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	PROPOSALNAME: 
	Correct Attribute Cardinality

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Class Model Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Structural Vocabulary Change

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Datatypes Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other Vocabulary Change


SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION

Change Cardinality of attributes Attachment.id & Attachment.text from 1..1 to 0..1, or else set their “conformance” to Required.
VOCABULARY OBJECTS CHANGE SUMMARY
N/A
	Abbrev.
	Description
	# to add
	# to remove
	# to change

	D
	Concept Domains
	
	
	

	S
	Code Systems
	
	
	

	C
	Concept Codes in a Code System
	
	
	

	V
	Value Sets
	
	
	

	B
	Context Bindings
	
	
	


	POSITION OF CONCERNED ORGANIZATIONS:



	ORG
	RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL STATUS
	AFFECTED ELEMENTS OF INTEREST TO ORG

	M&M
	Persuasive
	Received as Ballot reconciliation comment, and agreed to submission of Harmonization proposal with a recommendation of “Approve”

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


ISSUE:

In re: attributes Attachment.id & Attachment.text :The cardinality for these attributes are 1..1 which similar to the structural attributes. Are these attributes Mandatory similar to Act.classCode or Do they have to be marked 0..1 as against to 1..1.
CURRENT STATE:

Cardinality is 1..1
OPTIONS CONSIDERED:

OTHER option is to display the "not required" conformance for all attributes with blank conformance.
RATIONALE:

Provide RIM consistency of cardinality assignment.
RECOMMENDATION DETAILS:

Change cardinality of designated attributes to 1..1
DISCUSSION:

Agreed to during Ballot reconciliation by M&M
ACTION ITEMS:

Recommend APPROVE and make the Changes
RESOLUTION:

Recommendation Details: Template for Vocabulary Proposal

EXISTING CONTEXT: positions the proposal within the HL7 vocabulary, and provides related descriptions necessary for understanding and evaluating the proposal.  Use as many levels as necessary in each hierarchy illustrated.
RIM_nnnn


Concept Code (conceptID = xxxxxx)



Concept Code (conceptID = xxxxxx)




Concept Code (conceptID = xxxxxx)

Description [optional]: provide existing description for any concept for which description is to be changed, or where specifics in the description are critical to understanding the proposed change.  Descriptions may occur at multiple levels, but are illustrated in this template only once.

Parent (RoleClass / ActClass / EntityClass ( choose one) [required for roleCode, actCode, and entityCode concepts]: give the full hierarchy for the classCode to which the code belongs.


Concept Code for classCode (conceptID = xxxxxx)



Concept Code for classCode (conceptID = xxxxxx)




Concept Code for classCode (conceptID = xxxxxx)

Description of classCode: provide existing description only for the classCode to which the code belongs

Value Set [optional]: for any concept for which a valueSet change is proposed, list (or describe) existing value sets of interest in evaluating the proposal.

RECOMMENDATION: freeform description of the recommended changes, making reference to the Existing Context as appropriate.

Always provide conceptID when mentioning any existing concept.

For all new concepts and values, provide:


Concept Code


Concept Name (print name)


Concept Description

� identifier by which proposal is known to sponsor


� must be sponsored by an HL7 TC, the HL7 International Committee, an HL7 SIG, or an ANSI or ISO accredited SDO


� for sponsor tracking only; not for Harmonization identification


� for sponsor tracking only, Sponsor’s status must be “Approved” for submission to Harmonization





