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Logistics:
	Date / Time: February 12, 2013, 3:00pm to 4:00pm EST
	Location: Telco
	Facilitator: Martin Rosner
Note taker: Martin Rosner

------------------------------------------------------- 
Meeting information 
------------------------------------------------------- 
Topic: Questionnaire and Response HL7 IG Drafting 
Date: Every Monday, from Monday, January 28, 2013 to no end date 
Time: 3:00 pm, Eastern Standard Time (New York, GMT-05:00) 
Meeting Number: 499 376 271 
Meeting Password: (This meeting does not require a password.) 

------------------------------------------------------- 
To start or join the online meeting 
------------------------------------------------------- 
Go to https://continuaalliance.webex.com/continuaalliance/j.php?ED=18250233&UID=492541537&RT=MiMxMQ%3D%3D

------------------------------------------------------- 
Audio conference information 
------------------------------------------------------- 
To receive a call back, provide your phone number when you join the meeting, or call the number below and enter the access code. 
Call-in toll number (US/Canada): 1-650-479-3208 
Global call-in numbers: https://continuaalliance.webex.com/continuaalliance/globalcallin.php?serviceType=MC&ED=18250233&tollFree=0 

Access code:499 376 271 
-------------------------------------------------------

Attendees:
Martin Rosner (Philips)
Asim Muhammad (Philips)
Vinayak Kulkarni (Siemens)
John Feikema (ONC)
Chris Melo (Philips Healthcare)
Brian Scheller (Healthwise)
Stephen Chu (National E-Health Transition Authority)
[bookmark: _GoBack]

Agenda:
1. Review Questionnaire Response Document header

Minutes Approval:
Feb. 05.2013 (available on wiki) - approved

Action Items:
· Need a wiki page and reflector – todo item – Martin  - Done – wike is at http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=Form_Definition_and_Questionnaire_Response_Documents

Review Questionnaire Response Document header
Asim reviews the document that was shared and also commented on by Vin Sekar.




Some elements are not included – as pointed out by Vin Sekar.
You may need that Informant element for adult that is filling in for a child.
Information Recipient – could be used to indicate with whom the response could be shared.

We are documenting only the SHALL statements but that does not exclude or restrict any additional use of any other elements from CDA R2.

Comment VS1 and VS2 – address scenarios where the provider as well as the parent or guardian can enter the responses. We should support scope that enabled … document type and author – there should be a relationship attached to the author of the response document. So we should include some elements to address such requirements.

templateID – do we need a new one? Structured Document WG.

The constraint on the title is reduced to only fact that there should only be one. We don’t need to restrict further as to what the title can be.

Can’t use assignedAuthoringDevice for author element as the sematic is perhaps different from our intent. Stephen indicates that assignedAuthoringDevice can be used to depict the devices from which the data originates. If that is not the case for our use case, then we need to find another construct.

How is consent applied to questionnaires? What is the patient consenting to? If this is not a specific requirement from Continua then perhaps we should reconsider it.

AOB
...

Next Call
· Feb. 19th, 2013 
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[bookmark: _Toc348170404]Open Issues

1. A request has been made to Regenstreif through Rob Hausam to add the following description to the existing LOINC code 51855-5.  This request is pending.

a. Rob his confirming if the method can be changed to say “Patient or Patient’s Agent” or if we will need to request a different LOINC code (the first sub-code under the 51855-5 hierarchy) for documents where the method is Patient’s Agent.



		REQUESTED - DEFINITION/DESCRIPTION for 51855-5



		 

		Source: HL7 Structured Documents Working Group



		 

		A Patient Authored Note is generated by a patient or a patient agent  acting in a non-clinical role to provide clinically relevant information to support planned or unplanned health care services. 

This document gives healthcare providers, and others involved in a person’s care, information which the patient considers essential input during care delivery and coordination. This document enables patients and their agents to contribute to the continuity of care. 

Because a Patient Authored Note is generated by a person acting as a non-clinician, this document may not be a complete medical summary and should be considered in context with other information routinely collected by clinicians during care delivery and coordination. 



This general class of patient authored notes includes information that is interoperable with data defined for clinician-generated documents. Other more specific classes of patient authored notes may include more tightly defined content.



