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HL7 Work Group Meeting Minutes Template
	HL7 Tooling Work Group Meeting Minutes
Location: San Diego, CA; Town & Country Clarendon
	Date: 2011-09-15 Q1
Time: 9:00 -10:30 am PDT (12:00- 1:30 PM EDT)

	Facilitator
	Andy Stechishin
	Note taker(s)
	Lynn Laakso

	[bookmark: DDE_LINK]

	Attendee
	Name
	Affiliation

	X
	Woody Beeler
	Beeler Consulting (publishing cochair)

	X
	Bill Braithwaite
	Equifax (ES cochair)

	X
	Lorraine Constable
	GPI, ES cochair

	x
	Jane Curry (JC)
	Tooling Co-Chair, Health Information Strategies

	X
	Lynn Laakso
	HL7 HQ Tooling Support

	X
	Don Lloyd
	HL7 HQ Director of Technical Publications

	X
	Lloyd McKenzie
	McKenzie consulting, publishing cochair

	X
	Andy Stechishin (AS)
	Tooling Co-Chair, GPi

	

	Quorum Requirements Met:  Yes 


Agenda Topics
· Migration Planning (V3 Generator, SMD), 
· Discuss alignment with ES

Supporting Documents  - 
· 


Minutes/Conclusions Reached:
1. Andy called meeting to order at 9:08AM.
2. Migration planning
a. Woody mentioned that the V3 Generator needs to have elements migrated. Starting process this cycle, probably ready to use for May ballot, since Jan ballot opens after Thanksgiving. Test suites would be having domains, wrappers, all CMETs, run old generator side by side and compare resulting files. This involves also comparing functions on dependency of models on other models to ensure we have same conclusions. 
b. Desktop publisher is no longer a separate toolset. 
c. Andy shows wiki page http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=V3_Publishing_WGM_Minutes_201109. 
d. Jane asks if someone will be able to select a chapter of the entire ballot desktop to produce a PDF or subset package. Woody notes that you can create a domain package but not a topic. It selects the CMETs and wrappers it uses but takes the entire RIM and vocabulary. Woody would like to prune the vocabulary but RIM would be included in total. 
e. WYSIWYG editor introduced for pubDB in May to replace prior one, same one that SMD uses. It is server based and so in Windows you can run it from a local server but many corporate machines don’t have permission to run servers locally. TinyMCE runs in Javascript; Andy is trying to change it to an Azul app. Gregg Seppala’s PubDB work turned over to Alexander Henket. Jane notes that this needs to be on the list of things that Tooling needs to communicate widely.
f. RIM Process and Management documentation to be completed in the next few weeks notes Woody
g. Jane notes that our communication plan is a project that is being developed. Woody points to the HowTo category on the Wiki that has much of the tooling documentation that he is aware of. We should put information on how to use the V3 generator on here. Andy adds that information on process also could go there. Criteria of how we choose tools etc is part of the tooling directive from the Board. One element of the communication plan includes who wants to know about our stuff. Not just the WGs but the chairs, focused information for implementers who use HL7 tools, and using their perspective for the documentation. The interdependency of projects between tooling strategy, revised tooling processes, tooling dashboard, etc. Woody cautions about the use of the staff time needed for producing existing WGH dashboards is prohibitive to adding more dashboards. Andy suggests that all work groups would agree that dashboards should not require human data entry to update the results of the dashboards. Feed requirements to ES; ES will work with HQ to assess the resources it will take. ACTION ITEM: Andy will start a wiki page on design requirements for the dashboards to be coordinated between the three groups PSC, ES and Tooling. This will have to be scoped in the ES plan of work. 
