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SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION

Add a new null flavor called “unencoded”.

	POSITION OF CONCERNED ORGANIZATIONS:



	ORG
	RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL STATUS
	AFFECTED ELEMENTS OF INTEREST TO ORG

	Vocab
	Endorsed
	Primarily deals with coding of information

	
	
	

	
	
	


ISSUE:

In some situations, a code may be sent with only original text or a local code because the sending system is not able to take responsibility for (or doesn’t have the ability to) specify the value in the approved value-set.  However, the expectation is that the receiver or other may be able to find an appropriate code.  The attribute would be considered “null” in that it does not yet have a value from the approved value-set, however, sufficient information exists that an appropriate value might be determined.  This is distinct from OTH (other), which indicates that no appropriate value could be found (as opposed to no-one bothered to look).

While the inability to properly encode an attribute may make the instance non-compliant, it’s still important to be able to distinguish what has happened and recognize the difference between a situation where encoding wasn’t attempted vs. one where no appropriate code could be found.
This proposal was withdrawn from Nov, 2006 harmonization due to concerns that it had not been properly endorsed by the sponsoring committee.  A motion endorsing this proposal to come forward was formally carried by the vocab. committee at the Jan. 2007 WGM.
CURRENT STATE:

NullFlavor


NI (NoInformation)



MSK (masked)



NA (not applicable)



OTH (Other)




NINF (negative infinity)




PINF (positive infinity



UNK (Unknown)




ASKU (AskedButUnknown)




NASK (not asked)




QS (Sufficient Quantity)




TRC (trace)

OPTIONS CONSIDERED:

RATIONALE:

See Issue

RECOMMENDATION DETAILS:

Add the code UNC as follows:

NullFlavor


NI (NoInformation)



MSK (masked)



NA (not applicable)



OTH (Other)




NINF (negative infinity)




PINF (positive infinity



UNC (un-encoded)

Definition: The actual value has not yet been encoded within the approved valueset for the domain.  I.e. Original text or a local code has been specified but translation or encoding to the approved valueset has not yet occurred
Usage note: If it is known that it is not possible to encode the concept, OTH should be used instead.


UNK (Unknown)




ASKU (AskedButUnknown)




NASK (not asked)




QS (Sufficient Quantity)




TRC (trace)

DISCUSSION:

In the future when originalText is added to the Quantity datatypes as part of Datatypes R2, this code would be appropriate there as well.  E.g. A user has typed in “200 milligrams”, and the application has not yet encoded it as <PQ value=”200” unit=”mg”/>.

There is some concern within InM about whether null flavor is an appropriate vehicle for handling concepts such as OTH or Unencoded (or many of the other existing null flavors).  It is possible that this (and other) null flavors may be deprecated as part of datatypes R2.  However, the use-case has been accepted.  At the moment, null flavor is the only existing appropriate option.

ACTION ITEMS:

M&M to implement recommendation

RESOLUTION:

Lloyd/Ted (12:0:0) Motion passes as amended.
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