This document may be generated from a patient-, clinician-, or payer-controlled source system. 



		 



		Intention to Build a Hierarchy of codes for Patient Authored Notes



		 

		It is envisioned that the 51855-5 code will be the most general class of Patient Authored Note documents, and that additional more specific types of Patient Authored Notes will be created in the future.







2.  A request has been initiated through Rob Hausam to have the code “SELF” added to the PersonalRelationshipRoleType value set.  

3. A question has been posed through Rob Hausam to address how to specify a binding to two value sets. Should a new combined value set be created? This affects our need to join PersonalRelationshipRoleType with ResponsibleParty value sets in many places in the guide.

a. Rob has suggested we consider creating a new value set using SNOMED CT. This needs to be discussed with the team and the impact on timing needs to be considered.  This suggestion affects #2 and #3.

4.  It should be noted that mechanisms to encode and manage consent are inadequate for addressing expected consent management requirements. This represents current standard practices, and it is outside the scope of this project to address more robust consent mechanisms.

5.  If the NUCC Health Care Provider Taxonomy (CodeSystem: 2.16.840.1.113883.6.101) does not have codes for allied health professions, then an additional value set will need to be added to expand any constraints referencing the NUCC Provider Taxonomy to include this additional taxonomy of allied health professions.

6.  Erratta currently reported against the Consolidated CDA General Header need to be identified and the adopted resolutions need to be applied.

7.  Example snippets need to be updated.

8.  A sample Patient Authored Note document using the US Realm Header should be generated.

9.   The question came up of added a constraint on the ClinicalDocument/code to add the constraint for the use of 51855-5, but relax conformance to SHOULD for the UV Realm.



[bookmark: _Toc348170405]Introduction

[bookmark: _Toc106623646][bookmark: _Toc348170406][bookmark: _Toc106623645]Audience

. 

[bookmark: _Purpose][bookmark: _Toc348170407]Purpose

[bookmark: _Toc162414524][bookmark: _Toc162417223][bookmark: _Toc348170408]Scope	Comment by Vin Sekar: Is this document specific to Patient Entered Documents? If so, why healthcare provider entered response documents aren’t considered?	Comment by Vin Sekar: Australia has got a requirement specific to patient/ provider generated response documents. I believe this will be a good approach to include requirements for both instead of one.

[bookmark: _Toc331666802][bookmark: _Toc337790797][bookmark: _Ref202602215][bookmark: _Ref202602222][bookmark: _Toc348170409]Approach



[bookmark: _Ref202603354][bookmark: _Ref202603364][bookmark: _Toc348170410]Organization of This Guide



1.1 [bookmark: _Levels_of_Constraint][bookmark: _Levels_of_Constraint_1][bookmark: _Levels_of_Constraint_2][bookmark: _Content_of_the][bookmark: _Toc121278560]

1.2 

1.3 

1.4 

[bookmark: _Toc348170411]Content of the Package

The following files comprise the package:

[bookmark: _Toc121278613][bookmark: _Toc137658024][bookmark: _Toc184297443][bookmark: _Toc348170430][bookmark: T_ContentOfDSTU][bookmark: _Ref111189179]Table 1: Content of the Package

		Filename

		Description

		Standards Applicability



		

		

		



		

		

		







[bookmark: _U.S._Realm_CDA][bookmark: _General_Header_Template][bookmark: _Ref347925009][bookmark: _Ref347925266][bookmark: _Toc348170412]General, Universal Realm, QuESTionnaire Response document Header Template

This template describes constraints that apply to the header for all Universal Realm documents within the scope of this implementation guide. Header constraints specific to each document type are described in the appropriate document-specific section below.

[bookmark: _Toc348170413]Document Type Codes

CDA R2 states that LOINC is the preferred vocabulary for document type codes. The document type code specifies the type of document being exchanged (e.g., History and Physical). Each document template defined in the Consolidated CDA guide recommends use of a single preferred clinicalDocument/code.

CDA R2 base Questionnaire Response documen is created by patient (i.e. non-clinicians) and could be considered as a sub type of patient generate document. The most general type of Patient Authored Note is denoted by the LOINC code 51855-5.	Comment by Muhammad Asim: We need to update this sentence.