h. Back to migration planning: funding for SMD development is needed to bring it to a satisfactory state for HL7. There may be an opportunity in the 2012 plan for it to be re-initiated as a development project. We have competing requests for tools and we have a prioritized list. SMD, Vocab, Shared Repository, all in line. Vocab versus SMD – what is Woody and Lloyd’s preference. Lloyd votes vocabulary. Woody is concerned with the fragility for a constrained UML modeler. We’ll need to do vocabulary for RFH. We cannot do Core Principles methodology with our current tool suite. EHR-S FM profile designer is also in demand. We push SMD down the list of must-haves to #3 based on current needs; leaving off migration planning when we know the project to upgrade SMD is undertaken. Principle for prioritization in selecting development projects includes what is on the critical path for developing standards. We are ok with the current state of SMD and publishing stream. We have a plan to bring in the new V3 generator. Next iteration of a release is V3 generator, on critical path. Need major updates to bring in the new methodology. Terminology management is on the critical path. If sufficient funding were available we could take on EHR-S FM Profile but cannot allow it to dilute efforts on the current priorities. MOTION: Jane moves we prioritize tools: firstly, based on the critical path to ensure standards are produced on a regular basis according to schedule, secondly, based on Board direction and thirdly, subject to available funding to complete an existing tooling project so as not to dilute the ability to fully complete a project. Seconded by Lloyd. DISCUSSION: Budget considerations include elements of the Tooling budget is spent on stuff besides development but infrastructure costs, enhancement and maintenance. Board direction second in the list is of concern but this is what we believe the key function of this group and a statement of our philosophy. Funding looks promising for next year, fortunately. Including support and maintenance costs in a funding allocation is something the Finance committee will be interested in. VOTE: Motion passes 6/0/1 with Don Lloyd abstaining. 
3. Lorraine asks for the preview of the ES project scope statements. 
a. HL7 Tooling Strategy and Process Revision project scope statement is reviewed. Don notes that ‘comment only’ ties you to a ballot cycle. Peer review does not have such limitation. The document under review would be in GForge although it could be ballot package or on the web site. The list of documents under Tools and Resources and review of that content is part of the communication plan. Education was included because of a desire to have tutorials on the tooling, so they will need to review and approve their participation. Concern with the strategy over our leveraging of OHT for tools was expressed. John’s slide was changed for the co-chairs meeting. Further scope refinements were discussed. URL will be added. MOTION: Jane moves acceptance of the scope statement by both Tooling and Publishing work groups. Don seconds. ES and Education still need to accept. VOTE: Motion passes 6/0/1, Lynn abstains. Project is at PI# 801
b. Other alignment items with ES were discussed regarding setting up a wiki page on how to direct people on detailed how-tos. Where people can find things on the wiki or who to talk to about finding information about the wiki. Looking at the cochair handbook she didn’t realize she needed to talk to Tooling for example. These will also be part of the Tooling communication plan. Woody adds that if you need to do RSA you used to send an email to Wilfred.  It needs to be updated. Search for Bonney on the wiki and update to Josh. Lynn notes that we’ve been most recently using homebasecoordinator@hl7.org. 
c. GForge evaluation project scope statement was then reviewed with some modifications made. MOTION: Jane moves acceptance of the PSS, Lorraine seconds. VOTE: Project approved 6/0/1. Project is at PI# 804

Adjourned 10:33 AM PDT.

	Actions 
· Andy will start a wiki page on design requirements for the dashboards to be coordinated between the three groups PSC, ES and Tooling.
· Lynn will search for Bonney on the wiki or other GForge instruction documents and update to homebasecoordinator@hl7.org which goes to Josh Carmody.

	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items
· Q2





	HL7 Tooling Work Group Meeting Minutes
Location: San Diego, CA San Diego; Clarendon
	Date: 2011-09-15 Q2
Time: 11:00 am-12:30pm PDT (2:00- 3:30 PM EDT)

	Facilitator
	Jane Curry
	Note taker(s)
	Lynn Laakso

	

