Comments on Readiness slides
This is a good start.  There are a few things that I think need clarification. 

1. New slide after #8 (organization and process)

Slide 8 doesn’t seem to cover aspects of the document (standard, specification) itself – such as its maturity level, availability of tests/tools to facilitate its correct implementation, adoption level, etc.  Some of this may be implied in slide 10.

2.  Slide 10, lifecycle maturity.  SDO box.   

Is it the case that we are not limiting this to only standards from formal SDOs?

Rather than just these examples, suggest having a list of questions that could be used in assessing readiness be developed. 

Suggest the box for SDO develops be expanded to include or indicate some of the states of a standard (at least draft standard, standard).  It may be the case that a draft standard (e.g., HL7’s Draft Standard for Trial Use EHR-system Functional Model) would be mature enough to use.

What does Standard is tested mean?

3. Slide 11, Other considerations

There is only 1 consideration here – ‘prior history and existing sources’ 

Think that this is misnamed.  NCSVH, CHI, etc are not sources of standards – they don’t make standards. They are recommending groups of standards or portfolio of standards or frameworks.  Additionally, regulations and laws are just that, not standards.

There are other organizations that create frameworks or sets of standards – e.g., IHE, American Telemendicine Association (did this for an areas of ophthalmology telehealth).  Don’t forget the professional societies or consortium (especially those in the IT world)
Suggest: bullet – organizations creating framework of standards, bullet – jurisdictional laws (HIPAA, ePrescribing regs, etc), bullet – accepted best practices and/or recommendations.