[bookmark: S_USRealmHeader][bookmark: _Ref347925351][bookmark: _Toc348170414][bookmark: H_USRealmHeader]Universal Realm Questionnaire Response Document Header	Comment by Vin Sekar: The following header participants aren’t included in this document. Is this deliberate?
DataEnterer
Informant
InformationRecipent
LegalAuthenticator
Authenticator
ParticipantExample
DocumentationOf/serviceEvent
ComponentOf.

Is this document specific to Patient Entered Documents.
If so, we still need to to include the following header elements.
DataEnterer
Informant
InformationRecipent
Authenticator
ParticipantExample
DocumentationOf/serviceEvent
ComponentOf.


[ClinicalDocument: templateId 2.16.840.1.113883.10.20.29 (open)]	Comment by Muhammad Asim: AP: request a template ID.



1. [bookmark: _Toc184297444][bookmark: C_16791]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] realmCode (NEWCONF:xxxxx).

a. This realmCode SHOULD be selected from HL7 ValueSet BindingRealm  [2.16.840.1.113883.1.11.20355] from codesystem hl7Realm      [2.16.840.1.113883.5.1124] STATIC 2010-11-11 (NEWCONF:xxxxx).

2. [bookmark: C_5361][bookmark: _GoBack]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] typeId (CONF:5361).

a. [bookmark: C_5250]This typeId SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @root="2.16.840.1.113883.1.3" (CONF:5250).

b. [bookmark: C_5251]This typeId SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @extension="POCD_HD000040" (CONF:5251).

3. [bookmark: C_5252]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] header-level templateId (NEWCONF:xxxxx) such that it

a. [bookmark: C_10036]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @root=”2.16.840.1.113883.10.20.29” (NEWCONF:xxxxx). 	Comment by Muhammad Asim: To be updated.

4. [bookmark: C_5363]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] id (CONF:5363).

a. This id SHALL be a globally unique identifier for the document (CONF:9991).

5. [bookmark: C_5253]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] code (CONF:5253).

a. This code SHALL specify the Questionnaire Response document generated by patient. (NEWCONF:xxxxx).

b. This code SHould come from the LOINC Document Ontology where Patient Note (51855-5) is the root of the hierarchy. CDA R2 states that LOINC is the preferred vocabulary for document type specification. The Questionnaire Response Document is a universal realm document, therefore it does not mandate use of LOINC; however, LOINC is still the preferred document code vocabulary. (NEWCONF:xxxxx).

6. [bookmark: C_5254]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] title (CONF:5254).

a. Can either be a locally defined name or the display name corresponding to clinicalDocument/code (CONF:5255).	Comment by Muhammad Asim: Do we need this? is this a confermance statement?

7. [bookmark: C_5256]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] effectiveTime (CONF:5256).

8. [bookmark: C_5259]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] confidentialityCode, which SHALL be selected from ValueSet HL7 BasicConfidentialityKind 2.16.840.1.113883.1.11.16926 STATIC 2010-04-21 (CONF:5259).

9. [bookmark: C_5372]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] languageCode, which SHALL be selected from ValueSet Language 2.16.840.1.113883.1.11.11526 DYNAMIC (CONF:5372).

[bookmark: _Toc348170431]Table 2: Basic Confidentiality Kind Value Set

		Value Set: HL7 BasicConfidentialityKind 2.16.840.1.113883.1.11.16926 STATIC 2010-04-21



		Code System(s):

		Confidentiality Code 2.16.840.1.113883.5.25



		Code

		Code System

		Print Name



		N 

		Confidentiality Code

		Normal



		R

		Confidentiality Code

		Restricted 



		V

		Confidentiality Code

		Very Restricted 







[bookmark: _Toc184297445][bookmark: _Toc348170432][bookmark: T_VS_LanguageValueSet]Table 3: Language Value Set (excerpt)

		Value Set: Language 2.16.840.1.113883.1.11.11526 DYNAMIC



		Code System(s):

		Internet Society Language 2.16.840.1.113883.1.11.11526



		Description:

		A value set of codes defined by Internet RFC 4646 (replacing RFC 3066). Please see ISO 639 language code set maintained by Library of Congress for enumeration of language codes 

http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc4646.txt 



		Code

		Code System

		Print Name



		En

		Internet Society Language

		English



		Fr

		Internet Society Language

		French



		Ar

		Internet Society Language

		Arabic



		en-US

		Internet Society Language

		English, US



		es-US

		Internet Society Language

		Spanish, US



		…

		

		







[bookmark: _Toc348170423]Figure 1: UV Realm header example	Comment by Muhammad Asim: The example would be updated later.

