Address Interoperability Workgroup Meeting

(10/07/2009 2 PM EDT)

Present:

Brian Davis 
Sal Mungal

Mukesh Sharma

Lynne Wilkens 
Riki Ohira

Dianne Reeves (away)
Mary Cooper

Libby Prince

Items Covered:

1. Sal went over the action items from the last meeting.

2. Sal went over the agenda for today.

3. Brian went over the Standards Panel presentation for the Arch/VCDE Face-to-Face Meeting.

a. Sal Mungal will represent the Address Interoperability Workgroup

b. Hua Min will give an introduction

c. Baris Suzek and Sal Mungal will discuss implementation of ISO 21090 (Sal from the perspective of Address), and Libby Prince will discuss ISO 21090 in the perspective of caBIG®.

4. Mary went over the Address standards spreadsheet. 

a. Showed how the current Address standards could be improved (part of our deliverables)
b. An issue came up – could we redefine what is a standard? Sounds to be out of scope.
c. Brian reminded us that our aim is to recommend how interoperability between different applications between the two datatypes will happen.
d. The group came to the conclusion that there may need to be standards for each layer (Brian recommended starting with a standard at the DAM level, and moving down into the PIM with standards and finally to the PSM with standards.
e. There was also some discussion of having the standards be concepts or even data element concepts since these do not specify the platform for implementation.
f. Brian recommended a pyramid-like structure with the DAM at the top, PIM as the level below, and PSM at the bottom.  The DAM would have one standard, the PIM would have a few standards and the PSM would have a series of standards.

g. Libby Prince commented that CBIIT is currently discussing only adopting one PIM, which would make providing a recommendation for standards simpler.

h.   Mukesh suggested that the current Address standards should be reviewed with respect to recommendations made by the UML Guidance group that reviewed the current Address standards last year.  This included the addition of a concept of Mailing Address to the current standards and concepts subdividing the CDEs by USPS and UPU address systems. 

5. Lynne didn’t get a chance to go over the Address use cases.

Action items:

1. The Group - Need to read the eCAT docs and determine impact to our work (Lynne to be eCAT SME).

2. Sal - Denise has to give her view on how certain aspects of the datatypes work. Ask Denise for her view/clarification of the questions from above (Question asked; waiting for a response).
3. Lynne will go over the Address use cases at the next meeting.

4. Sal will show draft slides of what will be presented at the F2F at our next meeting.

5. Sal/Riki will send out the notes from this meeting
6. The next meeting is set for October 14th at 12:30 – 1:30 PM EDT (Riki to send out meeting update)
