· Review practitioner / OASIS issues list
(List is roughly prioritized 1,2,3)
· Capture decisions in issues list

· Incorporate results into artifacts real-time, or notes in applicable artifact

· *10:00 AM EST – Dial in to the OIC weekly EDXL Status call
Wednesday, May 30 1:00 PM – Evening as needed
· Detailed walk-through Schema, Data Dictionary, build graphical model

· Re-visit scenarios / use cases as required
· CHECKPOINT – PROGRESS VS. PLANS FOR NEXT DAY

Thursday, May 31  8:30 PM – Lunch
· Walk-through requirements vetted against artifacts to validate coverage 
· Discussion of TEP and TEC structure / requirements
· Determine immediate enhancements for consistency in use
(Later perform evaluation whether one or two standards
Thursday, May 31  1:00 PM – 5:00

· Plan, Approach and Objectives for HL7 “harmonization”, process integration and Ballots
· TEP Artifacts and Documentation Plan

· Identify / publish core action items and outstanding issues
· Actions for update of each artifact
· Documentation / Specification plan – writing / sections

· Planning and preparation for OASIS process steps

· ADDTL STRATEGIES FOR PURSUIT OF EDXL SUPPORT
Materials and tools list:

1. Agenda

2. Scenario / use case reference materials

3. NEXT broker link / login to shop TEP test data
4. Issues List

5. NEMSIS DataDictionary_v3.2.4.120510
6. Latest draft TEP schema

7. Data Dictionary excel version
8. Tool / SW for development or generation of model graphic

Action Items / potential issues:

1. Tim – schedule next TEP meeting on or about June 14

a. AI status and steps

b. Review Committee draft (Werner) – assign sections 

2. Schema – Brian (this week)
3. SES - Use schema to revise Data Dictionary (June 15 latest)
4. SES – Revise and disposition of full issues list

a. Assign specific issues from that list as action items

5. SES – Write practitioners about “vehicle tracking” requirement deferral

6. Rex – Use schema to develop model (June 8)
7. Werner – Request OASIS template for EDXL-TEP

8. Werner – Specification editor forward
9. SES – Provide the TEP research report.  Spec:  Background section note the Research Report and Appendix of PID – all the different efforts and systems researched and worked with

10. Business rule or recommendation for implementation/intended use of received messages (and clarify in a “DE section” use of DistributionType Report and Update:   The latest message about a patient is the latest info.  Previous messages are the history at a point in time…  E.g. JPATS does not carry “care” data, and so passes none, but the previous system did, as will the next system…

a. TEP records should be kept individually for history/audit purposes

b. The latest TEP is the latest information

c. “ADD” = DE Report always provides a new TEP message, thus a new DB “record” with the latest information about the patient

d. “Change” = DE Updates always replace a previous message, because something in that message was incorrect.
11. ACTION ITEM:  Functional Requirement #3 below: - potential issues with use of DE/TEP “tracking through space and time, real-time” (e.g. tracking an ambulance) – how much data required to keep passing?  How would it work?
RECOMMENDATION:  Create a light separate TEP message that only carries the changing location data – update location…  Does an existing component or structure exist that we can refer to or incorporate (COT, EDXL-RM, something from OGC?).  Create a small separate “TEP message” for this purpose or a common, reusable component).
REMOVE “currentLocation” from “Transport” in the main model, and use that concept to the new, light message.
Really tracking the VEHICLE, and not patient by patient… for this separate message.
Should this be a common object/structure, or part of TEP??  How reusable across existing EDXL standards?  How relate to RM?
Or is this an entirely different standard?
IF WE PUNTED THIS REQUIREMENT, WOULD THE PRACTITIONERS BE OK?
AI – TIM – SEND MEMO TO THE STEERING COMMITTEE EXPLAINING THIS RECOMMENDATION…  Still remove “currentLocation”
Patient tracking – TEP MUST provide the information required to facilitate tracking the current location of a Patient at any point in time, whether stationary or during transit (i.e. through GPS-driven location elements associated with either the Patient themselves, and/or the Vehicle being used to transport the Patient (land, air and marine vehicles).  TEP MUST provide location information required to plot Patient location and movement on maps and in mapping applications.
DHS CIO – Richard Spires

· Jeanne Etsel detailing to him – BARRY WEST > STANDARDS work

Donna Roy – Elysa, John W. and Tim reaching out…  May be some bad perceptions of OASIS and EDXL due to public remarks about OASIS / HL7 agreement and our Canada accomplishments…
Tom Merkle

OGC meeting with Anthony – geospatial “harmonization” between NIEM and OGC

IJIS – Strategy for PM-ISE / NIEM…

· Carrie Boyle > Kshemendra Paul

OMG – Being engaged by NIEM, EDXL (CAP), everyone…
FEMA S&T contacts (Standards and Technology)
Jeff Flourney

Marcus Pollock

Rich Van Dame

Don Grant – system admin for the NIC

Believe that many can be covered very quickly several can be quick with little debate or defer to HL7 review