	Attendee
	Name
	Affiliation

	X
	Jane Curry (JC)
	Co-Chair, Health Information Strategies

	X
	Justin Fyfe
	Justin.fyfe1@mohawkcollege.ca, RIMBAA

	X
	Mike Henderson
	Education co-chair

	X
	Peter Hendler
	peter@javamedical.com, RIMBAA

	X
	Ewout Kramer
	e.kramer@furore.com, RIMBAA

	X
	Lynn Laakso
	HL7 HQ Tooling Support

	X
	John Quinn
	HL7 CTO

	X
	Gordon Raup
	graup@datuit.com, RIMBAA

	X
	Rik Smithies
	rik@nprogram.co.uk, RIMBAA

	X
	Rob Snelick
	rsnelick@nist.gov; CGIT liaison

	X
	Rene Spronk
	RIMBAA cochair, rene.spronk@ringholm.de

	X
	Andy Stechishin (AS)
	Co-Chair, GPi

	X
	Michael van der Zel
	m.van.der.zel@umcg.nl, PC liaison

	

	Quorum Requirements Met:  Yes 


Agenda Topics
· Liaison update 
· Tactical planning

Supporting Documents  - 
· 

· http://gforge.hl7.org/gf/download/docmanfileversion/6473/8756/2011Sep_WGM_ToolingRIMBAA_attendancescan.pdf

Minutes/Conclusions Reached:
· The meeting was called to order at 11:03 AM PDT
· Liaison roles were discussed. Michael van der Zel was tentatively named the liaison for RIMBAA, with Rene Spronk the liaison for Marketing. RIMBAA will validate the nomination in their next quarter’s meeting.
· Jane noted that OHT expects to receive funding for final steps for the Asset Repository (shared artifact repository) and should know by end of September.  Peter noted that the IHTSDO WB is being enhanced by Kaiser and will be donated back to OHT for general use. Discussion ensued with project details. John Gutai is IHTSDO technical lead with OHT. Andy will communicate that back to vocabulary. Jane notes Templates registry business requirements project may have in-kind contribution influence for the tool. 
· Andy notes that V3 Generator project updates anticipated for Structured Documents templates. They are first for the S&I framework updating and consolidating the internal templates. For Development of IGs there’s a movement towards using tooling as opposed to Word Documents to enable processible artifacts. Tooling and Publishing WG would prefer using MIF. Andy will be looking into it with Lloyd. Use of DITA is being evaluated. The move to SMD would be a concerted effort precluding all other work for an entire cycle.
· Michael asks if there is a Tooling liaison to the ArB. Jane notes that there is a Publishing liaison but that she sits on the ArB. 
· Michael continues his report, that they have had little dialogue in Patient Care but he continues to work on the EA DCM. It was recommended that he interact with Stacy Berger regarding the MAX project. Mike H. asks if there is an educational aspect to the communication to work groups that their tooling needs come to Tooling WG. Is there an expectation that Tooling had from Education that they are not fulfilling at this time? It doesn’t appear to be so. Mike is trying to identify a communication gap if one exists. 
· Michael also reported on EHR. EHR started gathering requirements yesterday. They looked at making their requirements more computable, not an excel or word document. They wish to publish R2 first and then to look at automating the profiling process and make use of the functional models. They understand the use of an exchange format and agnostic to modeling tools; probably XML. They have a draft prepared. Next steps, timelines?
· Rob Snelick: CGIT has no active tooling projects at this time; concerns are for maintenance of Messaging Work Bench (MWB) and updates to handle extensions. With MU certification, using a 2.5.1 standard but measuring against 2.8 concepts. He’ll talk to Pete. Mike notes that he knows some Delphi resources. Resources to update tools were budgeted but the extent to which the client has paid for their noon lunch. CHI developed some V3 conformance testing tools, esp. to adapt from pan-Canadian V3 standards to jurisdictional. Source will become available. 
· Strategic and Tactical Planning
· Tooling and strategic planning. The HL7 Tooling Strategy and Process Revision project scope statement was reviewed. This has not been reviewed with AMS or Diego from Education. The project needs to come before Education. Publishing and Tooling approved it, ES reviewing now to join in Q2. 
· Peter asks about tooling being made and available with manuals or courses for education of how to use which tool – that will be addressed next. Education would like to be removed for this cycle on approval of the Tooling requirements project and can discuss perhaps even this afternoon. MOTION: Rene moves approval, Andy seconds approval of the project scope statement as presented. VOTE: Unanimously approved. Project is at PI# 801 
· Communication plan – HL7 Tooling Communication Plan and Execution Project (PI# 802). Education would like to review in Q3 before formally being assigned a co-sponsor. Rene is happy to have Marketing be involved as either cosponsor or interested party. They will be listed as cosponsor. With the focus being on the communication towards tooling for implementation of standards with the most recent Board focus. MOTION: Rene moves to approve this project proposal. Andy seconds. VOTE: passes 11/0/1 Mike abstains. 
· Last project: Tooling Dashboard project. Choice of word “adoption” as superset of any flavor of implementation at all stages is deliberate with the ballot type. Dates are subject to funding. MOTION: Andy moves and Peter seconds approval of the project. VOTE: unanimously approved. Project is at PI# 803  
· RIMBAA has a display of interactions with the Tooling tactical plan with implementation tools that RIMBAA has identified including MIF based class/code generators e.g. MDHT Everest, MIF based database schema generator e.g. MGRID, MIF based UI component generators, ISO Datatypes library (R1/RFH datatypes), CTS products, mapping tools, tools that support implementation, and testing tools (e.g. instance editor, MDHT) with the most important tools being V3 code generators in Everest, jEverest, and MDHT). ACTION ITEM: Rene will email the display notes to Lynn.  Discussion ensued on how to establish determination of which implementation tools should be fostered by HL7. Feedback loop into “tooling process to support standards development” diagram also discussed. Feedback provided on improving the documentation of the MIF format.
· Peter would like to have tutorials to be proficient in tooling. Andy was interested in asking Structured documents for a joint tutorial on CDA tools and then bring that to Education such as for Trifolia. Another suggestion is on the mapping tools from Robert Worden. At issue is delineation on the methodology that the tool helps you execute, as different from the use of the tool itself. There come into play vendor issues when the tools are vendor-driven. Rene suggests that hands-on training sessions like that be conducted at an Educational Summit not at a Work Group meeting as most implementers do not participate in standards development so do not attend the WGM. ITS has an open project on a neutral mapping language which can be used to map from one vendor’s project to another. It was looked at as a way to evaluate multiple ITSs. In a session in Cambridge, it was suggested that OMG already had something like this. Combination of structure and content in one source was represented differently from another tool.

