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Priority Questions for IE Workgroup

Question 5: Would establishing a national validation process as described above effectively relieve any burden on the States to regulate local and regional health information exchange markets?  

Q. 5 Draft Comment:

Question 6: How could we ensure alignment between the governance mechanism and existing State governance approaches?
Q. 6 Draft Comment:

Question 56: Which CTEs would you revise or delete and why? Are there other CTEs not listed here that we should also consider?

Q. 56 Draft Comment:


Secondary Questions for IE Workgroup

Question 1: Would these categories comprehensively reflect the types of CTEs needed to govern the nationwide health information network? If not, what other categories should we consider?

Q. 1 Draft Comment:

Question 2: What kind of governance approach would best produce a trusted, secure, and interoperable electronic exchange nationwide? 
Q. 2 Draft Comment:

Question 3: How urgent is the need for a nationwide governance approach for electronic health information exchange? Conversely, please indicate if you believe that it is untimely for a nationwide approach to be developed and why.   

Q. 3 Draft Comment:

Question 4: Would a voluntary validation approach as described above sufficiently achieve this goal? If not, why?

Q. 4 Draft Comment:


Question 7: What other approaches to exercising our authority to establish a governance mechanism for the nationwide health information network should we consider?

Q. 7 Draft Comment:

Question 57: Should one or more of the performance and service specifications implemented by the participants in the Exchange be included in our proposed set of CTEs?  If so, please indicate which one(s) and provide your reasons for including them in one or more CTEs.  If not, please indicate which one(s) and your reasons (including any technical or policy challenges you believe exist) for not including them in one or more CTEs.

Q. 57 Draft Comment:

Question 58: In the notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) we intend to subsequently issue, should the above CTEs as well as any others we consider for the NPRM be packaged together for the purposes of validation?  In other words, would it make sense to allow for validation to different bundles of safeguard, interoperability, and business practice CTEs for different electronic exchange circumstances? 


Q. 58 Draft Comment:



