Recommendation for HL7 RIM Change (continued)


	Recommendation for HL7 RIM and/or Vocabulary Changes
	RECOMMENDATION ID
:
	

	For Harmonization During:
	NOV 2012 
	Security Vocabulary Proposal 2

	Sponsored by
:
	HL7 Security Work Group
	Sponsor’s Draft
:
	Version 1

	Date Approved by Sponsor:
	Pending
	Sponsor’s Status

	Final approval pending

	Editor/ Author:
	Kathleen Connor

	PROPOSALNAME: 
	Add COVERAGE and ETREAT to v:GeneralPurposeOfUse 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Class Model Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Structural Vocabulary Change

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Datatypes Change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other Vocabulary Change


SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION

· Add 2 codes to the v:GeneralPurposeOfUse as requested in “2012Jul_HARM_Approved_FINALPROPOSAL_VOCAB_SECURE_kathleen_connor_Final PurposeOfUse_20120701160914”
VOCABULARY OBJECTS CHANGE SUMMARY
<<REQUIRED – fill in the numbers in the rightmost three columns that total the number of vocabulary changes in the proposal.  This is used to cross-check the accuracy of capturing and applying the requested changes>>
	Abbrev.
	Description
	# to add
	# to remove
	# to change

	D
	Concept Domains
	
	
	

	S
	Code Systems
	
	
	

	C
	Concept Codes in a Code System
	
	
	1

	V
	Value Sets
	
	
	


	B
	Context Bindings
	
	
	


	POSITION OF CONCERNED ORGANIZATIONS:

<<REQUIRED - This table should contain one row for each organization (e.g., TC, SIG, other SDO) known to be interested, and should outline any consultation with – and feedback from – the organization.  Overwrite the examples below. >>

	ORG
	RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL STATUS
	AFFECTED ELEMENTS OF INTEREST TO ORG

	<< Name of affected org.>>
	<<Specify the organization's position on the overall recommendation.  Explain if other than "Endorsed". >>.
	<<For each organization, list model elements affected by the recommendation.>>

	
	
	


ISSUE:

Technical Correction to July 2012 Harmonization Proposal “2012Jul_HARM_Approved_FINALPROPOSAL_VOCAB_SECURE_kathleen_connor_Final PurposeOfUse_20120701160914”
Need to add COVERAGE and ETREAT in GeneralPurposeOfUse value set as approved in previous cycle.
CURRENT STATE:

RECOMMENDATION DETAILS:


[image: image1.emf]GeneralPurposeOfUs e.txt


Add COVERAGE and ETREAT to General POU value sets

	GeneralPurposeOfUse 
Content from code system(s): 
1 ActReason [2.16.840.1.113883.5.8]
Context Bindings to concept domain(s):
ActHealthInformationPurposeOfUseReason in Realm: R1 as CWE 

Description:

Supports communication of purpose of use at a general level

Example:  health payment, treatment

	Lvl
	Content Type
	Code System
	Primary Reference
	Qualifiers/Identifiers

	0
	content
	ActReason
	
	

	1
	. codeBasedContent
	
	COVERAGE
	

	1
	. codeBasedContent
	
	ETREAT
	

	1
	. codeBasedContent
	
	HMARKT
	

	1
	. codeBasedContent
	
	HOPERAT
	

	1
	. codeBasedContent
	
	HPAYMT
	

	1
	. codeBasedContent
	
	HRESCH
	

	1
	. codeBasedContent
	
	PATRQT
	

	1
	. codeBasedContent
	
	PUBHLTH
	

	1
	. codeBasedContent
	
	TREAT
	


DISCUSSION:

<< OPTIONAL - Any additional information needed to understand, evaluate or implement the recommendation, such as model fragments or other context that demonstrates use of the requested change.  Include implications.>>

ACTION ITEMS:

<< REQUIRED - Actions needed to address this recommendation.  Minimal recommended action item is: "M&M to implement recommendation".>>

RESOLUTION:

<< REQUIRED before recommendation can be closed.  Indicates how recommendation was brought to closure. Can include notes on further study or networking required, and by whom.>>

Checklist for HL7 Vocabulary Harmonization Submissions

The following checklist must be completed for each submission and attached as part of the submission posting for every HL7 harmonization proposal that proposes a change to any HL7 terminology artifact.  (Submit your proposal as a zip containing the base proposal and this form, or copy this form onto the end of your proposal.)  If a revised proposal is submitted (e.g. detailed proposal after cover page), a new copy of the checklist must be attached confirming that the revised proposal has been re-reviewed.  The failure to attach a completed checklist will result in the tabling or deferral of the proposal to a subsequent harmonization meeting with the assumption the proposal will be re-introduced with a completed form.

The proposal has been constructed in such a way that the “correct” answer to each question is either “Yes” or “N/A”.  In the event that the answer is “No”, please provide an explanation at the end noting the question number and the reason why the checklist item has not been met.  Harmonization proposals that do not satisfy all checklist items may still be considered at harmonization at the discretion of the harmonization group and the vocabulary maintenance team if there is a satisfactory reason the checklist item could not be met.  Lack of time to complete the form does not constitute a satisfactory reason.

A section of the form may be marked as “N/A” and all checklist items within that section ignored if none of the terminology items submitted apply to that section.

In most circumstances, this checklist should be completed by the sponsor committee’s vocabulary facilitator, but it may be completed by any submitter.

Note: When checking for existing codes, code systems, value sets, etc., please make sure that your RoseTree configuration options are set to display Retired and Deprecated elements, as the “no duplicates” rule applies to those as well.

Before completing this checklist, please consult the following “best practices” and guidelines documents.  (They will be updated from time to time, so please review the documents for changes prior to each harmonization.)