· Lynn will work with Michael van der Zel on wiki page for WorkGroupLiasons to consolidate with Tooling Liaisons. 

Adjourned  12:36 PM PDT.


	Actions 
· Andy will update Vocabulary on the Kaiser development to IHTSDO WB. 
· Rene will email the displayed RIMBAA notes to Lynn for inclusion
· Lynn will work with Michael van der Zel on wiki page for ‘WorkGroupLiasons’ to consolidate with ‘Tooling Liaisons’. 


	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items
· 
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|-d You forwarded this message on 9/15/2011 3:37 PM.

ann Laakso SHL7Z

From: rene.spronk@ringholm.com Sent: Thu 9/15/2011 3:27 PM
To: Lynn Laakso (HL7)

Cc:

Subject: Notes from Tooling Thursday Q2

Attachments:

Implementation tools that RIMBAA has identified include:
-MIF based class/code generators (e.g. MDHT. Everest)
-MIF based database schema generator (e.g. MGRID)
-MIF based UI component generators
-ISO Datatypes library (R1/RFH-datatypes)
-CTS products
-Mapping tools
-Not a tool: MIF documentation, currently lacking
Tools that support implementation
-Testing tools
(e.g. Instance Editor, MDHT)

The most important tools are probably v3 code generators (Everest,
jEverest, MDHT). A tool like

Everest would probably benefit most by a form of 'official recognition'
are a 'statement of

quality' by HL7, and by a Marketing effort to make it much wider aware
that such tools exist.

