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	HL7 Attachments Working Group Meeting Minutes
Location: San Antonio, TX
	Date: January 17, 2017
Time: 1:30 – 5:00

	Facilitator
	Durwin Day
	Note taker(s)
	Penny Probst

	

	Quorum Requirements Met:  Yes 
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	Last Name
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	Liora
	Alschuler
	Lantana

	Calvin
	Beebe
	Mayo Clinic

	Tony
	Benson
	BCBSAL

	Keith
	Boone
	GE Healthcare

	Fahmi
	Boussetta
	Almerys

	Chris
	Brancato
	DOD/Deloitte

	Laurie
	Burckhardt
	WPS

	Mary Lynn
	Bushman
	National Government Services

	Patrick
	Cannady
	American Dental Association

	Chris
	Cioffi
	Anthem

	Durwin
	Day
	HCSC  ***co-chair***

	Robert
	Dieterle
	CMS/ONC Contractor

	Vini
	Elevathingal
	Horizon BCBS

	Craig
	Gabron
	PGBA ***co-chair***

	Peter
	Gilbert
	Meridian Health Plan

	Christol
	Green
	Anthem

	Phil
	Heinrich
	DHCS

	Robin
	Isgett
	BCBS of SC

	Lenel
	James
	BCBSA

	Greg 
	Jones
	McKesson

	Jocelyn
	Keegan
	Navinet

	Farrah
	Khan
	BCBSA

	Matt
	Klischer
	CMS

	Craig
	Knier
	McKesson

	Mary Kay
	McDaniel
	Cognosante

	Debbi
	Meisner
	Change Healthcare

	Jamie
	Mosteller
	Cerner

	Jean
	Narcisi
	ADA

	Lisa
	Nelson
	Life Over Time Solutions/"Janie Appleseed"

	Paul
	Oates
	Cigna

	M'Lynda
	Owens
	Cognosante

	David
	Parker
	Defined IT/DoD/VA

	Penny
	Probst
	Highmark, Inc

	Guillaume
	Rossignol
	Almerys

	Sam
	Rubenstein
	Montefiore

	Benoit
	Schoeffler
	Alterys

	Corey
	Spears
	Infor

	Robin
	Williams
	Lantana

	Sherry
	Wilson
	Jopari




[bookmark: DDE_LINK]Agenda Topics
1. Attachments on FHIR (FHIR api to send attachments)


Supporting Documents:  

			
	
Minutes/Conclusions Reached:
1. Attachments on FHIR (FHIR api to send attachments)
· The Cooperative Exchange will be doing a survey on attachments
· 95% attachments unstructured.  Structured attachments are needed to automate processes
· Clearinghouses are looking at FHIR to allow stakeholders to be able to move quickly and provide specificity of data.  It also leverages common web standards and common IT infrastructures.  There is flexibility and freedom to innovate.  Extensibility is built in out of the box
· Rick presented a demo
· It was noted that we must ensure FHIR resources include all metadata required in the X12 transactions
· There are FHIR Resources that can be used for attachments:   Communication Request (277RFI) Communication (275)
· Christol provided a summary of Anthem's activities and participation in the FHIR Connectathon
· They were testing attachments, both solicited and unsolicited.  They communicated directly to a provider and through a clearinghouse.  
· They also worked with Paul to have pended claim trigger communication request
· Next steps: a missing field for payload type for structured LOINC code was identified.  Improve the prior auth scenario, consider FHIR attachments imp guide
· Anthem is not waiting for mandates
· They have implemented a FHIR server with 27 FHIR resources.  Currently in QA
· Working with a vendor
· Use cases:  quality measures,  gaps in care
· They are aggregators of data
· It is a work in progress
· Anthem is still working with a lot of proprietary formats, as well as HL7 V2 and V3, CCDA
· Other tracks of interest - Financial Management Payer Extract (for HEDIS), C-CDA on FHIR
· Future discussions:  security and authentication
· Rick provided a demo example using postman.  Query to FHIR server
· The group participated in a hands-on exercise following Rick's instruction

	Actions
· none
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Agenda Topics
1. Industry Updates
2. Review of Attachments Guide
3. May Out of Cycle Meeting
4. RELMA (Dan)
5. Periodontal Attachment (Russ)

Supporting Documents: posted on the AWG website as indicated


	

