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Meeting Summary
Date:
September 2, 2008
Time:  5-7 pm EDT
CNPII Members Present: Linda Thede, PhD, RN-BC, Chair; Gail Keenan, PhD, RN; Mary Lynn McHugh, PhD, RN; Marcelline “Marcy” Harris, PhD, RN, alternate; Susan A. Matney, MS, RN, alternate; Dianne S. Moore, PhD, RN, CNM, MN, MPH, alternate
CNPII Members Absent: Lynn M. Geren, MSN, RN; Margaret Ross Kraft, PhD, RN; Kathryn A. Lesh, MS, RN; 
Diane Todd Pace, PhD, APRN, BC; Poldi Tschirch, PhD, RN,BC
Staff : Carol Bickford, PhD, RN,BC; Yvonne Humes, MSA

	Agenda Item
	Discussion
	Action

	1.  Welcome, Introductions and Announcements
	Meeting was called to order by the new chairperson, Linda Thede. She thanked Gail Keenan for her years of service and significant contributions as the CNPII chair. Dr. Keenan will continue to serve as a regular CNPII member. The article written by Vicky Elfrink was not accepted by Computers, Informatics, and Nursing. Agenda was reviewed for additions or edits.
	

	2.  Review of August 1, 2008, Conference Call Summary
	The August 1, 2008, conference call summary was submitted electronically for review and approval. Members discussed the merits of granting public access to meeting summaries to nurses and other organizations. Staff will explore the implications of this option. Staff suggested an alternative might be to identify the CNPII strategic initiatives as part of the committee’s web presence. Discussion will continue at the October meeting.
	Motion for approval of the August 1, 2008, conference call summary was made by Gail Keenan and seconded by Mary McHugh.  Motion carried.  

Add question about public access of meeting summaries to the October agenda.

	3. Nursing Terminologies  Recognition Criteria
	An in-depth discussion ensued about the implications of the proposed recognition criteria for the nursing terminologies. One member asked about the rigor of the research associated with the development of the terminologies and if ANA would be subject to criticism in the absence of such evidence of reliability and validity. CNPII members were comfortable with the existing criteria statements and were ready to forward for Congress on Nursing Practice and Economics review and approval.
	Gail Keenan moved to accept the recognition criteria as written, with a second by Mary McHugh.  All were in favor.

	4.  SNOMED CT®
	Extensive discussion ensued about the SNOMED CT® and the integration of nursing terminologies within that reference terminology. SNOMED CT® has been accepted as a standard for the U.S. government’s health information technology effort. 

Members familiar with the architecture of SNOMED CT® reported that nursing concepts cannot be uniquely identified without the use of mappings that have already been created and must be purchased. Only the concepts, and not the accompanying frameworks and detailed terms, have been integrated into the 18 SNOMED CT® hierarchies. The International Health Terminologies Standards Development Organization (IHTSDO), new owners of SNOMED CT®, did not purchase nursing terminology mappings from the developer and original owner, the College of American Pathologists (CAP). IHTSDO requires that a robust use case accompany any request or recommendation for IHTSDO to purchase the CAP mappings. 
	Information.


	5. ICNP
	The International Classification for Nursing Practice (ICNP®) has received recognition from the World Health Organization (WHO) within its Family of International Classifications. ICN is engaged with IHTSDO about inclusion of ICNP® within SNOMED CT®
	Information.

	6. Future of Nursing Terminologies
	CNPII’s goal is to have standardized nursing terminologies in practice and educational settings.  The use of SNOMED CT® poses problems because a business or use case and an information model for nursing are missing. Susan Matney identified that any model must be tested and the research must affirm the linkages.
Marci Harris introduced considerations related to a use case for nursing terminologies: Propose:  A set of use cases for evaluating "terminology" and

information models, 3 are below and there are probably others.

Data capture:  When do nurses need to see ANA recognized terminologies

in the process of doing documentation and communications?

Data transfer across applications:  When do we as a discipline need to

assure there are open reference terminologies and classifications and

open information models that can guarantee semantic interoperability

across software applications?

Data retrieval and analysis:  When is it important to have local content

mapped to standard terminologies and/or classification systems to assure

comparable data for reporting purposes?
Marci Harris also identified 3 questions that must be answered:

1) What standard terminology(ies) need to be taught to students and users in practice?
2) What model drive architecture describes nursing practice?

3) What is quality content and how is that represented in a standardized terminology?
Letting the vendors go their own way is not wise. Moving nursing terminologies into an open source framework might be an effective strategy.
	Marci Harris and Susan Matney will be meeting with in the near future with William Goosen to discuss collaboration on creating a nursing model and will provide a report back to the CNPII about any discussion and decisions.

Add this set of questions to the October meeting agenda for further discussion and refinement.
Another discussion with Betsy Humphreys from the National Library of Medicine may be helpful in formulating an action plan.

	7.  Strategic Plan
	In preparation for next month’s conference call meeting, CNPII members were asked to review the strategic plan and be prepared to finalize the content to send forward to the CNPE for approval. This will also help ANA staff plan for 2009 budget requirements.
	Staff will post the document to the NurseSpace website and also forward the strategic plan to members via e-mail.

	8. Continued Engagement of Past CNPII Members
	Members expressed the desire to remain in contact with past CNPII members and seek their input on select topics. Various commercial communication strategies are available-Google.com mailing list, SmartBrief group, for example. Staff will explore ANA’s options and report back.
	Staff to identify communications options and report back to the CNPII.

	9. New October Meeting Date
	Members had no objection to the chair’s request to reschedule the next conference call meeting to October 14, 2008 from 5-7 pm ET.

Members were asked to think about selecting a co-chair person who can lead the November meeting because of the scheduled absence of the chairperson.
	Mark personal calendars for meeting date on October 14, 2008, 5-7 pm ET.

	10. Agenda Items for October Conference Call
	Potential list of topics for October 14th agenda:
1) Finalization of strategic plan

2) Public access of meeting summaries

3) Documentation questions

4) Selection of co-chair person
	Information.

	11. Adjournment
	Motion to adjourn the meeting was made Dianne Moore with a second by Mary Lyn McHugh.  Motion carried.  Meeting adjourned at 6:45pm.
	


PAGE  
1
C:\Users\Linda\Documents\CNPII\2008WebPage\Sept 2-2008 Meeting Summary.doc

