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Agenda Topics
1. QRDA Cat 3 overview
2. Project Timeline
3. QRDA Cat 3 model discussion (see sample documents) 
4. US Realm Implementation – QRDA Cat 3 project statement
5. Ballot as a separate document

Supporting Documents
· Sample XML – without stratification
· Sample XML – with stratification

Minutes/Conclusions:

QRDA Category 3 introduction
Gaye D. introduced the project : QRDA Category 1 is a CDA template based  on NQF’s QDM-patterns in the eMeasure standard for each quality data type. The project developed CDA templates for each one of the eMeasure patterns.

QRDA Category 3 is an aggregate report with numerators and denominators referencing a measure through an ID, and here, dealing with question of how to properly capture the numbers associated, as well as how to capture stratifiers that are not necessarily part of the eMeasure, but that may be sent, e.g. gender, race, ethnicity, payer – what is best way to capture that count

Project Timeline
Sarah Q. reviewed the high-level timeline Starting from June 24 until August 21, the SDWG/QH meetings will be holding discussion meetings to complete QRDA Cat 3 for ballot on August 27. 

Sample file discussion
Lauren W. started the discussion with a simple sample document with only a numerator and denominator. It included examples based on the workgroup discussions on how to represent the numerator and denominator. Options were using a) a repeatNumber or b) Entity.quantity.

Bob D. described an example use case scenario with QRDA Cat 1 patient-level reports, to be reported in QRDA Cat 3 aggregate reports. The QRDA Cat 3 report may be reporting that nine patients met the denominator criteria, and seven met the numerator criteria. 

Bob D. added that it is also important to provide for sub-stratification criteria as well. The eMeasure developer will define the stratification criteria and the different variables that address the counts. So to continue the above scenario, one may want to know the counts for sub-populations, e.g.  for disparity checking to know that whites, blacks, hispanics receive similar care, or comparing male/female. So rather than saying there were nine that met the denominator criteria, the report would show how many of  the subgroup met the denominator or numerator criteria.
Also, it is not necessarily the case that a quality measure will be counting people. The measure could potentially be counting acts. For example, it might be reporting that seventeen encounters met the denominator criteria, of which seven encounters also met the numerator criteria. 

The group then proposed the use of Entity.quantity or repeatNumber, depending on what is being counted. However, the issue is that implementers may not use the RIM correctly.

Lisa N. walked through a sample document showing her proposal using referenceRange. She proposed breaking up the observation with referenceRange. In addition, an interpretationCode that describes whether the count refers to people rather than acts.  Finally, repeating referenceRanges would represent further breakdowns of strata. Gaye D. responded that referenceRanges are typically used for ranges, for example when reporting lab results.

Bob D. asked if the thought was to use repeatNumber and/or Entity.quantity selectively depending on what is being aggregated.

Mark H. asked if  both alternatives support compound stratifiers such as the example where there are 2 stratifiers (e.g. race and gender), and in addition, want to report hispanic males, and hispanic females). Gaye D. confirmed that they do support that because they are just showing a number. Bob D. added that strata could be defined as deeply as wanted. 

Dragon B. asked about other types of values, as the sample showed values of type CD.

Bob D. responded that the analysis is looking at creating an observation as it would be created anywhere else in CDA or QRDA Cat 1. Then the only additional piece is the count from repeatNumber or Entity.quantity.

Gaye D. added that there is a need to provide heuristics on when to use Entity.quantity and repeatNumber. Both options would not be used for the same observation; however certain situations would use one versus the other. 

Rick S. suggested that if the count were reporting people, Entity.quantity would be used. And if the count were reporting Acts repeatNumber would be used. Gaye D. responded that repeatNumber is not available in an Act. Bob D. then suggested that it might be best to build a model using repeatNumber or Entity.quantity where it seems appropriate : If entities are being counted, Entity.quantity should be used. If observations are being counted, repeatNumber should be used.

Mark H. asked if allowing different options would mean that the recipient would have to know what is being measured to get the result. Bob D. responded that the Meaningful Use (MU) Stage 2 measures have six or seven strata (race, ethnicity, gender, payer, language, locations within the hospital) so the IG can give advice for the ones we know. However this does not remove the risk that two different recipients who want to stratify on the same two elements, may use different approaches.

The group then discussed the use of an observation code. In a nested observation, the repeatNumber could be applied 100% of the time. The observation code would represent the strata, and would always be inserted and interpreted within the context where it’s inserted. The observation code would have a display name of « Count » and a SUBJ entity relationship which would achieve the objective of consistency. The disadvantage however is that it bloats the XML. 

The group also discussed asking MnM to provide a definition of repeatNumber and an explanation of its use. For example, within the context of groups, is the repeatNumber reflective across all the groups, or is it repeated 10 times? 

Gaye D. then summarized the proposal to create a nested observation that is used inside what is being observed. This proposal will be provided to the SDWG list for further discussion. If it is found acceptable, an appropriate code will need to be found or requested.

Barry R. also added that the group might benefit from reviewing the Entity Attribute Value (EAV) solution. Many groups are using it to extract data from HL7. Barry R. offered to send information concerning this to the list. 

Patty C. added that she will report back on data elements that are needed, and to discuss risk-adjusted variables. The group decided to discuss that during the August 7th Meeting.

Ballot publication
The QRDA Category 3 Implementation Guide will be balloted as a single guide

Next Meeting
Tuesday, July 31, 2012 from 2:00 – 3:00 pm ET US

Preliminary Agenda Items
· Continue design considerations/discussions – continuous variables
· Review proposed body section template design – stratification modeling
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Next steps

	Action Item
	Owner
	Due Date

	Participate in discussions evaluating current proposal to use nested observations
	All
	07/31/12

	Follow-up with MnM for definition and explanation for use of repeatNumber
	All
	07/31/12

	Prepare discussion on required data elements, and risk-adjusted variables
	Patty Craig
	08/07/12



