HL7 vMR Project Meeting Minutes

2010-03-04 (Th) 4pm US Eastern Time
Author: Kensaku Kawamoto, MD, PhD (kawam001@mc.duke.edu) 
- Attendees:
[X] Scott Bolte, GE Healthcare

[  ] Leon Cameron, IPO

[  ] Clayton Curtis, Veterans Health Administration

[X] Guilherme Del Fiol, Duke University

[  ] Jean-Charles Dufour, LERTIM – University of the Mediterranean
[X] Jim Cimino, NIH Clinical Center
[  ] Robert Dunlop, InferMed

[  ] Bill Friggle, Sanofi-Aventis
[  ] Emory Fry, DOD

[  ] Teresa Hall, Indian Health Service

[X] Nathan Hulse, Intermountain Healthcare

[X] Vojtech Huser, Marshfield Clinic 
[X] Ken Kawamoto, Duke University

[  ] Stephanie Klepacki, Indian Health Service

[  ] Thom Kuhn, American College of Physicians

[X] Zhijing (James) Liu, Siemens
[X] Saverio Maviglia, Partners HealthCare

[X] Andrew McIntyre, Medical Objects

[  ] Shawn Myers, Healthwise

[  ] Beatriz Rocha, Partners Healthcare

[  ] Joe Rock, Philip Healthcare

[  ] Matt Sailors, The Methodist Hospital Research Institute

[  ] Elvino Saldanha, Active Health
[X] Harm Scherpbier, Main Line Health
[X] Peter Scott, Medical Objects
[X] David Shields, Duke University

[X] Howard Strasberg, Wolters Kluwer Health

[  ] Parag Someshwar, CitiusTech
[X] Peter Tattam, Medical Objects

[  ] Carla Wood, Altos Solutions

- Action Items from Last Call:

[ ] All: work on items for informative ballot for May 2010

[X] Duke team: put scope statement in new required format

[X] Ken and Guilherme: refine current vMR collaboration request, circulate within vMR project team, then release more widely to seek input and collaboration on vMR specification

[X] Ken and Guilherme: submit intent to ballot for informative ballots (1 each for UML DAM, implementable UML model for GELLO, and version 2 implementation guide)
- Meeting Notes/Discussion Items:
· Cross-institutional CDS data needs analysis
· Reviewed current data contributor list (link)
· Updated manuscript draft available, including section at end which outlines how comments received thus far have been incorporated (link)
· Reviewed data contributions received thus far, and in particular data elements added by contributors (rows 143 and below on Worksheet 3) (link)

· Discussion and comments from call noted as in-worksheet comments on rows 143 and below, column A

· Main conclusions: 

· Not always clear whether to merge or split data elements

· Some new data elements may not meet the condition of being used for generating patient-specific inferences (used only for identifying to whom to communicate the results)

· Focus should be on data elements that are used or may realistically be used for CDS (e.g., over the next 5 years), rather than data elements that are available/accessible to a CDS system

· Action items

· [ ] Data contributors: strive for submission of data to Ken (kawam001@mc.duke.edu) by Monday, 3/8/10

· [ ] Ken: will contact active project participants (generally, 50%+ participation in project calls) who are not data contributors and will invite them to critically review the manuscript and be a co-author

· [ ] Ken: create updated draft of manuscript for review at next week’s call or earlier.  Circulate among project participants for critical review and editing.

> Logistics:
· Next meeting in 1 week
· Preliminary agenda

· Review of CDS data needs analysis and draft manuscript
- Action Items:

[ ] All: work on items for informative ballot for May 2010
[ ] Data contributors: strive for submission of data to Ken (kawam001@mc.duke.edu) by Monday, 3/8/10

[ ] Ken: will contact active project participants (generally, 50%+ participation in project calls) who are not data contributors and will invite them to critically review the manuscript and be a co-author

[ ] Ken: create updated draft of manuscript for review at next week’s call or earlier.  Circulate among project participants for critical review and editing.