<realmCode code="UV"/>

<typeId root="2.16.840.1.113883.1.3" extension="POCD_HD000040"/>

<!-- US General PAN Header Template -->

<templateId root="2.16.840.1.113883.10.20.29"/>





<!-- *** Note:  The next templateId, code and title will differ depending on what type of document is being sent. *** -->

<!-- conforms to the document specific requirements  -->

<templateId root="2.16.840.1.113883.10.20.29.1.1"/> 



<id extension="999" root="2.16.840.1.113883.19"/>



<!— code should be LOINC, but could come from a different code system -->

<code codeSystem="2.16.840.1.113883.6.1" 

      codeSystemName="LOINC" code="51855-5" 	Comment by Muhammad Asim: to be updated.

      displayName="Questionnaire Response Document"/>



<title>Patient Questionnaire Response Document</title>



<effectiveTime value="20121126145000-0500"/>



<confidentialityCode code="N" codeSystem="2.16.840.1.113883.5.25"/>



<languageCode code="en-US"/>





[bookmark: _Toc348170424]Figure 2: effectiveTime with time zone example

<!-- the syntax is "YYYYMMDDHHMMSS.UUUU[+|-ZZzz]" where digits can be omitted

     the right side to express less precision. -->

<effectiveTime value=”20121126145000-0500”/>

<!-- November 26, 2012, 2:50PM, 5 hours behind UTC -->

[bookmark: _Toc348170415]RecordTarget

The recordTarget records the patient whose health information (in the context of this IG, patient responses to a set of questions asked through the Form Defintion Document) is described by the clinical document; each recordTarget must contain at least one patientRole element. 

10. [bookmark: C_5266]SHALL contain at least one [1..1] recordTarget (NEWCONF:xxxxx).

a. [bookmark: C_5267]Such recordTargets SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] patientRole (CONF:5267).

i. [bookmark: C_5268]This patientRole SHALL contain at least one [1..*] id (CONF:5268).

[bookmark: C_5375]Patient

ii. [bookmark: C_5283]This patientRole SHOULD contain zero or one [0..1] patient (CONF:5283).

1. [bookmark: C_5284]This patient SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] name (CONF:5284).

2. [bookmark: C_6394][bookmark: C_5303][bookmark: C_5317][bookmark: C_5322][bookmark: C_5323][bookmark: C_5397][bookmark: C_5404][bookmark: C_5403]This patient SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] administrativeGenderCode. (NEWCONF:xxxxx).



[bookmark: C_5407][bookmark: C_5409][bookmark: C_9965][bookmark: C_5414]RecordTarget Example	Comment by Muhammad Asim: To be updated.

[bookmark: _Toc348170425]Figure 3: UV Realm recordTarget example	

<recordTarget>

		<patientRole>

			<!-- Internal id using HL7 example OID. -->

			<id extension="999.1" root="2.16.840.1.113883.19"/>



			<!-- Fake Social Security Number using the actual SSN OID. -->

			<id extension="444-33-3333" root="2.16.840.1.113883.4.1"/>



			<!-- Identifier based on the person's Direct Address which is a secure 

        and trusted mechanism for identifying 

	        a person discretely. The toot of the id is the OID of the HISP

         Assigning Authority for the Direct Address-->

    <id extension="adameveryman@direct.sampleHISP.com"           

        root="2.16.123.123.12345.1234"/>

			<patient>

				<name use="L">

					<!-- L is "Legal" from HL7 EntityNameUse 2.16.840.1.113883.5.45 -->

					<prefix>Mr.</prefix>

       <given>Adam</given>

       <given>A.</given>

       <given qualifier="CL">Ace</given>

       <family>Everyman</family>

				</name>

				<administrativeGenderCode code="M" 

          codeSystem="2.16.840.1.113883.5.1" displayName="Male"/>

			</patient>

		</patientRole>

	</recordTarget>

[bookmark: _Toc348170416]Author

The author element represents the creator of the clinical document. In the context of this IG, it is the Questionnaire Response Document. The author may be a device, or a person. 