Minutes/Conclusions Reached:
1.  Industry Updates
· Debbi had heard that CMS is waiting to see what happens with the new administration before continuing work on the regulations
· X12 is meeting in Seattle at the end of the month
· WEDI is looking for presentations for the spring conference
2.  Review of Attachments Guide (posted on AWG website)
·  Debbi added Liora's changes for section 4.  Liora is going to rewrite/reorganize section 4 and will have it done mid next week.  .
· Liora will send updates to Dan and Bob, make updates based on their comments and have ready to discuss for Tuesday meeting on  2/7/17.
· There was a review of the spreadsheet and sometimes the references to other comments didn't always address everything in the comment.  Liora has an analyst reviewing this. This should be ready the same time as her changes
· Debbi marked all changes with the related comments.  Commenters can review the comments to make sure the changes address the comment
· Added appendix H - Examples of Base64 Encoding.  This is directly from Rick.  There was discussion and modifications will be made. 
· There was a lengthy discussion about requiring OIDs for MemberIDs in section 3.4:   
· Not all payers have an ID
· Providers still would need to know which they are using
· As long as a payer has an ID, <id null flavor = 'UNK' extension = 'MemberID> could be used. 
· We need to define patientID. Leave this to the X12 transaction to identify the member ID.  If it gets detached, add the necessary metadata from the X12 transaction
· If the payer wants to use the memberID for the patientID OID, they would have to request an OID
· We will add the OID document to the resource list.  
· IT was suggested to use the UNK OID above and write business rules if it needs to be specific
· The UNK option should be in the guide and maybe in the ACP
· The link to the OID document was corrected. 
· There was a suggestion to add subsection4.3.1 - How to Use OIDs in Attachments. This was agreed to by the group. 
· The group continues review of Mary Lynn's comments
· Section 3.3.1 does not include xml text (narrative).  After discussion, it is considered structured since it has a begin and end text tag.  Corey suggested changing the text of the first bullet (nonXMLBody) to what is in the spec.  The first bullet applies only to structured, not nonXML.    This section has to be reworded (maybe section 3.5 as well) to clarify and cover this.  We may need to educate the industry 
· Section 3.6.2 - standards for base64 encoding.  The revision made answered her question
· Section 6 - reference to 'supplement' should be changed because this no longer a supplemental guide, it should be 'in this guide'.  Debbi will change this throughout the guide
· Section 7.1 - conformance AIGEX HD1.  The note has been removed, which addressed the concern
· Section 7.2 - are conformance statements SD2 and SD4 duplicates?  They were changed and the numbers updated.  They are not duplicates. SD7 and SD8 also are not duplicates 
· Appendix H needs to be rearranged.  After discussion, this content has to be reviewed and restructured.  
3. May Out of Cycle Meeting
· There was discussion about the need for an out of cycle meeting and potential agenda items
· The group agreed there should be an out of cycle meeting to address plans for education, responses to industry questions, collaboration with WEDI and X12, etc
· Options for locations: 1) Hollywood (tag onto the WEDI meeting for Thursday afternoon and Friday), 2) Nashville (CMS may be able to attend), 3) Las Vegas (held previous out of cycle meeting here, inexpensive), or 4) Chicago (take advantage of FHIR connectathon)
· Durwin will investigate and present findings to the group for discussion
4. RELMA
· Dan shared the updates to the RELMA tabs
· The current release is December 2016.  revisions on the HIPAA tab:  added new tab listing all LOINC codes valid for attachment requests, subset that includes 2 types: 1) generic  top level codes (have IGs), 2) documents approved by this group that do not have IGs
· Database content - one row per term, about 50 attributes per term.   Previously, field 'HL7 attachment structure' = blank, structured or unstructured.  Now it is 'IG exists' or 'No IG exists' for those applicable.  Dan explained the various class values.  Values were added for valid HL7 Attachment Request 
· Attachments Landing page was updated to reflect the words now using
· There are four tabs - 1) collects all documents with IGs dropdowns for document type codes, preferred code is at the top with a star 2)documents without IGS - didn't change other than labels 3) valid attach requests and 4) request modifier codes - time window and doc template attach request modifier (5 values)
· It is possible to add valid codes over time.   Updates are made at the request of AWG only.  Requesters will be guided to AWG to submit request
· There was discussion about options for returning LOINCs and how to identify, restrict, etc.  Currently you have to use the LOINCs on the list (IG or no IG); there are options for returning LOINCs based on what the provider has.  How do we constrain the response options?  Or do we? The consensus is that this isn't going to be a problem. 
· We need to look at codes for education/outreach
· We have to update codes in LOINC table in section C.2.  Care plan should be 18776-5 not 52… Bob will update the table
· There are provisions for explaining the maintenance of the codes
5. Periodontal Attachment
· Russ reviewed the comments (19 negatives) and recorded the responses
· Comment 2 - Persuasive.  Extension date should be the expected published date.
· Comment 3 - Persuasive. Change to allow for additional participants.    
· Comment 9 - Persuasive with mod. Data for measurements - convey measurement or indicate it is way out of norm.  Suggestion to model changing code for measured value or non measured value (nullFlavor = PINF).  This model has been used before.  
· Comment 10 - Persuasive with mod. Periodontal exam section.  Change modeling for furcation. There is no way to use the bundling to relate it to a tooth- changed modeling.  
· Comment 13 - Not Persuasive with mod. similar to comment 10 above 
· Comment 15 - Persuasive. Oral hygiene, use Q&A model with LOINC and value set.  
· Comment 17 - Persuasive. Furcation, discussed above.  
· Ben made the motion to approve disposition of comments 2,3,9,10,13,15 and 17 as noted above
· Jean second
· Vote:  20 approve , 0 disapprove, 3 abstain
· Comment 47 - Not persuasive.  Use template title from CDA or this one? This one avoids confusion. No change.  
· Comment 48 - Not persuasive. Same as above (47)
· Comment 49 - Persuasive with mod. Chapter 10 value sets.  Suggest adding all value sets.  Some are very big.  Could include a set # as examples or include none.  They all have urls to find lists. Laurie suggested adding to the introduction 'at the time of this publication…' stating that these are just examples and include a couple.   
· Comment 50 - Persuasive. Tables with unknown code systems.  Code systems aren't in HL7 tooling.  Some will go away because they are no longer needed.  Russ will work with vocabulary to have them added.  This will be addressed in the harmonization process.  
· Comment 51, 52, 53 - Withdrawn. Comments posted to wrong ballot
· Comment 72 Defer to other related comment (persuasive). Page 70.  Need code for narrative.  
· Comment 157 - Persuasive. Sample file doesn't validate.  Will correct sample
· Comment 162 - Persuasive. Replace images section 2.2, supplied images.  Work with commenter.  
· Comment 176 - Persuasive. Replace images section 2.2, supplied images.  Work with commenter.  
· Comment 187 - Persuasive. Replace images section 2.2, supplied images.  Work with commenter.  
· Laurie made motion to approve dispositions of comments 30, 31,32,33,51,52,53,72,157,162,176, and187 as noted above
· Jean second
· Vote:  20 approve , 0 disapprove,  2 abstain
· Topics as noted above will be taken to harmonization in March for vocab.  It should be ready to publish by June
· Nancy thanked all contributors
· Resourcing for Orthodontics Attachment needs to be determined.  This is not an immediate need. Nancy and Jean will discuss

	Actions 
· Bob:  Update LOINCs in table in C.2
· Nancy/Jean:  Discuss resourcing and next steps for Orthodontics Attachment
· Russ:  follow up on comments as noted above
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Time: 9:00 – 12:30
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	Brian
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	NADP

	Craig
	Gabron
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Agenda Topics
1. Review of Attachments Guide (cont'd)
2. FHIR Repository Updates (Bob)
3. CDA on FHIR ballot comments (Lenel)
4. Periodontal Attachment  (Russ)

