
 Drinking Water Challenge Grant Conference Meeting Minutes
April 7, 2004   2:30pm – 4:00pm EST

Participants



	· Laurie Cullerot, New Hampshire

· Dan Burleigh New Hampshire

· Pat Bickford New Hampshire

· Pete Tenebruso, New Jersey

· Jean Nicolai, Vermont

· Greg Lush, Maine

· Jack Krueger, Maine
	· Leslie Latt, Maine

· Ellie Kwong, EPA

· Ed Kim, EPA

· Rich Amirault, Rhode Island

· Eva King, Rhode Island

· Bryan Barrette, Rhode Island

· Doug Timms, enfoTech


Action Items



· Rob Willis will distribute the PAT Template; the workgroup will review it and provide comments via email.

· Doug Timms will distribute a short description of a proposed additional Challenge Grant product that for a mapping tool from e-DWR to SDWIS/STATE.
· Ellie Kwong will call Jack Krueger to discuss what is needed for grant extension. 

· Jean Nicolai will send comments if available to Laurie/Rob regarding PAT template
· Doug will forward email contact to states in case they would like to have EPA OEI review their System Design Document for CROMERR compliance
· Doug will check to see if there are any CROMERR updates related to timeline of rule promulgation. 

· All team members are asked to review the Best Practices document and provide comments before the next team call.
Meeting Minutes


Agenda and Action Item Review
The workgroup reviewed the agenda items from the March 3rd, 2004 conference call. An outstanding action item was for Rob to distribute to the team the PAT template. This has been included on the current action items list.
Grant Extension: 
Laurie Cullerot mentioned that she submitted her extension application for the Challenge Grant. The extension now has the project ending in June 2005. Each state is also required to submit their own grant extension. She mentioned that the requirements are a letter, which she was told could be emailed, along with an updated 424 Form.

Since the letter received from EPA states that extension requests should be submitted within 14 days of receipt of the letter, States are encouraged to send in their extension requests as soon as possible. NJ should submit their extension request to Region II. 

Discussion of Additional Challenge Grant Product:
Doug mentioned the possibility of creating an additional product of the Challenge Grant. Since NJDEP is already creating a mapping from e-DWR to SDWIS, there is the possibility that this tool could be made available to all other interested SDWIS/STATE states. Doug mentioned that in order to make this shareable by other states, a 2-3 page accompanying document (to the mapping tool) as well as a e-DWR-to-SDWIS conversion tool Web Page could be created. This has the potential for being a valuable tool for states as well as laboratories. Laurie added that this would also help provide additional buy-in for the e-DWR schema among people outside of the Challenge Grant. 

It was decided that it would be best if Doug drafted a short description of the additional tool and distribute to the team. The team would then be asked to comment on whether they would like to have this be an additional product of the Challenge Grant.
State Implementation Progress:
Maine: Jack mentioned a concern that he has regarding EPA Exchange Network and CDC Public Health Information Network (PHIN) interoperability. He has the opportunity to develop a PHIN system that could submit data to NEDSS, but is wondering if there is the possibility that CDC and EPA could work more closely together so that two submission infrastructures would not be needed. 

Jack will be attending a PHIN conference on May 24th in Atlanta. He is trying to use this as an opportunity to share with that group of people what has gone on in our Challenge Grant as well as the Exchange Network in general to help promote some interoperability among the two Agencies. 

New Hampshire: Dan mentioned that they are currently performing the mapping between the state laboratory schema and their back-end database. This is preparation for them to implement this data flow. Dan has communicated with Evi Huffer at EPA OEI and she has agreed to review New Hampshire’s System Design Document for CROMERR compliance. Dan had mentioned that this was the preferred route – sending the document for approval as soon as possible so that no extensive changes would need to be made to the system after the system has already been put into place. After Evi approves the SDD, then NHDES’s system can be grandfathered in to acceptance with CROMERR compliance.
Vermont: Jean mentioned that the registration piece of the submission system has been developed. Because they are in the middle of SDWIS implementation (data migration is occurring next week), the next piece of the submission system, which is the submission process, will be slightly delayed based on SDWIS implementation. Jean has begun reviewing the PAT template – she will send any comments regarding the PAT to Rob and Laurie.

Rhode Island: Their SDWIS implementation contractor will be visiting shortly at which point they will be heavily involved with SDWIS implementation. They have not gotten any updates on the Environmental department’s progress on the Node development since the Face-to-Face meeting.
Schema Update

Doug Timms gave the workgroup an update of the e-DWR IPT progress.  Doug reported that the schema was submitted to the TRG this week. This submission package included a conformance report in which the schema was compared with the Core Reference Model, Environmental Data Standards, W3C standards, and EPA XML Schema Design Rules. 
In addition, the IPT has begun outreach/education of the schema. They have drafted a 1-page document which explains what the schema is and its history of development. ASDWA has agreed to distribute this document to their State and Regional Drinking Water contacts. In addition, Laurie mentioned that it would be a good idea that the IPT distribute the schema and document to independent groups, such as NELAC and American Council of Independent Labs (ACIL). Team members are encouraged to let Laurie or Doug know if they can think of any other groups to which the schema should be distributed. 
The SDWIS State V9 (SWIRL) is going to be released summer 2005.  This is the first time there is an XML infrastructure for SDWIS and when that comes out there is going to be an updated Schema. The IPT plans on meeting periodically (potentially every 3 or 6 months) in the meantime to ensure that any schema changes are agreed on by the multi-states in an open forum.
Advisory Committee Update
Doug mentioned that a conference call with the Advisory Committee is scheduled for this Friday. During this call, two main topics will be a review of the schema and the Best Practices document. The approach will be to discuss the schema and Best Practice in high level during the call, then send a representation of the schema to the Committee after the call for their comments and feedback. The team will also ask for a volunteer from the Committee to perform a mapping from their LIMS system to the schema. 
Meeting Wrap-up
Laurie asked that the team review the Best Practices document and provide comments prior to the next conference call. Then the document can be considered a final. 

The group decided that the next conference call would occur on May 12, 2004 from 2:30-4:00pm EST.  
End Call.