11. [bookmark: C_5444]SHALL contain at least one [1..*] author (CONF:5444) .

a. [bookmark: C_5445]Such authors SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] time (CONF:5445).

b. [bookmark: C_5448]Such authors SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] assignedAuthor (CONF:5448).

i. [bookmark: C_5449]This assignedAuthor SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] id (CONF:5449) such that it

1. The id SHOULD utilize the combined @root and @extension  attributes to record the person’s or the device’s identity in a secure, trusted, and unique way.  (NEWCONF:xxxxx).

ii. [bookmark: C_16787]When the author is a person, this assignedAuthor SHALL contain one [1..1] code (NEWCONF:xxxxx).

1. [bookmark: C_16788]The code, SHaLL contain exactly one [1..1] @code, which SHOULD be selected from the PersonalRelationshipRoleType value set PLUS ResponsibleParty PLUS  (NEWCONF:xxxxx) 

iii. There SHALL be exactly one assignedAuthor/assignedPerson and exactly one assignedAuthor/assignedAuthoringDevice (CONF:16790).

iv. [bookmark: C_7995][bookmark: C_5430]This assignedAuthor SHALL contain zero or one [0..1] assignedPerson (CONF:5430).

1. [bookmark: C_16789]The assignedPerson, if present, SHALL contain at least one [1..*] name (CONF:16789).

v. [bookmark: C_16783]This assignedAuthor SHALL contain at least one [1..1] assignedAuthoringDevice (CONF:16783).

1. [bookmark: C_16784]The assignedAuthoringDevice, if present, SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] manufacturerModelName (CONF:16784).

2. [bookmark: C_16785]The assignedAuthoringDevice, if present, SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] softwareName (CONF:16785).

[bookmark: _Toc348170426]Figure 4: Person author example

<author>

		<time value="20121126145000-0500"/>

		<assignedAuthor>

			<!-- Internal id using HL7 example OID. -->

			<id extension="999.1" root="2.16.840.1.113883.19"/>

			<!-- The PAN IG includes conformance constraints on the code element. 

         This author/assignedAuthor/code/@code must be a code from one of 

         two value sets: 

				    PersonalRelationshipRoleType or ResponsibleParty. Both of these 

         value sets include codes from the HL7 RoleCode Code System. 

			-->

			<code code="SELF" displayName="Self" 

          codeSystem="2.16.840.1.113883.5.111" 

          codeSystemName="HL7 Role code"/>

			<assignedPerson>

				<name>

					<given>Adam</given>

       <family>Everyman</family>

				</name>

			</assignedPerson>

		</assignedAuthor>

</author>



[bookmark: _Toc348170427]Figure 5: Device author example

<author>

		<time value="20121126145000-0500"/>

		<assignedAuthor>

			<id extension="777.11" root="2.16.840.1.113883.19"/>

			<addr nullFlavor="NA"/>

			<telecom nullFlavor="NA"/>

			<assignedAuthoringDevice>

				<manufacturerModelName>ACME PHR</manufacturerModelName>

				<softwareName>MyPHR v1.0</softwareName>

			</assignedAuthoringDevice>

			<representedOrganization>

				<id extension="999" root="1.2.3.4.5.6.7.8.9.12345"/>

				<name>ACME PHR Solutions,Inc.</name>

				<telecom use="WP" value="tel:123-123-12345"/>

				<addr>

					<streetAddressLine>4 Future Way</streetAddressLine>

					<city>Provenance</city>

					<state>RI</state>

					<postalCode>02919</postalCode>

				</addr>

			</representedOrganization>

		</assignedAuthor>

</author>



[bookmark: _Toc348170417]Custodian

The custodian element represents the organization that is in charge of maintaining the document. The custodian is the steward that is entrusted with the care of the document. In the context of the Continua, it is the remote tele-health service provider. Every CDA document has exactly one custodian. 