Supporting Documents: 
	posted on the AWG website as indicated

Minutes/Conclusions Reached:
1. Review of Attachments Guide  (posted on AWG website)
· Section 3.4.1 - Laurie shared proposed language for OIDs in attachments and the use of UNK in nullFlavor
· The OID is for an organization, not a member.  
· There was discussion about whether all payers already have OIDs.  The group does not agree that all payers currently have OIDs. 
· There was discussion about how providers will know payer OIDs in order to populate the transactions.  Further discussion and education are needed.  
· Additional revisions will be made
· Appendix H
· The group reviewed the revisions Debbi made based on previous discussion,  and discussed options for where and how to include the remaining content
· Introductory text is needed to indicate that we do not support external files and how to embed and extract a file. 
· There was a question as to whether the appendix title should be changed to reflect embedding/extracting.  No decision reached
· Section 3.3.1 - Durwin sent this to Liora for review.  She should be made aware that we don't support the external files.  Bob volunteered to rewrite this. 
2.  FHIR Repository Updates
· A group was asked to create an HL7-wide repository and governance process for all FHIR artifacts (resources, extensions, profiles, IGs, etc).
· AWG is a co-sponsor
· They are not procuring artifacts, just writing the specs
· A method to track maturity of artifacts is needed.  This is an issue if it doesn't get fixed soon
· This is not a registry.  There are other registry projects.
· This is the solution to multiple organizations developing extensions independently
· Lenel provided use cases - VBC/Quality Measures, and Attachments
· This is designed for US Realm, but will be valuable to others
· There are accessibility levels 1 - 5. Each level has requirements
· They are about 60% through the process. The goal is to be ready for review a week from Monday.  It will then be posted to the wiki for feedback. It is not going to ballot.   If all goes well, it will be published in March 
3.  CDA on FHIR ballot comments
· Lenel shared his comments about the statement In front matter that says that they hope 80% of needs will be met by US/DAF core, which is the 20 elements required for meaningful use.  This may not be a true statement. The comment is that this is a beginning and represents a portion of the needs 
· Coded data is based on DAF Core - added 'and FHIR existing structured content to support documents'
· DAF CORE doesn't have discharge or admission diagnosis.  This is coded in FHIR
· When the comments were shared with Kaiser, they agreed and changed their vote from affirmative.
· Value set for allergies table:  the name is the same for Allergy Intolerance in CDA and CDA on FHIR but the OIDs are difference.  FHIR added elements for SNOMED. If the FHIR Allergy intolerance is used and mapped to CDA, not CDA on FHIR, they wouldn't map correctly.   There may be other examples like this.  This should be addressed. The short term solution is to note there could be differences. Long term solution is to normalize value sets.  Bob noted that if a value set is Open in CDA, it can be updated immediately.
· SDWG will begin ballot recon today Q3
· Grahame announced yesterday that the deadline for FHIR release 3 is March
· Cambia committed a resource to look at the finance related content  
· Lenel has gotten commitment from other organizations to review this as well
4. Periodontal Attachment
·  Terminology harmonization
· Need to get final OIDs
· Some value sets will go away because they were changed to codes/values
· The SNODENT codes are straightforward. There was discussion about using SNODENT vs SNOMED.   It appears implementers prefer SNOMED CT (SNODENT). Russ will talk to publisher/vocabulary/terminology authority.  
· Dental Universal Numbering System
· Miller Mobility Classification is in LOINC.  This was found on ada.org.  LOINC doesn't include grade 0.  There doesn't seem to be an issue with having that corrected.  Comment 100 is Persuasive.  
· Glickman Classification -We  have to figure out from Vocabulary how to address this since it's a LOINC answer list
· Universal Numbering System - ADA owns one in CDT and the other is international.  CDT has an OID.  This will be referenced as a value set from CDT. CDT has been reviewed and is ok.   There was discussion about the inclusion of quadrant references.  This guide tries to follow content of 1079
· Comment 4 - Not Persuasive.  Header, periodontal exam type of visit, there should be a value set.  This may not be a reasonable request.  If there is logic in CDT to define (dynamic binding) this value set, we can do this.  Depths could be done during any type of exam, so there really isn't a set of accepted codes.  
· Comment 6 - Persuasive. Modeling recommendation to add 'derived' to all observations  
· Comment 7 - Persuasive. Lump narrative (as data rather than unstructured content) with detail instead of separate sections.  If valuable to be able to pull in and store/use, it should be coded.  Will adjust model as requested
· Comment 8 - Not Persuasive. Dental frenum involvement. There was discussion of the possibility of this ever being greater than 4 in practice.  It was decided that it would not occur.  This was also discussed in SDWG. 
· Comment 11 - Persuasive. Tooth previously extracted observation. Change to Y/N.   There may be a need for a slightly different code for a tooth that was never there.  This is just a different flag for a missing tooth.  There was discussion about a default value.  This should be set to reflect that the tooth is there by default.  
· Comment 14 - Persuasive. There was discussion about allowing for more than 6 entries for probing site act.  This is the same for furcation.  This will be limited as requested.  Furcation cardinality max = 3, probing = 6
· Comment 16 - Defer to get industry best practice.  Request to add negationID.  This is currently modeled to not include if it doesn't apply.  Developers prefer to get all with flags on content they're not going to receive.  We may want to go with LOINC y/n rather than negationID
· Comment 99 - Persuasive.  Table 77(value set). This was pulled from the 1079.  Add mesial-lingual and distal-lingual.  The request is to add options which would deviate from 1079. SNOMED codes were added
· Comment 70 - Persuasive. Link structured data to narrative.   Move narrative to an entry within the exam section.  Similar to comment 7
· Comment 71 - Persuasive. Request to use new LOINC disclaimer.  
· Comment 73 - Deferred. Tooth furcation site observation.   Russ will check on this modeling question.  
· Comment 96 - Persuasive. Recording active orthodontic treatment.   Requesting entry to communicate that orthodontic hardware is present in the patient's mouth.  
· 4, 6,7,8, 11,14,16,99,70,71,73,96, 100
· Russ Made a motion to approve the comment dispositions for comments 4, 6,7,8, 11,14,16,99,70,71,73,96, and 100 as noted above 
· Doug second
· Vote:  13 approve, 0 disapprove, 1 abstain 

	Actions 
· Bob:  rewrite section 3.3.1 
· Russ:  follow up on terminology
· Russ: follow up on comment 73 related modeling question



Adjourned 12:30 CT
	Next Meeting / Preliminary Agenda Items
2/7/17 - 2:30 - 3:30 ET 
Phone Number: +1 770-657-9270, Participant Passcode: 8632591
· WGM Follow up
· Open Discussion
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Attachment Fhir Tutorial.docx
FHIR basic test

Prerequisites

You will need the Chrome browser, you can get it from https://www.google.com/chrome/

Once you get Chrome installed, you will need to get the Postman add-on.  (Note:  these directions were created with the current versions of Chrome and Postname as of 17-Sep-16.  There may be minor differences when you setup your computer.)

Click on ‘Apps’ on the bookmark bar.

[image: ]

At the bottom-right of the screen, click ‘Web Store’

[image: ]

At the top, search for ‘Postman’.

[image: ]

In this example, Postman is already installed.  To install the Add On, click ‘+ Add to Chome’ next to Postman.

After installation, clicking on ‘Apps’ will show something like this:

[image: ]

Clicking on the orange Postman icon will launch the Postman client.

Connectathon and Template information

		Conectathon 13 Wiki

		http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=FHIR_Connectathon_13



		Attachment Track

		http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=201609_Attachments







The Attachment Track wiki page has the basic scripts and templates we will use in these examples.

For these examples we will use the HAPI server hosted at:  http://fhirtest.uhn.ca






Solicited Model – Linked Resource

This example uses a linked resource, but that is not a requirement for solicited attachments. It is merely being used as an example. The base64 embedded style is usable in both solicited and unsolicited models.

Make the request

URL: http://fhirtest.uhn.ca/baseDstu3/CommunicationRequest 

Method: POST



Request: 

[image: ]

Be sure to set the body to “Raw” and “XML (application/xml)”.

Once you click send, you will get a response.  If successful, it will look something like:

[image: ]

This reply will include the URL for the request we just created.




Verify the request (Optional)

Here we can verify that our request was successfully submitted to the server.

URL: This is built from the response we got when we submitted the original request.  We have the string that was returned that will include a resource ID, and a history number.

Method: GET

[image: ]

The results will echo back the original CommunicationRequest.






Upload the binary

This method will NOT use a Base64 encoded payload.  Instead, we will upload the file as a new binary resource and then link to that resource in our response.

URL: http://fhirtest.uhn.ca/baseDstu3/Binary 

Method: POST

[image: ]

Once we create our request, we click ‘Choose File’, select our attachment, and click ‘Send’[image: ]

The response will let us know if we were successful and include the URL to our new resource.  In this case the full URL to our resource is: http://fhirtest.uhn.ca/baseDstu3/Binary/141008 (for the most recent version) or http://fhirtest.uhn.ca/baseDstu3/Binary/141008/_history/1 (for this particular version).




Verify the Upload (Optional)

URL: http://fhirtest.uhn.ca/baseDstu3/Binary/141008

Method:  Access URL in Chrome!