Concept domain & Value set naming: http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=Concept_Domain_Naming_Conventions
http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=Value_Set_Naming_Conventions
Definitions: http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=Annotations_Best_Practices
Terminology Good Practices: http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=Good_Terminology_Practices
General

1. Has the proposal, in its final form, been reviewed by the sponsor committee’s vocabulary facilitator (mark N/A if there is no facilitator)? (  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - No;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)

2. Have you completely filled out header section for the proposal and checked that the dates are correct and the submission number is unique across all of your submissions for this harmonization cycle? ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - No;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)

3. Have you filled out the summary form identifying the number of created, updated and deprecated objects of each type? ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;)

4. Has your proposal been submitted to and reviewed by all relevant WGs and been formally endorsed (with a vote recorded in the WG minutes) to be brought forward to harmonization?  (For harmonization submissions from international affiliates, approval by an appropriate affiliate level committee or project is sufficient, though submission to the relevant HL7 UV WG is strongly recommended.) ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - No;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)

New Concept Domains ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)
Revised Concept Domains ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)
Revised Code in Code System (( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)
Added or Revised Code in Code System ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)
New Value Sets ( FORMCHECKBOX 
- N/A)
New or Modified Value Sets ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)

For all value sets created or modified as part of this proposal:
5. That any modified value sets are not flagged as immutable. ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;  FORMCHECKBOX 
- No;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)

6. For non-immutable value sets, have you provided a description that explains the scope of the value set and the “owning” WG that should be responsible for determining how the value set definition evolves over time? ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;  FORMCHECKBOX 
- No;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)  Security WG owns the value set and will be responsible for determining how the value set definition evolves over time.
7. Have you defined all required properties for value sets drawn from one of the following structural code systems? ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - No;  FORMCHECKBOX 
- N/A)

a. ActClass: Formal class name, formal name for association from participation to Act
b. ActMood: Formal name
c. ActRelationshipType: Formal name from Act to outbound ActRelationship, ActRelationship to source Act, ActRelationship to target Act and Act to inbound ActRelationship; Sort for Act to inbound ActRelationship and Act to outbound ActRelationship

d. EntityClassFormal class name

e. EntityDeterminer: Formal name

f. ParticipationType: Formal name from Act to Participation and Role to Participation; Sort from Act to Participation and Role to Participation

g. RoleClass: Formal name, Participation to Role name, Role to player Entity name, Entity to played Role name, Entity to scoped Role name, Role to scoper Entity name, Entity to played Role sort, Entity to scoped Role sort

h. RoleLinkType: Formal name from Role to outbound RoleLink, RoleLink to source Role, RoleLink to target Role and Role to inbound RoleLink; Sort for Role to inbound RoleLink and Role to outboundRoleLink

8. Have you checked that your value set name and description are correctly spelled (and for descriptions, have correct grammar) using U.S. language settings, and is consistent with the current Value Set naming conventions? ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - No;  FORMCHECKBOX 
- N/A) 
9. Have you checked that all references to codes in your value set definition identify their associated code system and actually exist within the current version of their respective code systems (both HL7 and external code systems)? ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - No;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)

10. Have you verified that if your value set content definition is enumerated (extensional) that there is no appropriate or better way to define it as an expression-based (intentional) definition? ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - No;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)

11. For expression-based value set content definitions, have you confirmed that your expression is expressed in a way that is fully defined against the HL7 metamodel? ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - No;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - N/A)

a. For code-based value sets, identify whether the head-code is included or not

b. For code-based value sets, identify whether the included codes should be children, all descendants or leaf nodes only

c. For code based value sets, that the specific type of association to be navigated is identified if it is something other than the subsumption relationship

d. For complex value sets, that they are expressed as a combination of unions, intersections and exclusions where “order of operations” is clearly documented

e. For property-based value sets, that the referenced property names actually exist in their respective code systems and are spelled correctly

f. That for mnemonic-based value sets, that the reg-ex expression to be evaluated against the codes is a valid reg-ex expression

12. If deprecating a value set, have you identified a reason for the deprecation and provided guidance for what should be used instead? ( FORMCHECKBOX 
 - Yes;  FORMCHECKBOX 
 - No;  FORMCHECKBOX 
- N/A)

New Binding Realms ( FORMCHECKBOX 
- N/A)
New Context Bindings  FORMCHECKBOX 
N/A)
Explanation for N/A Items

� 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





�Add 2 codes: ETREAT and COVERAGE to GeneralPurposeOfUse value set.  


�Add 2 codes: ETREAT and COVERAGE to GeneralPurposeOfUse value set.  (2) Add COVERAGE and child codes ENROLLM, ELIGVER and ELIGDRTM to PurposeOfUse value set.  Fix 3 instance of typo in POU value set text blocks





_1411284583/GeneralPurposeOfUse.txt
	</valueSet>

	<valueSet id="2.16.840.1.113883.1.11.20449" name="GeneralPurposeOfUse">

		<annotations>

			<documentation>

				<description>

					<text>

						<p>Supports communication of purpose of use at a general level.</p>

					</text>

				</description>

			</documentation>

		</annotations>

		<version versionDate="2012-08-02">

			<supportedCodeSystem>2.16.840.1.113883.5.8</supportedCodeSystem>

			<supportedLanguage>en</supportedLanguage>

			<content codeSystem="2.16.840.1.113883.5.8">

				<codeBasedContent code="COVERAGE"/>			

				<codeBasedContent code="ETREAT"/>

				<codeBasedContent code="HMARKT"/>

				<codeBasedContent code="HOPERAT"/>

				<codeBasedContent code="HPAYMT"/>

				<codeBasedContent code="HRESCH"/>

				<codeBasedContent code="PATRQT"/>

				<codeBasedContent code="PUBHLTH"/>

				<codeBasedContent code="TREAT"/>