12. [bookmark: C_5519]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] custodian (CONF:5519).

a. [bookmark: C_5520]This custodian SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] assignedCustodian (CONF:5520).

i. [bookmark: C_5521]This assignedCustodian SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] representedCustodianOrganization which may be the person when the document is not maintained by an organization. (NEWCONF:xxxxx).

1. [bookmark: C_5522]This representedCustodianOrganization SHALL contain at least one [1..*] id (CONF:5522).

2. [bookmark: C_5524]This representedCustodianOrganization SHOULD contain exactly one [1..1] name (CONF:5524).

[bookmark: _Toc348170428]Figure 8: Custodian examples	Comment by Muhammad Asim: the example needs to be updated. 

<custodian>

		<assignedCustodian>

			<representedCustodianOrganization>

				<!-- Internal id -->

				<id extension="999.3" root="2.16.840.1.113883.19"/>

				<name>MyPersonalHealthRecord.Com</name>

			</representedCustodianOrganization>

		</assignedCustodian>

</custodian>





<custodian>

		<assignedCustodian>

			<representedCustodianOrganization>

				<!-- This example assumes that Ned is using a Desktop PHR application. 

          There is no larger system, just the application that Ned runs on 

          his desktop.

      -->

				<!-- Internal id -->

				<id extension="999.8" root="2.16.840.1.113883.19"/>

				<name>Ned Nuclear</name>

			</representedCustodianOrganization>

		</assignedCustodian>

</custodian>



[bookmark: _Toc348170418]InFulfillmentOf

The inFulfillmentOf element represents orders that are fulfilled by this Questionnaire Response document.

13. [bookmark: C_9952]SHOULD contain zero or one [0..*] inFulfillmentOf (CONF:9952).

a. [bookmark: C_9953]The inFulfillmentOf, if present, SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] order (CONF:9953).

i. [bookmark: C_9954]This order SHALL contain at least one [1..*] id (CONF:9954)

1. Such ids MAY represent a scheduled appointment or service event in a practice management system (NEWCONF:xxxxx).

[bookmark: _Toc348170419]Authorization/consent

The header can record information about the patient’s consent.

The type of consent (e.g., a consent to perform the related serviceEvent) is conveyed in consent/code. Consents in the header have been finalized (consent/statusCode must equal Completed) and should be on file. This specification does not address how Privacy Consent’ is represented.

14. [bookmark: C_16792]SHOULD contain zero or more [0..*] authorization (CONF:16792) such that it

a. [bookmark: C_16793]SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] consent (CONF:16793).

i. [bookmark: C_16794]This consent MAY contain zero or more [0..*] id (CONF:16794).

ii. [bookmark: C_16795]This consent MAY contain zero or one [0..1] code (CONF:16795).

1. The type of consent (e.g., a consent to perform the related serviceEvent) is conveyed in consent/code (CONF:16796).

iii. [bookmark: C_16797]This consent SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] statusCode (CONF:16797).

1. [bookmark: C_16798]This statusCode SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @code="completed" Completed (CodeSystem: HL7ActClass 2.16.840.1.113883.5.6) (CONF:16798).

[bookmark: _Toc348170429]Figure 14: Procedure note consent example

 <authorization typeCode="AUTH">

    <consent classCode="CONS" moodCode="EVN">

       <id root="629deb70-5306-11df-9879-0800200c9a66" />

       <code codeSystem=" 2.16.840.1.113883.6.1" codeSystemName="LOINC" 

             code="64293-4" displayName="Procedure consent"/>

       <statusCode code="completed"/>

    </consent>

 </authorization>



[bookmark: C_7295][bookmark: C_7292][bookmark: C_7291][bookmark: C_7159][bookmark: C_7157][bookmark: C_7155][bookmark: C_7161][bookmark: _Toc348170420]Rendering Header Information for Human Presentation



To be written.

[bookmark: _Toc342380316][bookmark: _Toc342380370][bookmark: _Toc342554714][bookmark: _Toc342571155][bookmark: _Toc343861416][bookmark: _Toc348170421]
Document-Level Templates

[bookmark: _Toc343861441][bookmark: _Toc348170422][bookmark: _Toc343861444]Section-Level Templates

1 ENTRY-LEVEL TEMPLATES
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