Using this method, we enter the URL we were presented above and we can directly access the uploaded PDF in Chrome, no FHIR required!  

There isn’t much to see here, just download the file and open it like any other PDF.

Note:  On my computer the file simply downloaded and I was able to open it locally.




Make the response

URL: http://fhirtest.uhn.ca/baseDstu3/Communication 

Method: POST



Response:  

[image: ]

As we’ve come to expect, we get a response with a URL to the resource we’ve just created.[image: ]

Success!




Verify the response (Optional)

URL: http://fhirtest.uhn.ca/baseDstu3/Communication/141164 (We got this from the confirmation in the previous step.)

Method:  GET

This simply echoes back our attachment so that we can verify that the server has our Communication resource.

[image: ]






Un-Solicited Model – Base64 inclusion

URL: http://fhirtest.uhn.ca/baseDstu3/Communication

Method: POST



Attachment:  

This method is fairly simple since the attachment is being sent “with” the claim.  There will need to be a linkage between the claim and the attachment and there are several possible ways to do this.  In the example we are submitting the attachment after the claim was assigned a claim reference.  This can be found on line 82.








Appendix: Notes on POST and PUT

During the Connectathon we used both PUT and POST.  However, in practice POST will almost always be the correct method.

POST is designed for the creation of a new resource.

PUT is designed for the modification or change of an existing resource.  PUT requires a resource ID be appended to the URL to let the server know what resource is being updated.  The original resource is not deleted, instead a new version is created and the original resource can be found in the “_history” of the resource.



image4.png

%l ® =

€ & C # [ chrome//apps
app: W M7 B ASCX12 FIX12CD LU OniyComnect® () Join the Mesting | Ge Represent | Propublic [} HL7 Attachments [} FHIR Connectsthon 1
Not signed n o Chrome

(You're missing out—sign i

~ B o0

Google Search

Google Docs Gmail Google Drive YouTube

Google Sheets

Web Store

Google Slides Postman






image5.emf

solicited_request.xml




solicited_request.xml
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Ballot

						Ballot Submission																																		Triage & Committee Resolution																																		Ballot Comment Tracking

		Comment 
Number		Proposed Comment Number		Ballot		Chapter		Section		Page #		Line #		Artifact ID		Resource(s)		HTML Page name(s)		URL		Vote and Type		Sub-category		Tracker #		Existing Wording		Proposed Wording		Ballot Comment		Summary		In person resolution requested		Comment grouping		Schedule		Triage Note		Pubs		Disposition WG		Disposition		Disposition Comment
or
Retract/Withdraw details		Disposition/Retract/ Withdrawal Date		Mover / seconder		For		Against		Abstain		Retracted / Withdrawn		Disposition External Organization		Responsible Person		Change Applied		Substantive Change		Submitted By		Organization		On behalf of		Commenter Email		Submitter Tracking ID		Referred To		Received From		Notes

		1				AWG																																																																				0.0		0.0

		389																0																																																								0.0		0.0

		1		1		Periodontal		2		2.2		15												A-T						The gingiva under missing teeth or teeth replace by a bridge (pontic) are also not evaluated but the abutting/adjoing teeth are and often is valuable in evaluating the effacacy of the bridge/pontic to hold the tooth spacing as intended.		The gingiva under missing teeth or teeth replace by a bridge (pontic) are also not evaluated but the abutting/adjoing teeth are. This is often valuable in evaluating the effacacy of the bridge/pontic to hold the tooth spacing as intended.		Seems like a singular/plural typo that could be clarified by splitting the sentence.																Persuasive		Will split sentence for clarity																						Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		2		2				5		5.1		31												NEG						SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] templateId (CONF:3282-365).
a. This templateId SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @root="2.16.840.1.113883.10.20.38.1.2" (CONF:3282-375).		Add dated extension		Per templates IG, templateIds should contain an extension with the date of the IG. This will also help in future versions of this guide which may need to be backwards compatible and contain both templateIds.

Repeat for all templateIds in the guide.																Persuasive		Will update all templateIds to include an extension with the date of the IG.																						Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		3		3				5		5.1		31												NEG						SHOULD contain zero or more [0..*] participant (CONF:3282-383).
a. The participant, if present, SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @typeCode="CALLBCK" (CodeSystem: HL7ParticipationType urn:oid:2.16.840.1.113883.5.90) (CONF:3282-386).		Add "such that it"		Don't preclude additional participan entries. Additionally, suggest adding a note defining what this participant represents in terms of the IG.																Persuasive		Will adjust the conformance as requested to be "such that it", and add a note clarifying the role this individual is intended to represent.																						Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		4		4				5		5.1		32												A-S						This serviceEvent SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] code, which SHALL be selected from CodeSystem CDT (urn:oid: 2.16.840.1.113883.6.13) DYNAMIC (CONF:3282-396).		Create a dynamic value set		If possible, create a value set of accepted codes. At a minimum, you could add a child conformance statement that the code SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @codeSystem='2.16.840.1.113883.6.13'										Is the universe of CDT codes that this could apply to knowable? What are the maintenance commitments for updating the value set if it's a dynamic value set that updates and perhaps is hosted in VSAC?																														Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		5		5				6		6.1		71												A-S						MAY contain zero or one [0..1] entry		SHOULD / SHALL all the entries

Add "such that it" to each, as well.		Assuming the payers want to process the documents discretely, and not just rely on human interpretation, suggest making all the entries required, or at least recommended. Any one of these entries could be sent with a nullFlavor indicating something was not done, and I expect payers would prefer that model over the ambiguity of a missing entry.										Defer to Structured Documents for best practice on this.																														Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		6		6				6		6.1		71												A-S						(missing)		Add @typeCode=DRIV to all entries		If the primary focus is on discrete entry consumption, then the entries should contain the full set of data. In other words, the narrative is completely DeRIVed from the entries and contains no extra information.																Persuasive		Will add @typeCode=DRIV to all entries.																						Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		7		7				6		6.2		72												A-S						Periodontal Narrative Section		Remove; replace with entry/observation in the Periodontal Exam Section.		Rather than separating this out into a separate section (with no discrete entry), this text could be included in the narrative text of the Exam section, and referenced via a 'Periodontal Narrative' entry observation with code=74046-4 and value with xsi:type=ED and a reference to the element in the narrative containing the Periodontal Narrative																Persuasive		Will adjust model as requested.																						Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		8		8				7		7.1		76												A-S						7. SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] value with @xsi:type="CD" (CONF:3282-301).
a. This value SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @code, which SHALL be selected from ValueSet Dental Frenum Region urn:oid:2.16.840.1.113883.10.20.38.4.6 2016-11-11 (CONF:3282-308).
b. This value SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @codeSystem="2.16.840.1.113883.6.96" SNOMED CT (CONF:3282-398).		SHALL contain one to 4 [1..4] value.		It would simplify your structure quite a bit to not repeat this entire observation 4 times, but simply have a single Frenum Involvement Observation with up to 4 value elements. 

