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 Introduction
The second workshop basically focuses on the validation of a set of EuroRec statements. The set can be distributed to the attendees prior to the meeting. The set is composed of the EuroRec Seal 2010-2011 and of one of the sets listed and documented in Deliverable D2.1.
It is essential to the project that vendors / developers of EHR systems and/or users give their opinion on the criteria.
It is still allowed to organise “more informative” or “dissemination” oriented workshops or meetings, as happened in the first year of the project. This is especially the case for the partners organising their first workshop during the second year of the project.
The form is designed to cover both possibilities: a validation session as well as a “meeting”.
 Report of the Workshop
 Location
At the premisses of NICTIZ (the Dutch National EHR project) in the Hague

 Date
20-10-2010

 Invitation letter
It was an invitational meeting people from:

NICTIZ -4

NVZ (National Hospital Association) -1

ProRec.nl -1

 Workshop documentation
The following documentation was distributed to the invited / attending persons

[x ]
The EuroRec Seal 2010-2011

[x ]
A selected set of Fine Grained Statements

The documentation was sent prior to the meeting

[ X] 
Yes


  Agenda of the session / meeting
Introduction, Seal1 and Seal 2 criteria discussion, Demonstration Tooling, Composer and Scriptor, Discussion.

The focus was on Procurement by hospitals and the evaluation of the criteria and tools in this context

 Supporting organisations
NICTIZ

 Attendees
People from NICTIZ and the NVZ

 Presentations
I used the standard presentation as provided via the EuroRec website

 Main Suggestions and Conclusions
NICTIZ is moderately positive but want to invest in a longer co-operation.

With improved Tooling they want to continue the discussions.

The NVZ is inclined to prefer the HL7 Functional Criteria.

Personal note:

In the context of EHR-Q TN this was a very valuable evaluation.

For the first time the Criteria and Tools were evaluated with Procurement in mind.

 Comments on the EuroRec Seal 2010-2011
 Formulation of the statements
Comments: Seal 1:

The first 5 criteria were extensively discussed. The Dutch and English versions were inspected. It was concluded that a local more appropriate language need to be used for use in Dutch and in the con text of hospitals.

It became clear that there are differences between Flemish Dutch and Dutch Dutch.

Comments Seal 2:

All criteria appear to be relevant. It was observed that many need a more extensive text with explanations.

There is a need to be able to change texts in the Composer (leaving the original Dutch criteria intact) to reflect better the terms used in the context of hospitals.

It must be possible to add more detailed information in the Composer. In this way more technical details can be specified and handed over to vendors. The Scriptor is not the appropriate tool to do this.

It is estimated that quite some products will not pass the Seal 2 criteria. (e.g. the criterium that no data must be deleted or overwritten)

Several of the criteria need to be rephrased to reflect Dutch law?

It was valued as very positive that not only criteria from the USA were used and that European criteria next to Canadian ones were included.

The tooling is considered a plus.

Negatively was labeled the fact that there is no existing experience with these criteria for procurement. And that this was the first ‘experiment’ for EuroRec/ProRec.

They see value in the HL& FUnctional Model. It is a bigger organisation than EuroRec, they organise training sessions, there is an Implementation guide available,  it has been used in the Netherlands in the context of Psychiatric hosptitals.

(in that process, no single vendor, could be qualified) 

 Tooling
Tooling: Composer, Scriptor

Composer: It is needed to create within the collection of Dutch criteria to have various ‘dialects’. The reason is that there are various types of hospitals and healthcare specialities each with in its context its own terminology.

This allows also to add additional technical information to the criteria for vendors to read.

 Next steps regarding Certification of EHR systems agreed on
When the Tools are updated and extended with the needed functionality and new session will be planned.
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