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This worksheet is used to summarize the individual evaluator ratings assigned to the specification for each criterion, using the metrics for LOW, MOD, HIGH as described in Appendix A of the Individual Evaluation Worksheet.  Once all evaluators’ ratings have been recorded, the team discusses their ratings and agrees upon a single consensus rating  for each attribute and for each criterion.  
Consensus scores for Maturity and Adoptability are then plotted on the Classification Grid for team discussion, as the basis for a consensus recommendation for classifying the specification.   
Adjustments:  
· U = Unknown
· NA = Not applicable
· Deleted “Continuity” from “Maturity of Specification”
1.  Maturity Criteria

	Maturity of Specifications
	Rating (L/M/H)

	Criteria Attributes
	Eisenberg
	McCallie
	Baker
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Consensus

	Breadth of Support
	M
	M
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Stability
	M
	L-M
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Degree of Interoperability among a number of independent, non-coordinated implementations
	M
	M-H
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Adoption of Specification
	M
	L-M
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Voluntary Consensus Standards Body Context
	H
	H
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Overall Rating
	M
	M
	L-M
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Comments:

	Maturity of Underlying Technology
	Rating (L/M/H)

	Criteria Attributes
	Eisenberg
	McCallie
	Baker
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Consensus

	Breadth of Support
	M
	M-H
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Stability
	M
	H
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Degree of Interoperability among a number of independent, non-coordinated implementations
	M
	M
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Adoption of technology components
	L
	L-M
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Platform Support
	M
	H
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Maturity of the technology within its life cycle
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Overall Rating
	M
	M-H
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Market Adoption
	Rating (L/M/H)

	Criteria Attributes
	Eisenberg
	McCallie
	Baker
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Consensus

	Installed Health Case User Base
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Installed User Base Outside of Health Care
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Future projections and anticipated support
	M
	M
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Investments in user training
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Overall Rating
	L
	L
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



Consensus Maturity Rating (L/M/H): __L-M / M / M____________


2.  Adoptability Criteria

	Ease of Implementation/Deployment
	Rating (L/M/H)

	Criteria Attributes
	Eisenberg
	McCallie
	Baker
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Consensus

	Availability of off-the-shelf infrastructure (underlying technology) to support implementation
	L
	M
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Deployment Complexity
	M
	M
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Conformance Criteria and Tests
	L
	M
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Availability of Reference Implementations
	L
	M
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Complexity of Specifications
	M
	L
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Quality and Clarity of Specifications
	M
	H
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Specification Modularity
	H
	??
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Separation of Concerns
	H
	??
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Ease of use of specification
	M
	L
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Degree to which specification uses familiar terms to describe “real-world” concepts
	L
	H
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Runtime Coupling
	H
	NA?
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Degree of Optionality
	M
	M
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Overall Rating
	M
	M
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ease of Operations
	Rating (L/M/H)

	Criteria Attributes
	Eisenberg
	McCallie
	Baker
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Consensus

	Comparison of targeted scale of deployment to actual scale deployed
	M
	NA?
	NA
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Number of operational issues identified in deployment
	U
	NA?
	NA
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Degree of peer-coordination of technical experts needed
	M
	M
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Operational scalability (i.e. operational impact of adding a single node)
	U
	H
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Fit to Purpose
	M
	M-H
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Overall Rating
	M
	M
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Intellectual Property
	Rating (L/M/H)

	Criteria Attributes
	Eisenberg
	McCallie
	Baker
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Name
	Consensus

	Openness
	M
	M
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Accessibility and Fees
	M
	L-M
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Licensing Policy
	H
	H
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Copyrights
	H
	H
	L
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Patents
	H
	H
	H
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Overall Rating
	H
	M
	M
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



Consensus Adoptability Rating (L/M/H): __H / M / L-M____________



Classification Grid



Consensus Classification (Emerging/Pilot/National Standard): ________________________________
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