If making this change, drop the cardinality of CONF 3282-347 to 0..1 (or 1..1 if upgrading it to SHALL)																																								Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		9		9				7		7.3		77												NEG						SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] value with @xsi:type="CD" (CONF:3282-187).
a. This value SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @code, which SHALL be selected from ValueSet Gingival Pocket Depth urn:oid:2.16.840.1.113883.10.20.38.4.1 2016-11-11 (CONF:3282-194).		SHALL contain one value with xsi:type=PQ or IVL_PQ
   SHALL contain @value or low/@value but not both
   @unit must be mm
   @value SHALL be from 0 to 10, else low@value SHALL be 10

Example:
<value xsi:type=PQ value=3 unit=mm />
or
<value xsi:type=IVL_PQ>
  <low value=10 unit=mm inclusive=false />
</value>		The Value Set including codes with system units of measure isn't appropriate to use as a CD @code value. You are representing a physical quantity (depth) and should use appropriate structures. 

Repeat in Probing Depth and Gingival Recession.

You could create a sub-template for the value element "Value 0 to 10 Millimeters or More" with these rules and use it in all 3 templates.																																								Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		10		10				7		7.8		90												NEG						Act code=CONC		Create tooth observation; move Tooth Identification into targetSiteCode		The "Concern" act is ambiguous and requires drilling down (sorry…) into entryRelationships to determine what the concern is about. If there were an appropriate LOINC code to identify "Tooth Observations", you could chante this template into an observation and eliminate the Tooth Identification template, instead requiring that the targetSiteCode contain a code from the Dental Universal Numbering System value set.		Unfinished																																						Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		11		11				7		7.16		109												A-S						@code="ASSERTION" / @value=Tooth Absent		@code=34009-1 - Tooth previously extracted
@value=yes or no		Suggest following the LOINC question/answer pattern here. This would also allow you to explicitly state that the tooth was NOT previously extracted.																																								Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		12		12				7		7.16		109												A-S						(missing)		Add @negationInd or update the value set to allow code																																										Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		13		13				7		7.5		82												NEG						Act code=CONC		Use Gingival Probing Depth as the root observation; Identify the probing site via the targetSiteCode; and hang Bleeding and Recession Observations off of this as entryRelationships		See comment on 7.8 about use of Concern.

This could eliminate two extra entries worth of markup.																																								Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		14		14				7		7.8		93												A-S						MAY contain zero or more [0..*] entryRelationship (CONF:3282-279) such that it		SHALL/SHOULD contain [0..6]		Is there any reason to allow more than 6 of these entries?

Same for Tooth Furcation																																								Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		15		15				7		7.9		96												NEG						SHALL contain one code = 110299009		Use value set with 110299009 (poor oral hygeine) and 278543008 (good oral hygiene)

Alternatively, add MAY contain 1..1 negationInd on this template and define		Give creators (and consumers) a way to explicitly identify that poor oral hygeine was NOT observerd																																								Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		16		16				7		7.10		97												A-S						(missing)		Add negationInd		Give creators (and consumers) a way to explicitly identify that Orthodontic or Restorative treatment was NOT present

Also in 7.11 (Restorative Treatment Observation)																																								Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		17		17				7		7.13		104												NEG						Entire Tooth Furcation Observation		Delete

Can simply include a Tooth Furcation Grade Observation and specify the Furcation Site via the targetSiteCode		This also eliminates your need for a new LOINC code.																																								Benjamin Flessner		Epic

		389

		1		18		AWG		Chapter 1		1.1		11												A-S		Correction				Specification Number 1079; Standard Content of an Electronic Periodontal Attachment, 2011.		Specification Number 1079; Standard Content of Electronic Attachments for Dental Claims, 2015.		Actual tital of the ADA 1079 Standard		Modify the ADA standard in the guide to reflect the correct title																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		2		19		AWG		Chapter 1		1.3		12												A-T		Correction				ssubmission		submission		Typo under Chapter 2  bullet		Typo																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		3		20		AWG		Chapter 1		1.3		12												A-S		Clarification				Template Ids in This Guide		Template Ids in this Guide		Bullet  under Chapter 9 : Think the THIS should not be capped		Clarification on capitalization																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		4		21		AWG		Chapter 1		1.3		12												A-S		Clarification				Value Sets in This Guide.		Value Sets in this Guide.		Bullet  under Chapter 10 : Think the THIS should not be capped		Clarification on capitalization																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		5		22		AWG		Chapter 1		1.3		12												A-S		Clarification				Code Systems in This Guide.		Code Systems in this Guide.		Bullet  under Chapter 11 : Think the THIS should not be capped		Clarification on capitalization																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		6		23		AWG		Chapter 3		3		18												A-S		Clarification				The authors of this guide believe that implementers of this standard should reference the invaluable content in Section 4: “Using this Implementation Guide” of Volume 1 of HL7 CDA R2 Implementation Guide: Consolidated CDA Templates for Clinical Notes (US Realm) Draft Standard for Trial Use Release 2.1.		The authors of this guide recommend implementers of this standard reference the invaluable content in Section 4: “Using this Implementation Guide” of Volume 1 of HL7 CDA R2 Implementation Guide: Consolidated CDA Templates for Clinical Notes (US Realm) Draft Standard for Trial Use Release 2.1.		Remove believe		Makes a stronger statement																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		7		24		AWG		Chapter 3		3.2.1		26												A-T		Correction				Extra Space in monospace  font		Correct spacing				Spacing error																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		8		25		AWG		Chapter 4		4		28												A-T		Correction				Specification Number 1079; Standard Content of an Electronic Periodontal Attachment, 2011.		Specification Number 1079; Standard Content of Electronic Attachments for Dental Claims, 2015.		Actual tital of the ADA 1079 Standard		Modify the ADA standard in the guide to reflect the correct title																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		9		26		AWG		Chapter 6		6.2		72												A-T		Correction				representative sampe		S/B sample		Typo		Typo																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		10		27		AWG		Chapter 7		7.1		74												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		11		28		AWG		Chapter 7		7.1		75												A-T		Correction				Fenum		S/B Frenum		Typo		Typo																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		12		29		AWG		Chapter 7		7.1		75												A-T		Correction				Labial Fenum		S/B Labial Frenum		Typo		Typo																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		13		30		AWG		Chapter 7		7.1		75												A-T		Correction				Fenum Observation		S/B Frenum Observation		Typo		Typo																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		14		31		AWG		Chapter 7		7.2		76												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		15		32		AWG		Chapter 7		7.3		78												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		16		33		AWG		Chapter 7		7.4		80												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		17		34		AWG		Chapter 7		7.5		82												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		18		35		AWG		Chapter 7		7.6		86												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		19		36		AWG		Chapter 7		7.7		88												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		20		37		AWG		Chapter 7		7.7		88												A-T		Correction				gingivae		S/B gingiva		Typo		Typo																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		21		38		AWG		Chapter 7		7.8		90												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		22		39		AWG		Chapter 7		7.9		94												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		23		40		AWG		Chapter 7		7.10		96												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		24		41		AWG		Chapter 7		7.11		98												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		25		42		AWG		Chapter 7		7.12		100												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		26		43		AWG		Chapter 7		7.13		102												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		27		44		AWG		Chapter 7		7.14		105												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		28		45		AWG		Chapter 7		7.15		106												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		29		46		AWG		Chapter 7		7.16		108												A-C		Clarification				Draft as part of Periodontal Attachment IG		Recommend deleteing the wording		This occurs in several places recommend deleting		Clarification																																						Craig Gabron		PGBA

