
 

 Steering Committee Meeting Minutes 

Feb 7, 2019  

Meeting Participants 

Committee Members 

 

 Jitin Asnaani, CommonWell 

 Mike Baillie, United Healthcare 

  Nancy Beavin, Humana 

  Steve Bounds, SSA 

  Ryan Bramble, CRISP 

 Hans Buitendijk, Cerner 

 Michael Hodgkins, AMA 

 Leslie Kelly-Hall, Healthwise 

  Rob Klootwyk, Epic (Matt Becker in for 
Rob) 

  Steven Lane, Sutter Health 

  Geoff Lay, Virence 

  Candace Levy, Bluestone Physician Svcs 

  Kathy Lewis, Surescripts 

  Tushar Malhotra, eClinicalWorks 

 Aaron Seib, NATE 

  Ryan Stewart, Dignity Health 

  Alan Swenson, Kno2 

  Jennifer Blumenthal, OneRecord 

Invited Subject Matter Experts and Carequality Support Team 

  Dave Cassel, Executive Director, Carequality 
  Chris Dickerson, Program Coordinator, Carequality 
 Mariann Yeager, CEO, The Sequoia Project 
 Eric Heflin, CTO/CIO, The Sequoia Project 
 Didi Davis, Testing Programs Director, The Sequoia Project 
 Jennifer Rosas, eHealth Exchange Director, The Sequoia Project  

 Dawn Van Dyke, Marketing Director, The Sequoia Project  
 Kati Odom Bell, eHealth Exchange Implementation Manager, The Sequoia Project 

  Bill Mehegan, The Sequoia Project 
 Steve Gravely, Gravely Group 

 Kedar Ganta 
 

 



 

Meeting Summary 

Call to order 12:33pm EST 

Agenda 

 Roll Call, Agenda Review  

 Admin Items  

– Advisory Council Co-Chair Introductions 

– December minutes  

– HIMSS 19 preview  

– Carequality Board report  

 Push Notifications Use Case 

 Ongoing Workgroup Progress and Status 

– IG Updates 

– FHIR    

 CCA and CC Terms Updates  

 Production Operations Update 

Discussion Summary: Roll call was facilitated, and a formal quorum was established. The 

agenda was discussed.   

Decision/Outcome: The agenda was reviewed 

Action/Follow up: n/a 

 

Administrative Items 

 January meeting minutes were emailed to the committee for review. 3:50 

Discussion Summary: Dr. Lane thanked Dave for updating and clarifying some sections of the 

January minutes. Dr. Lane asked if there were any questions about the updated minutes. 

Receiving none, he called for a motion to approve the minutes. Ryan Stewart moved to approve 

and the motion was seconded by Alan Swenson.  

Decision/Outcome: January minutes were approved. 

Action/Follow up: N/A 

 

HIMSS 19 

 There will be a booth at HIMSS, # 5079 

Discussion Summary: Dave informed the Committee about the Carequality HIMSS booth. 

Decision/Outcome: Staff including Chris Dickerson, Bill Mehegan and Dave Cassel will staff 

the booth throughout the week and will be available for meetings. The Committee was 

encouraged to use the online Carequality member speaking and exhibition schedule to support 

and learn more about the work of Careqaulity members. 

Action/Follow up: Dave asked everyone who is presenting at HIMSS to please send details to 

Chris/copy Dave and the info will be compiled into a single document that will be updatable. 

 

Advisory Council Replacement [Closed Topic] 



Discussion Summary:  Advisory Council members voiced concerns that the scheduled 

meeting time was no longer convenient for the majority of the Council. After polling the 

members, they voted to the move the meeting from the second to the third Wednesday of each 

month. Chris Longhurst, whose schedule occasionally conflicted with the previous time, 

intractably conflicted with the new time. Chris selected Dr. Brian Clay, UC San Diego’s CMIO, 

as a replacement. The Committee voted and approved Dr. Clay. Committee members voiced 

some concern that Advisory Council candidates are not fully informed of the Council’s meeting 

schedule when they apply. Candidates are informed of the schedule before accepting, this 

scheduling conflict was likely associated with the new meeting time. That said, additional efforts 

will be made going forward to inform all candidates of the meeting schedule. 

