NPUAP S3I   01/18/06
Meeting convened at 8:00

Karen Z introduced the group to the project of the day, to use the proposed Terms and Definition content validation form to evaluate a selection of support surfaces brought in for the purpose.

A debate ensued regarding the possibility that the feature set of some products might not be visible to the casual user.  

The group proceeded to evaluate products compared with the evaluation form.

Dave B. opened a discussion on ISO process.  Evan C. reported the need to establish a US body to sponsor work.  He advised that this had to be an accredited group, and ANSI is the most appropriate body.  The options are: 

1) To become an accredited body, be accredited and pay fees to be a member of ANSI.  

a. Requires a $2500 annual fee to cover audits for a minimum of 5-7 years, membership fee, and the standard publication fee.  

b. Total fee cost $8500 first year.   Ongoing fees would be about $4000/yr.  

The value of being a member is that there could be a revenue stream associated with sales of standards downloaded.  The revenues may help to sustain the process.

2) Less expensive route would be to affiliate with RESNA, which is already a standards body.  

a. Would have to form a new subcommittee.

b. We would have to implement a voting procedure with controls.
i. Balloting

ii. Tracking

iii. Version control

c. May offer RESNA a chance to offset some of their ANSI costs.

i. Overall compensation to RESNA for fees, overhead, and administrative costs would have to be negotiated.
Discussion ensued.

It was proposed that additional information be sought in order to bring this issue up at tomorrow’s meeting in conjunction with the late morning “Where do we go from here?” (Pre-ISO) session.  A discussion group was self-identified and after some discussion went into break-out sessions.
01/19/06
Second day group session was convened at 10:15

Summary of reports and activities due before end of meeting:

· Report on T&D and next steps

· Report on S3I organizational structure

· S3I co-chair nominations / votes

· RESNA Proposal discussion and vote

· ISO proposal discussion and vote

· Set next meeting

T&D

Survey support surface characteristics report was distributed.  There was significant confusion in some areas and terms.  The information gained will be used in refinement and education.  

The committee specifically elected to redefine certain terms.  
The Committee proposed a new definition of “Reactive” as:
  “A powered or non-powered support surface that provides a continuous level of pressure redistribution in response to external forces.”

The Committee proposed a new definition of “Integrated bed system” as:  “Integrated bed frame and support surface that are combined into a single unit, whereby the surface is unable to function separately.  
TIG proposed a new definition of “Immersion” as:   “The depth of penetration into the support surface”

It was moved, seconded, and agreed that all terms be voted on separately.

The proposed definition for “Immersion” was approved.  18 of 23 in favor

The proposed definition for “Integrated bed system” was approved.  20 of 23 in favor

The proposed definition for “Reactive” was approved.  18 of 23 in favor.
A proposed amendment was made to revise the newly accepted term “Active”.  

The accepted amended definition for “Active” is:  “A powered support surface with the capability to change its mechanical load distribution.   
The amended definition was adopted, 14 of 23 in favor. 

A proposed amendment was made to revise the accepted term “Reactive” to refine it and bring it into consistency with the adopted “Active” definition.
The accepted amended definition for “Reactive” is:  “A powered or non-powered support surface that changes mechanical load redistribution only in response to external forces.”  

The amended definition was adopted, 14 of 23 in favor.
It was proposed to add an additional term and definition for “Mechanical Load”  
Charlie L. will send an email to the T&D committee for consideration.
The T&D committee will post the terms on the internet to solicit feedback from the community at large.  It was recommended that the terms be posted to the NPUAP website and invite comments to the s3i@list.pitt.edu listserv.

 S3I organizational structure:  

An outline describing the administrative and functional obligations of the S3I was presented by the break out group.  This outline was debated and refined. 
It was moved that this proposal be forwarded to the NPUAP.  The motion was seconded.  It was approved unanimously.
Motions for co-chair were entertained.  Evan Call was nominated for the position of the S3I co-chair.  He accepted the nomination.  

No other nominations were offered.  The vote was called and Evan C was elected as co-chair.

RESNA Proposal:

Evan C presented a series of agreements which are being proposed to RESNA.  Discussion ensued.

Dave M moved to present the proposal as presented to RESNA and to the NPUAP board for their review and approval.  This motion seconded.  No further discussion, affirmed by voice vote.

ISO Proposal:

Dave M presented the purpose and scope developed at the Pre ISO breakout session (see minutes of the meeting) of earlier this morning.  

It was moved to accept the ISO initiative proposal.  The motion was seconded.  The motion carried on a unanimous vote.

Next meeting:  A variety of venues were suggested and discussed.  Early June in Salt Lake was discussed and tentatively approved.  Dates to be determined.