		30		47		AWG		Chapter 9		table 50		114												NEG		Correction				3 Unspecified Template Types		Determine if correct of they need a template type		Check to see if this is the corrrect template type		Clarification		Yes																																				Craig Gabron		PGBA

		31		48		AWG		Chapter 9		table 51		116												NEG		Correction				3 Unspecified Template Types		Determine if correct of they need a template type		Check to see if this is the corrrect template type		Clarification		Yes																																				Craig Gabron		PGBA

		32		49		AWG		Chapter 10		all Tables		118												NEG		Correction				all tables in this section missing Code, Code System, Code System OID, Print Name		Obtain values for this section		HL7 needs to add Dental conent to the RIM through the Harmonization process that will take place post ballot. For example the Universal Numbering System		Correct		Yes																																				Craig Gabron		PGBA

		33		50		AWG		Chapter 10		all tables		125												NEG		Correction				Tables with unknown Code Systems		Code Systems S/B defined.		HL7 needs to add Dental conent to the RIM through the Harmonization process that will take place post ballot. For example the Universal Numbering System		Correct		Yes																																				Craig Gabron		PGBA

		389

		1		51		SD		2		2.2		9												NEG						Provide guidance on the use of existing C-CDA R2.1 V2 templates for specific clinical, regulatory or business needs.				The guidance is insufficient on how to use Volume 3 content with  existing C-CDA R2.1 documents and templates.  There needs to be clarity on the process, approach and timetable for the use and evolution of Volume 3.				Yes																																				Christol Green		Anthem Inc				lenel.james@bcbsa.com

		2		52		SD		2		2.2		9												NEG						Provide guidance on the use of the new templates in conjunction with or replacement of existing C-CDA R2.1 V2 templates				The guidance is insufficient on how to use and proposed new Volume 3 content regarding  new templates for C-CDA R2.1 documents.  There should be clarity on the process, approach and timetable for the using and proposing new templates to support the evolution of Volume 3..				Yes																																				Christol Green		Anthem Inc				lenel.james@bcbsa.com

		3		53		SD		4		4.1		42												NEG						ODH also can be used to support public health reporting. ODH is not designed to support billing activities.		ODH also can be used to support public health reporting, and might also support value-based care or alternative-payment-model billing activities.		Occupational Data for Health (ODH) can apply to the Case Mananagement & Disease Management activities of payers, and value-based care initatives that may include alternative payment models with revised billing. For example, an occupation related claims (scuba diver lung injury), might use the ODH new templates as the basis for an attachment, or prior auth review - a billing related use of ODH.				No																																				Christol Green		Anthem Inc				lenel.james@bcbsa.com

		1		54		SD		1		1.2		8		10										A-T						Patient-centred		patient-centered																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		2		55		SD		1		1.2		8		10										A-T						monitoring,		monitoring <remove comma>																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		3		56		SD		1		1.2.1		8		29										A-T						placced		placed																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		4		57		SD		2		Figure 4		13												A-T						toot		root																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		5		58		SD		5		5.5		38		3										A-T						response		responses																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		6		59		SD		5		5.5		38		4										A-T						Question		The question																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		7		60		SD		5		5.5		38		5										A-T						assoicated		associated																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		8		61		SD		5		5.5		38		6										A-T						should have		may have																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente
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		1		62		AWG		1		1.3		12		6										A-T						ssubmision		submission		typo																																								Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		2		63		AWG		2		2.2		14												A-S						Gingival examination has two parts, a gross observation of overall health of the mouth which lends to observations without specific measurements such as Oral Hygiene: Acceptable or Unacceptable.		Gingival examinations have two parts. The first part contains a gross observation of overall health of the mouth which lends to observations without specific measurements such as Oral Hygiene: Acceptable or Unacceptable.		sentences need clarfifactions.																																								Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		3		64		AWG		2		2.2		15		10										A-T						why		while																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		4		65		AWG		2		2.2		15		13										A-T						replace		replaced																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		5		66		AWG		2		2.2		15		14										A-T						is		it is																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		6		67		AWG		2		2.3		16		8										A-T						proceeds		remove the word proceeds																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		7		68		AWG		2		2.3		16		11										A-Q						organs		do you really mean organs?																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		8		69		AWG		2		2.3		16		19										A-T						there		the																																										Elizabeth Newton		Kaiser Permanente

		389

		1		70		AWG		General																A-S										We suggest when structured sections are available for a narrative component that the structured data used is as much as possible linked to the potentially mutliple narrative components.  This would allow us to consume more of the discrete data captured within the narrative.																																								Hans Buitendijk		0		Josh Diaz
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		1		71		AWG		Acknowledgments				4												A-T						This material contains content from the Logical Observation Identifiers Names and Codes
(LOINC) organization (http://loinc.org). The LOINC table, LOINC codes, and LOINC panels and
forms file are copyright © 1995-2014, Regenstrief Institute, Inc. and LOINC Committee, and
available at no cost under the license at http://loinc.org/terms-of-use.		This material contains content from LOINC® (http://loinc.org). The LOINC table, LOINC codes, LOINC panels and forms file, LOINC linguistic variants file, LOINC/RSNA Radiology Playbook, and LOINC/IEEE Medical Device Code Mapping Table are copyright © 1995-2016, Regenstrief Institute, Inc. and the Logical Observation Identifiers Names and Codes (LOINC) Committee and is available at no cost under the license at http://loinc.org/terms-of-use.																																										Jami Deckard		Regenstrief Institute, Inc.

		2		72		AWG				6.1		70												NEG										The code for this section is LOINC 32478-0, which is a nominal term that contains an answer list. See http://s.details.loinc.org/LOINC/32478-0.html?sections=Simple. A narrative or document term should be used instead to represent a section that contains multiple observations. Consider LOINC 10201-2, Physical findings of Mouth and Throat and Teeth Narrative or contact Regenstrief for a possible new code to represent the Periodontal Exam Section																																								Jami Deckard		Regenstrief Institute, Inc.