Questions/Discussion: n/a 

Action/Follow up:  n/a 

 

Carequality Board Report [Closed Topic] 

Discussion Summary:  The board’s current focus is on the 2019 budget and expanding 

revenue in an effort to make Carequality self-sustaining. This month’s budget was separately 

approved, but there is hope that the budget will be finalized this month. As expected, there was 

a slight deficit this month, but reserves were adequate to fill the gap. There will be expected 

adjustments to adapt for TEFCA. Some possibilities for new sources for revenue come from use 

cases beyond treatment such as payment. While the budget will adjust over time, the 

expectation is that it will not largely deviate from the expectations set out in a finalized version. 

Questions/Discussion: n/a 

Action/Follow up:  n/a 

 

Implementation Guide (IG) Updates Workgroup 

Discussion Summary: The workgroup continues its work on rollout planning for the future 

document content validation program. The Committee discussed the specific rollout conclusions 

of the group including the requirements for each category of Implementer. Committee members 

suggested that it might be desirable to try, where possible, to coordinate testing requirements 

with the work that is being done in The eHealth Exchange.    

A future topic will be the use of the Payment and Health Care Operations purposes of use. In 

order to investigate the motivations and concerns that may exist around queries for these 

purposes, a series of stakeholder interviews are being conducted. The interviews are focused 

on provider organizations. 

Questions/Discussion: n/a 

Action/Follow up:  n/a 

Joint Document Content Workgroup 

Discussion Summary: The JDCWG has wrapped up the small updates to the v1 

recommendation documents (now v1.1). Members discussed renaming the group to the Joint 

Content Workgroup. This change would reflect the nothing that the content conclusions made 

by the group apply to all of information exchanged through the framework, regardless of the 

underlying technology. The workgroup is eager to continue their work and await permission from 

the Steering Committee to begin v2. 

Questions/Discussion: n/a 



Action/Follow up:  n/a 

FHIR Workgroups Update 

Discussion Summary: The FHIR Workgroups continue their work. Recent work on the 

technical side has focused on the FHIR Capability Statement and whether or not to deploy a 

Careqaulity Centralized Authentication Server. Cost and liability will have to be weighed when 

making this decision.  

On the policy side, the group is determining exactly how a receiving system should respond to a 

transaction from the sending system that errored-out on their side. Links to the websites for both 

groups were shared with the Committee. Members commented that when picking downtime 

windows, times that might seem convenient, could be some of the most active/live saving times 

in a clinical setting.  

Questions/Discussion: n/a 

Action/Follow up:  n/a 

 

Push Notifications Use Case 

Discussion Summary: We continue to collect volunteer names for the two push notifications 

groups. While interest has not been as high in this group as others, we believe that we can 

begin taking steps to schedule a first meeting of the group. Several members of the Committee 

volunteered to join the group.  

Questions/Discussion: n/a 

Action/Follow up:  Scheduling will begin after HIMSS. 

 

Production Operations Updates 

Discussion Summary: Practice Velocity and Swellbox are two new organizations added to the 

list of CCA signees in the last month. Additionally, there are now 16 live Implementers. The 

Committee discussed the new organizations and what roles they will play in the Carequality 

community. Members discussed changing the title of the PHR category to Consumer Apps.  

The group feels that the way that the signees are displayed when listed by category is a bit too 

crowded and, importantly, vendors that are able to exchange because of their connection to an 

Implementer are not shown. A dropdown list below the name of the CEQ Implementer or “live 

via X Implementer” of connected vendors might be an option. There is a concern that some of 

the organizations might not want to be listed. An obstacle also exists for those Implementers 

that themselves do not have physical sites.  

Questions/Discussion: n/a 

Action/Follow up:  Efforts will be made to find a more effective way to display vendors that are 

connected through a service provider.  

 

CCA Update Process 

Discussion Summary: Based on responses from the Implementer community, there are 

relatively few concerns. Work has begun on an updated document that will address the few 

small concerns that were identified. The changes themselves are small enough that they should 

not merit a second round of review. Based on the normal release cycle for any Carequality 



document updates, the new version should go into effect in either April or May. Implementers 

will need to pass down the new Carequality Connection Terms.  

Questions/Discussion: n/a 

Action/Follow up:  n/a 

 

 

Meeting was adjourned at 1:32pm EST 


