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2006 National ELR Survey Data

2. Does your state/jurisdiction have legislation specifically requiring/regulating electronic lab
reporting?

2006. ELR Legislation (No. 2)

No I
. Legislation
legislation, ]
40 13 Website, 6

No
Website, 7

VA | http://legl.state.va.us/cgi-bin/legp504.exe?000+reg+12VAC5-90-90

1A http://www.legis.state.ia.us/Rules/Current/iac/64liac/6411/6411.pdf

WA | http://www.doh.wa.gov/notify/

CT | http://www.dph.state.ct.us/Publications/publications-htm#R

PA | http://www.pabulletin.com/secure/data/vol33/33-20/941.html

MN | www.health.state.mn.us/divs/idepc/dtopics/reportable/rule/index.html

3. ldentify the current stage of ELR for your jurisdiction.

2006. Current Stage of ELR (No. 3)
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Continued... giuazsntostics Labeorp ol f\aRb%ijatories
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5. Are reportable lab result disease data being received electronically from regional or in-state

private labs?
6. For your state/regional public health lab (PHL).
7. What other data sources are transmitting data to your ELR system?

2006. Data Received from Other Sources (No.s 5,6,7)
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6. ELR status of public health lab.

2006. Public Health Lab ELR Status (No. 6)

18

# Jurisdictions
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flow

Data Status

8. Does your ELR system distribute lab data to appropriate county/local public health
organizations?

2006. Status of Data Sent to LHDs (No. 8)
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9. ELR data are being distributed to which of the following state/jurisdictional public health
personnel/programs?

02006. Status of Data Sent to State Programs (No. 9)
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10. What was the source of your ELR components/system?

Developed
by
Contractors,
15

2006. Source of ELR System (No. 10)

Purchased,
13

Developed in-
house, 12

5/8/2007

11. For purchased ELR components/system, indicate the vendor and system. (Note: These
numbers not verified/edited, they directly reflect the survey results)

Vendor System

Atlas 1 LabWorks 0
CDC 8 NBS/PHIN MS/PDP 7
DiagnosisONE 0

Eclipsys 2 eLink 3
IBM 1 WebSphere IIS DataStage Enterprise 1
Information Technology International 0 PHS3 0
Microsoft 2 BizTalk 2
NeoTools 2 Neolntegrate 2
Orion 4 Rhapsody 5
Quovadx 2 Cloverleaf 2
Sybase 1 ECMap, ECGateway 1
Other 9 Other 6

12. Which NEDSS/PHIN components are you currently utilizing in your production ELR system?

2006. NEDSS Components Utilized (No. 12)
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13. HL7 formats accepted in ELR.

2006. HL7 Versions Accepted (No. 13)
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13. HL7 formats accepted in ELR. (Continued)
2006. HL7 Message Types Accepted (No. 13)
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14. Non-HL7 formats accepted in ELR.

2006. Non-HL7 Message Types Accepted (No. 14)
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15. Percentage of ELR lab reports received in non-HL7 format.

2006. Non-HL7 Messages - Percentage of Total
Lab Reports Received (No. 15)
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16. Percentage of lab reports received via manual data entry web pages.
2006. Manual Web Data Entry - Percentage of Total
Lab Reports Received (No. 16)
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17. With which LIS/LIMS vendors and formats is your jurisdiction working?

5/8/2007

2006. LIS Vendors and Formats (No. 17)
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Continued... Antek Cerner GE LabWare McKesson Meditech Misys
VT
WA Yes
WI
WV Yes
WY
18. Components of ELR security, both current and future.
» 2006. ELR Security System Components (No. 18)
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19. Usage of ELR data.
0 2006. ELR Data Uses (No. 19)
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