		3		73		AWG				7.13		102												A-Q										7.13 Tooth Furcation (Site) Observation (LOINC 85270-7) is an entry level observation, but it contains another entry level observation. Since LOINC 85270-7 is a nominal term, only the site would be the expected information, correct? Seems like an organizer or something similar is needed to group together the tooth furcation site and grade.																																								Jami Deckard		Regenstrief Institute, Inc.
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		1		74		AWG		Chapter 2		2.2		15												A-T		Correction				The Gingival structures are evaluated for looking for normality or abnormality		The Gingival structures are evaluated by looking for normality or abnormality		Delete the first instance of the word "for" and replace with "by"		Delete the word "for" and replace with by																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		2		75		AWG		Chapter 2		2.2		15												A-T		Correction				Normal observations are documented in the clinical record in unstructured text why abnormalities are documented as described above.		Normal observations are documented in the clinical record in unstructured text while abnormalities are documented as described above.		Delete the word "why" and replace with "while"		Delete the word "why" and replace with "while"																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		3		76		AWG		Chapter 2		2.2		15												A-S		Correction				1-32 which represents the normal amount of teeth by an adult.		1-32 which represents the normal number of teeth by an adult.		Replace the word "amount" with "number"		Replace the word "amount" with "number"																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		4		77		AWG		Chapter 2		2.2		15												A-S		Correction				The gingiva under missing teeth or teeth replace by a bridge		The gingiva under missing teeth or teeth replaced by a bridge		Replace the word "replace" with "replaced"		Replace the word "replace" with "replaced"																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		5		78		AWG		Chapter 2		2.2		15												A-S		Correction				but the abutting/adjoin		but the abutting/adjoining		Replace "adjoin" with "adjoining"		Replace "adjoin" with "adjoining"																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		6		79		AWG		Chapter 2		2.3		16												A-S						while he proceeds performs		while he proceeds to perform		Replace "performs" with "to perform"		Replace "performs" with "to perform"																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		7		80		AWG		Chapter 2		2.3		16												A-T		Correction				He continues to evaluation		He continues the evaluation		Replace "to" with "the"		Replace "to" with "the"																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		8		81		AWG		Chapter 2		2.3		16												A-T		Correction				the Gingiva		the gingiva		gingiva does not need to be capitalized		gingiva does not need to be capitalized																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		9		82		AWG		Chapter 2		2.3		16												A-T		Correction				Dr. Smalls examines all of the 4 Frenum		Dr. Smalls examines all of the 4 frena		Frena is plural for frenum		Frena is plural for frenum																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		10		83		AWG		Chapter 2		2.3		16												A-C		Correction				In evaluation of the Frenum or skin folds, Dr. Smalls examines all of the 4 Frenum, Maxillary anterior, Mandibular anterior and has normal findings.		In evaluation of the frenum or skin folds, Dr. Smalls examines all of the 4 frenum, maxillary anterior, mandibular anterior and has normal findings.		frenum, maxillary and mandibular do not need to be capitalized		frenum, maxillary and mandibular do not need to be capitalized																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		11		84		AWG		Chapter 2		2.3		16												A-T		Correction				graduated probing pick		graduated periodontal probe		Replace "probing pick" with "periodontal probe"		Replace "probing pick" with "periodontal probe"																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		12		85		AWG		Chapter 2		2.3		16												A-T		Correction				where there gums		where the gums		Replace "there" with "the"		Replace "there" with "the"																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		13		86		AWG		Chapter 2		2.3		16												A-T		Correction				Furcation (Tooth Movement)		Furcation Involvement		Replace "(Tooth Movement)" with "Involvement"		Replace "(Tooth Movement)" with "Involvement"																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		14		87		AWG		Chapter 3		3.1.7		24												A-C		Correction				HL7 R1 Data Types and this guide in the in the		HL7 R1 Data Types and this guide in the		"in the" is included twice		"in the" is included twice																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		15		88		AWG		Chapter 6		6.1		69												A-C		Correction				Presence of Orthdontic		Presence of Orthodontic		Typo		Typo																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		16		89		AWG		Chapter 6		6.1		71												A-C		Correction				if multiple regions of the patient's frenum is involved.		if multiple regions of the patient's frena are involved.		Frena is plural for frenum		Frena is plural for frenum																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		17		90		AWG		Chapter 6		6.1		72												A-C		Correction				Oral Hygience		Oral Hygiene		Typo		Typo																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		18		91		AWG		Chapter 6		6.2		73												A-C		Correction				Oral-Maxilifacial		Oral-Maxillofacial		Typo		Typo																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		19		92		AWG		Chapter 7		7.1		74												A-C		Correction				Entry for capturing that a region of the patient’s frenum is involved in the periodontal condition.		Entry for capturing that the patient’s frenum is involved in the periodontal condition.		Delete "a region of"		Reworded																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		20		93		AWG		Chapter 7		7.3		78												A-T		Correction				The tooth is probed using a graduated pick		The tooth is probed using a graduated instrument		Replace "pick" with "instrument"		Replace "pick" with "instrument"																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		21		94		AWG		Chapter 7		7.7		88												A-C		Correction				the gingivae		the gingiva		Typo		Typo																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		22		95		AWG		Chapter 7		7.8		93												A-C		Correction				It is anticipated that there would be a maximum of 4 of these related Tooth Furcation observations, corresponding to the 4 furcation sites per tooth as part of a Periodontal Exam.		It is anticipated that there would be a maximum of 4 of these related Tooth Furcation observations, corresponding to the 3 furcation sites per tooth as part of a Periodontal Exam.		A Maxillary molar typically has 3 roots so there would be only 3 furcation sites.		Correction																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		23		96		AWG		Chapter 7		7.10		96												A-Q		Clarification				Entry to communicate that Orthodontic treatment has occurred for the patient.				Question from one of our commenters: How would active orthodontic treatment be recorded?																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		24		97		AWG		Chapter 7		7.16		108												A-C		Clarification				Entry for asserting that a tooth has been previously extracted.				How are congenitally missing teeth recorded.		Clarification																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

				98		AWG		Chapter 10				118												A-Q		Clarification				Table 52 - Race				Commenter wants to know whether it is possible to indicate more than one race for the patient																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		25		99		AWG		Chapter 10				126												A-C		Correction				Table 77 - these descriptions are not anatomically precise		Table 77 - these descriptions are not anatomically precise - it should be: B,L,M for lower molars; B, ML, DL for upper molars and trifurcated maxillary premolars; M,D for bifurcated maxillary premolars.		Table 77 - these descriptions are not anatomically precise - it should be: B,L,M for lower molars; B, ML, DL for upper molars and trifurcated maxillary premolars; M,D for bifurcated maxillary premolars.		Correction																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		26		100		AWG		Chapter 10				130												A-C		Clarification				Table 79 Miller Clasification				The Miller Mobility Index is usually thought of by clincicians as follows: Grade 0 - Normal Physiological mobility (<1mm); Grade 1 - Movement up to 1mm in  horizontal plane; Grade 2 - Movement greater that 1mm in horizontal plane; Grade 3 Sever mobility greater that 2mm or vertical mobility		Clarification - Mobility is assessed by using two blunt instruments, e.g., end of mirror and probe. To qualntify mobility, Millers index of mobility is used as described in the ballot comment.																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		27		101		AWG		N/A				2												A-S		Enhancement				See table on page 2 and reference to SNOMED CT - International Healthcare Terminology Standards Development Organization (IHTSDO) http://www.ihtsdo.org/snomed-ct/get-snomed-ct or info@ihtsdo.org		SNODENT should be included in this table along with references to the ADA and its contact information - SNODENT - American Dental Association http://www.ada.org/snodent or email snodent@ada.org		SNODENT may be the better choice for most dental organizations as it is far easier to implement, and thus more likely to be implemented, due to its much more manageable size. SNODENT concepts = SNOMED concepts, there is no difference, except in the relative sizes of the two value sets. 

The American Dental Association is the source for all SNODENT licenses. SNODENT licenses are free of cost. SNODENT already has an OID of its own and is soon to be a recognized NLM value set		SNODENT, or Systematized Nomenclature of Dentistry, is an internationally recognized subset of SNOMED CT designed for use in the dental setting. It is already in use in dental schools and is far easier (and much more likely) for dentists and dental technology vendors to implement due to its smaller, more manageable size. 

