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SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION

Preparation of RIM for Ballot, and review of Draft-for-comment results identified several changes to the structural vocabulary for the RIM These include four descriptive changes that were found “Persuasive” during Draft-for-comment reconciliation, affecting - ActClass._ActClassRecordOrganizer, ActClass.REG, ActMood. ._ActMoodPredicate and ActMood.PERMRQO -- AND, correcting the Value-set definition for HL7StandardVersionCode which currently gets its codes from the WRONG code system.
VOCABULARY OBJECTS CHANGE SUMMARY
Vocabulary Change XML will be uploaded separately.
	Abbrev.
	Description
	# to add
	# to remove
	# to change

	D
	Concept Domains
	
	
	

	S
	Code Systems
	
	
	

	C
	Concept Codes in a Code System
	
	
	4

	V
	Value Sets
	
	
	1

	B
	Context Bindings
	
	
	


	POSITION OF CONCERNED ORGANIZATIONS:



	ORG
	RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL STATUS
	AFFECTED ELEMENTS OF INTEREST TO ORG

	M&M
	Persuasive
	Four of these Items were found Persuasive when discussed during meetings and conference calls

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


ISSUE:

In preparing the RIMN for Normative Balloting, I have identified a number of Technical Correction changes.  I am seeking acknowledgement of my plan to fix these as TCs.
1. Rene Spronk found four descriptive changes needed to correct content of structural attributes.  The specific changes are listed under recommendation
2. Review of structural codes revealed that the value set “HL7StandardVersionCode” was entered in the DB as getting all codes from the wrong code system..
CURRENT STATE:

As in RIM 2.25
OPTIONS CONSIDERED:

RATIONALE:

Clean up anomalies (or identify them) in the RIM structural vocabulary.
RECOMMENDATION DETAILS:

Code System: ActClass
 Code: _ActClassRecordOrganizer
Old Description: Used to group a set of acts sharing a common context. Organizer structures can nest within other context structures - such as where a document is contained within a folder, or a folder is contained within an HER extract.
New Description: Used to group a set of acts sharing a common context. Organizer structures can nest within other context structures - such as where a document is contained within a folder, or a folder is contained within an EHR extract.
Code System: ActClass

 Code: REG
Old Description: <p>Represents the act of maintaining information about the registration of its associated registered subject. The subject can be either an Act or a Role, and includes subjects such as lab exam definitions, drug protocol definitions, prescriptions, persons, patients, practitioners, and equipment.</p><p>The registration may have a unique identifier - separate from the unique identification of the subject - as well as a core set of related participations and act relationships that characterize the registration event and aid in the disposition of the subject information by a receiving system.<i>Usage notes: </i></p>
New Description: <p>Represents the act of maintaining information about the registration of its associated registered subject. The subject can be either an Act or a Role, and includes subjects such as lab exam definitions, drug protocol definitions, prescriptions, persons, patients, practitioners, and equipment.</p><p>The registration may have a unique identifier - separate from the unique identification of the subject - as well as a core set of related participations and act relationships that characterize the registration event and aid in the disposition of the subject information by a receiving system. </p>
Code System: ActMood
 Code: _ActMoodPredicate
Old Description: <p>Any of the above service moods (e.g., event, intent, or goal) can be turned into a predicate used as a criterion to express conditionals (or queries.)  However, currently we allow only criteria on service events.</p>
New Description: <p>Any of the service moods (e.g., event, intent, or definition) can be turned into a predicate used as a criterion to express conditionals (or queries.)  However, currently we allow only criteria on service events.</p>
Code System: ActMood
 Code: PERMRQO
Old Description: <p>A request for authorization to perform a kind of service.</p><p>This is distinct from RQO which is a request for an actual act. PERMRQ is merely a request for permission to perform an act.<i>Discussion:</i></p>
New Description: <p>A request for authorization to perform a kind of service.</p><p>This is distinct from RQO which is a request for an actual act. PERMRQ is merely a request for permission to perform an act. </p>
Code System: ActMood
 Code: PERMRQO
Old Description: <p>A request for authorization to perform a kind of service.</p><p>This is distinct from RQO which is a request for an actual act. PERMRQ is merely a request for permission to perform an act.<i>Discussion:</i></p>
New Description: <p>A request for authorization to perform a kind of service.</p><p>This is distinct from RQO which is a request for an actual act. PERMRQ is merely a request for permission to perform an act. </p>
Value Set: HL7StandardVersionCode (2.16.840.1.113883.1.11.19373)
 Old Definition: “all codes” from ActRelationshipSubset (2.16.840.1.113883.5.1097)
CORRECT Definition: “all codes” from HL7StandardVersionCode (2.16.840.1.113883.5.1092)
DISCUSSION:

Agreed to propose the change during Ballot reconciliation by M&M.  
ACTION ITEMS:

Consider proposal. Vocabulary Change XML will be uploaded separately..
RESOLUTION:

� identifier by which proposal is known to sponsor
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