Yes, I'm sure they'd like to receive feedback/review of their tools, and
they'll probably take

any money we'd care to give them, but in the larger scheme of things
'getting the word out' is

probably the key thing towards an increase in adoption of these tools.
Tooling could reach out

to the creators of such tools, even if the development wasn't part of
HL7 or OHT, and form some

sort of liason with them.

Jane: could RIMBAA serve as the 'voice of the implementers' to determine
which implementation

tools should be supported by HL7. Rene: requires a more formal process
on the part of RIMBAA

than we've done up to now. Jane will send PSS of tooling strategy
project to RIMBAA for

approval.

http://exchange2003.amg-hg.net/exchange/lynn@hl7.org/Inbox/Notes%20from%?20...

9/15/2011





Rene Spronk Cell: +31 (0)655 363 446

Senior Consultant Fax: +31 (0)318 548 090
Ringholm bv The Netherlands
http://www.ringholm.com mailto:Rene.Spronk@ringholm.com
twitter: @Ringholm skype:rene_ringholm

Ringholm is registered at the Amsterdam KvK reg.# 30155695

Ringholm bv - Making Standards Work - Courses and consulting
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Project Scope Statement 







1. Project Name, ID and Products 


		 

		 



		GForge alternative assessment

		Project ID: 



		 FORMCHECKBOX 


Non Product Project- (Educ. Marketing, Elec. Services, etc.)




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Documents - Knowledge






		 FORMCHECKBOX 


Arden Syntax




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Foundation – RIM






		 FORMCHECKBOX 


Clinical Context Object Workgroup (CCOW)




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Foundation – Vocab Domains & Value Sets






		 FORMCHECKBOX 


Domain Analysis Model (DAM)




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Messages - Administrative






		 FORMCHECKBOX 


Electronic Health Record (EHR)




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Messages - Clinical






		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V2 Messages – Administrative




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Messages - Departmental






		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V2 Messages - Clinical




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Messages - Infrastructure






		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V2 Messages - Departmental




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Rules - GELLO






		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V2 Messages – Infrastructure




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Services – Java Services (ITS Work Group)






		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Documents – Administrative (e.g. SPL)




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Services – Web Services






		 FORMCHECKBOX 


V3 Documents – Clinical (e.g. CDA)




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


- New Product Definition -








2. Project Intent (check all that apply)




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


		Create new standard




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


		Revise current standard




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


		Reaffirmation of a standard




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


		Withdraw current standard




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


		N/A  (Project not directly related to an HL7 Standard)






		

		 FORMCHECKBOX 


Supplement to a current standard


 FORMCHECKBOX 


Implementation Guide (IG) will be created/modified


 FORMCHECKBOX 


Project is adopting/endorsing an externally developed IG


(specify external organization in Sec. 6 below)


 FORMCHECKBOX 


Externally developed IG is to be Adopted


 FORMCHECKBOX 


Externally developed IG is to be Endorsed








2.a. Ballot Type (check all that apply)


		 FORMCHECKBOX 


Comment Only


 FORMCHECKBOX 


Informative


 FORMCHECKBOX 


DSTU




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


Normative


 FORMCHECKBOX 


Joint Ballot (with other SDOs or HL7 Work Groups)


 FORMCHECKBOX 


N/A  (project won’t go through ballot)






		If necessary, add any additional ballot information here.  If artifacts will be jointly balloted with other HL7 Work Groups or other SDOs, list the other groups.





