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Summary Comparison of terms of data sharing, as set out in MOU 
(Signed MOUs appear in this order) 

 
 

State Appendix A – Core data 
elements1 
Each state checks data 
elements that it can provide 
and receive. 

Appendix B – frequency, 
method of exchange and 
transport/access. 

Appendix C – 
variation in terms 
because of state law 
or policy 

Colorado Colorado is able to send and 
receive all data elements except 
“Patient status indicator – 
Provider facility level.” 

Real-time – Colorado agrees to 
provide direct access to its IIS 
web application for client look-
up. Method of transport/access 
is direct IIS access. 
 
Real-time – Colorado agrees to 
provide data one client at a time 
through HL7 queries from other 
parties. Method of 
transport/access is Colorado 
HL7 messaging gateway. 
 
Weekly – Batch data exchange. 
Colorado agrees to provide a 
data file to each party of 
individuals who reside in that 
party’s jurisdiction. Method of 
transport/access is Secure FTP. 
 

No limitations listed. 

Idaho 
 
 
 
 
Idaho 
continued 

Of 61 data elements, Idaho is able 
to send 41 data elements and 
receive 41 data elements. The data 
elements that it can send and 
receive do not mirror one another 
in all instances.  

Real-time – Idaho agrees to 
provide data one client at a time 
through HL7 queries from other 
parties.  Method of 
transport/access is SOAP with 
CDC WSDL unidirectional and 
bidirectional HL7 2.4 and 2.5.1.  
Weekly – Batch data exchange. 
Idaho agrees to provide a data 
file to each party of individuals 
who reside in that party’s 
jurisdiction. Method of 
transport/access is Flat File; 
HL7 2.4; HL7 2.5.1 
unidirectional and bidirectional.  
 

Idaho law does not allow 
for insurance payer 
access; parents can have 
access to IRIS (IIS) 
through authorized users. 
 
Note: The Idaho 
Department of Health and 
Welfare included the 
statement above to 
inform jurisdictions that 
send immunization 
information to it that it 
cannot provide insurance 
payers with access to its 
IIS (Idaho's 
Immunization Reminder 
Information System or 
IRIS) 

                                                        
1 61 data elements are listed, which includes 60 CDC data elements + an additional data element for patient status indicators 
that include active, inactive, MOGE, and other classification. 
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State Appendix A – Core data 
elements1 
Each state checks data 
elements that it can provide 
and receive. 

Appendix B – frequency, 
method of exchange and 
transport/access. 

Appendix C – 
variation in terms 
because of state law 
or policy 

under Idaho Statutes. It 
also wanted to inform 
jurisdictions that send 
immunization 
information that 
at this time, IRIS does not 
have functionality to 
allow direct parent access 
to immunization 
histories, 
thus, parents will need to 
access information from 
IRIS through authorized 
users.  
 

Michigan No information No information 
 

No information 

Minnesota 
 
 
 
 
 

Of 61 data elements, Minnesota is 
able to send 47 data elements and 
receive 50 data elements. All data 
elements that it can send, it can 
also receive. While it can receive 
race, ethnicity, and primary 
language, it cannot send these. 
Minnesota law limits data that can 
be shared to patient's name, 
address, date of birth, gender, 
parent or guardian's name, date 
vaccine was received, vaccine 
type, lot number, and 
manufacturer of all immunizations 
received by the patient, and 
whether there is a 
contraindication or an adverse 
reaction indication. Section 
144.3351.  
 

Real-time – technology not yet 
available. Minnesota agrees to 
provide data one client at a time 
through HL7 queries from other 
parties.  Transport/access 
method is SOAP. 
 
Weekly – Batch data exchange. 
Minnesota agrees to provide a 
data file to each party of 
individuals who reside in that 
party’s jurisdiction. 
Transport/access method is 
PHIN-MS or other automated 
process. 

Receiving state must 
comply with Section 
144.3351, which limits 
data to be shared to 
parties listed in the law 
and elements to be 
shared to elements listed 
in the law. Data may be 
transferred only to 
states/parties that are 
serving the IIS 
participant.  

North 
Dakota 
 
North 
Dakota 
continued 

Of 61 data elements listed, North 
Dakota is able to provide and 
receive 37. All data elements that 
it can send, it also can receive. 

Real-time – North Dakota agrees 
to provide data one client at a 
time through HL7 queries from 
other parties. Method of 
transport/access is 
SOAP/HTTPS. 
 
North Dakota does not list batch 
data exchange. 

Receiving parties may use 
or disclose information 
from the NDIIS only if 
these is a specific nexus 
between an individual’s 
identity and a threat of a 
specific disease, death or 
injury to any individual 
or the public health, and 
use or disclosure of the 
individual’s identity 
would allow the receiving 
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State Appendix A – Core data 
elements1 
Each state checks data 
elements that it can provide 
and receive. 

Appendix B – frequency, 
method of exchange and 
transport/access. 

Appendix C – 
variation in terms 
because of state law 
or policy 

party to prevent or 
significantly reduce the 
possibility of disease, 
injury or death to any 
individual or the public 
health.  
 
NDIIS information 
provided under the MOU 
is Protected Health 
Information subject to 
NDCC Chapter 23-01.3. 
[Note, this law covers 
further disclosure by a 
receiving party, requiring 
compliance with the 
terms above]. 
 

Wisconsin Wisconsin did not complete 
Appendix A to indicate data 
elements that it can send and 
receive. 

Real-time – Wisconsin agrees to 
provide data one client at a time 
through HL7 queries from other 
parties. No method of 
transport/access is listed. 
 
Weekly – Batch data exchange. 
Wisconsin agrees to provide a 
data file to each party of 
individuals who reside in that 
party’s jurisdiction. No method 
of transport/access listed. 
 

No limitations listed. 

 











































































Partnership for Public Health Law Interjurisdictional IIS Data Sharing Memorandum of 
Understanding Template 

Public Health Jurisdiction: _M=ic,,,higan"------------

Agency Name: Michigan Department of Health and Human Services  

Signed by:----------------

Print Name and Title:  Cynthia Green-Edwards, Director, Compliance Office

 Date: ______

Name, title, and contact information for agency representative: 

Bob Swanson, Director, Division of Immunization 

333 South Grand Ave., Lansing, Ml 48909. 517-335-8159 

June 23, 2015, Revised March 7, 2016 Page 6 of!! 

by:----------------

April 10, 2017
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