3. Sponsoring Group(s) / Project Team




		Primary Sponsor/Work Group (1 Mandatory) 

		Tooling



		Co-sponsor Work Group(s)

		



		

		



		Project Team:

		



		Project facilitator (1 Mandatory)

		Andy Stechishin



		Other interested parties

		Woody Beeler, Lloyd McKenzie



		Multi-disciplinary project team (recommended)

		



		     Modeling facilitator

		



		     Publishing facilitator

		



		     Vocabulary facilitator

		



		     Domain expert rep

		



		     Data Analyst facilitator

		



		     Business requirement analyst

		Joshua Carmody



		     Requirements process facilitator

		



		     Other facilitators (SOA, SAIF)

		



		

		



		Implementers (2 Mandatory for DSTU projects):



		1)  



		2)  





4. Project Definition


4.a. Project Scope




		Evaluate alternatives to the current Gforge service (including status quo) for the tracking, development and distribution of HL7 tools and artifacts.





4.b. Project Need


		The current GForge service provider has indicated that HL7 is close to using all of its allocated space and no further space will be forthcoming. Working with the vendor has been difficult and determining the root cause of the usage issues. The contract with the service provider is in effect until the end of 2012 providing an opportunity to evaluate and plan an migration if necessary. 





4.c. Success Criteria


		A document is produced that contains recommendations.





4.d. Project Objectives / Deliverables / Target Dates..


		

		Target Date 



		Draft Gforge recommendation document

		Oct 31, 2011



		Final Gforge recommendation document

		Nov 15 2011



		Migration Plan (if required)

		Jan 2012 WGM



		

		



		

		





4.e. Project Dependencies


		





4.f. Project Document Repository Location 


		The discussion page will be: http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=GForge_Evaluation_2011 


The final document will be stored on the Tooling/Documents page on the HL7.org site.





4.g. Backwards Compatibility


		Are the items being produced by this project backward compatible?


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Don’t Know


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A






		There are a number of layers of 'backward compatibility' that will be considered as part of the evaluation. The first item of backward compatibility, the URL for the service, will remain the same.





5. Project Approval Dates




		Sponsoring Group Approval Date

		Sept 15, 2011



		Steering Division Approval Date  

		SD Approval Date



		Technical Steering Committee Approval Date

		TSC Approval Date





6. External Project Collaboration




		Include SDOs or other external entities you are collaborating with, including government agencies as well as any industry outreach.  Indicate the nature and status of the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) if applicable.





6.a. Stakeholders / Vendors / Providers 


		Stakeholders

		Vendors

		Providers



		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Clinical and Public Health Laboratories

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Pharmaceutical

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Clinical and Public Health Laboratories



		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Immunization Registries

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 EHR, PHR

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Emergency Services



		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Quality Reporting Agencies

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Equipment 

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Local and State Departments of Health



		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Regulatory Agency

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Health Care IT

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Medical Imaging Service



		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Standards Development Organizations (SDOs) 

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Clinical Decision Support Systems

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Healthcare Institutions (hospitals, long term care, home care, mental health)



		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Payors 

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Lab

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other (specify in text box below)



		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other (specify in text box below)

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 HIS

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A



		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other (specify below)

		



		

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A

		



		Other:  Indicate other stakeholders, vendors or providers not listed above.








6.b. Synchronization With Other SDOs / Profilers




		Check all SDO / Profilers which your project deliverable(s) are associated with.



		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 DICOM

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 IHE

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 ISO



		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other (specify below)

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A

		



		





7. Realm




		 FORMCHECKBOX 


		Universal






		

		 FORMCHECKBOX 
    Realm Specific (Enter “U.S.” or name of HL7 affiliate here)





8. Strategic Initiative Reference




		Check which Strategic Initiative best relates to your project.


 FORMCHECKBOX 


A. Lead the development of global technical and functional health informatics standards.


 FORMCHECKBOX 


B. Streamline the HL7 standards development process.


 FORMCHECKBOX 


C. Facilitate HL7 standards adoption and implementation.


 FORMCHECKBOX 


D. Define an overarching and internally consistent interoperability framework.


 FORMCHECKBOX 


E. Ensure broad and encompassing stakeholder engagement in the standards development process.  


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


F. Align HL7's business and revenue models to be responsive to national bodies while supporting global standards development.


G. None of the above apply to this project.
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