For the purposes of this Guide, we strongly suggest allowing the use of either SNOMED CT or SNODENT, with a clear preference given to using SNODENT in typical, standalone dental organizations, like nearly all dental schools and 90%+ of dental practices, and SNOMED CT for organizations with highly integrated medical and dental systems and/or those who are already using it?

The ADA is ready to assist with the authoring of any content to help clarify this issue		Yes																																				Jean Narcisi		ADA

		28		102		AWG		Acknowledgements				4												A-S		Enhancement								Include copyright information for SNODENT		Include copyright information for SNODENT																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		29		103		AWG		Chapter 2		2.3		17												A-S		Correction				Dr. Small’s inputs his 900 character narrative in the text box provided by his EMR		Electronic Dental Record System (EDR).		Please use Electronic Dental Record system or EDR in place of EMR		See Ballot Comment																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		30		104		AWG		Chapter 3		3.1.7		23												A-S		Enhancement				Reference to SNOMED CT		Include reference to SNODENT as well		Please see comment #27 regarding relationship between SNODENT/SNOMED CT and the implementation considerations		Include a reference to SNODENT in addition to SNOMED CT																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		31		105		AWG		Chapter 3		3.1.7		24												A-S		Enhancement				In the next example, the conformant code is SNOMED-CT code 206525008.		In the next example, the conformant code is SNODENT (or SNOMED-CT) code 206525008.		Include reference to SNODENT		include reference to SNODENT																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		32		106		AWG		Chapter 3		3.1.7		24												A-S		Enhancement				Figure 6.		Illustrate the exmaple with both SNOMED CT and SNODENT OIDs; code is the same		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID; code 206525008 is the same regardless		include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		33		107		AWG		Chapter 3		3.1.7		25												A-S		Enhancement				Table 3		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		34		108		AWG		Chapter 3		3.2		26												A-S		Enhancement				Figure 7.		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		35		109		AWG		Chapter 3		3.2.2		26												A-S		Enhancement				and attribute names (SNOMED CT, 17561000, etc.)		Consider using SNODENT example instead		consider using a SNODENT example instead		include use of SNODENT reference																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		36		110		AWG		Chapter 7		7.1		75												A-S		Enhancement				SNOMED Codes are provided as values that express specific locations		SNODENT/SNOMED CT		the codes are the same in either SNOMED or SNODENT;		include reference to SNODENT																																						Jean Narcisi		ADA

		37		111		AWG		Chapter 7		7.1		76												A-S		Clarification				Lines 7 b contains references solely to SNOMED CT		Add SNODENT to this example		SNODENT may be the better choice for most dental organizations as it is far easier to implement, and thus more likely to be implemented, due to its much more manageable size. SNODENT concepts = SNOMED concepts, there is no difference, except in the comparative sizes of the two terminologies and SNODENT's exclusively dental orientation.																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		38		112		AWG		Chapter 7		7.1		76												A-S		Enhancement				Figure 29		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		39		113		AWG		Chapter 7		7.4		81												A-S		Enhancement				Table 19, last row		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		40		114		AWG		Chapter 7		7.4		81												A-S		Enhancement				#7 near bottom of page		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		41		115		AWG		Chapter 7		7.4		82												A-S		Enhancement				Figure 32		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		42		116		AWG		Chapter 7		7.6		88												A-S		Enhancement				#7b		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		43		117		AWG		Chapter 7		7.6		88												A-S		Enhancement				Line 7 b contain references solely to SNOMED CT		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		44		118		AWG		Chapter 7		7.9		95												A-S		Enhancement				Table 29 Last two rows		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		45		119		AWG		Chapter 7		7.9		96												A-S		Enhancement				a. and b. at the top of the page		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		46		120		AWG		Chapter 7		7.9		96												A-S		Enhancement				Figure 37		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		47		121		AWG		Chapter 7		7.10		97												A-S		Enhancement				Table 31, last two rows		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		48		122		AWG		Chapter 7		7.10		98												A-S		Enhancement				a. and b. at the top of the page		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		49		123		AWG		Chapter 7		7.10		98												A-S		Enhancement				Figure 38		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		50		124		AWG		Chapter 7		7.11		99												A-S		Enhancement				last two rows of Table 33		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		51		125		AWG		Chapter 7		7.11		100												A-S		Enhancement				a. and b. at the top of the page		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		52		126		AWG		Chapter 7		7.11		100												A-S		Enhancement				Figure 39		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		53		127		AWG		Chapter 7		7.16		109												A-S		Enhancement				Table 43 last two rows		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		54		128		AWG		Chapter 7		7.16		109												A-S		Enhancement				7a. and b. near bottom of page		Not certain		Include reference to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		55		129		AWG		Chapter 10				122												A-S		Enhancement				Table 71		Not certain		Include references to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		56		130		AWG		Chapter 10				124												A-S		Enhancement				Table 74		Not certain		Include references to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		57		131		AWG		Chapter 10				126												A-S		Enhancement				Table 77		Not certain		Include references to SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA

		58		132		AWG		Chapter 11				132												A-S		Enhancement				Table 82		Include SNODENT in this table		Include SNODENT and its OID 2.16.840.1.113883.3.3150																																								Jean Narcisi		ADA
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		1		133		AWG		1		1.1 Purpose														A-T						This was done so to
provide consistency to the doctrine of repurpose and reuse found within the CDA.		This was done to
provide consistency to the doctrine of repurpose and reuse found within the CDA.		Remove extra word																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		2		134		AWG		2		2.1 Background: Periodontal Attachments														A-T						claims processing speed will be increased and the overall
delivery and payment of care more interoperable through the use of standardized document types fit
for this purpose.		claims processing speed will be increased and the overall
delivery and payment of care will be made? more interoperable through the use of standardized document types fit
for this purpose.		Add words																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		3		135		AWG		2		2.1 Background: Periodontal Attachments														A-T						The Peridontal Claim attachment may be orginated in two ways solicited where the payer requires
information after a claim for payment was received and processed and unsolicited where the
periodontal claim attachment is sent when the provider is sending an electronic claim for payment
without a request from the payer.		The Peridontal Claim attachment may be orginated in two ways, solicited - where the payer requires
information after a claim for payment was received and processed, and unsolicited  - where the
periodontal claim attachment is sent when the provider is sending an electronic claim for payment
without a request from the payer.		Add punctuation (not really sure what the correct punctuation is here - did my best…)																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		4		136		AWG		2		2.2 Background: Periodontal Exams														A-T						It includes all structures and relationships to the teeth and supporting bony structures.				Sentence doesn’t really make sense.  Not sure how to fix. Are "supporting bony structures" the same as "all structures"?																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		5		137		AWG		2		2.2 Background: Periodontal Exams														A-T						(Glickman
Classifcation)		(Glickman
Classification)		Fix spelling																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		6		138		AWG		2		2.2 Background: Periodontal Exams														A-T						The Gingival
structures are evaluated for looking for
normality or abnormality.		The Gingival
structures are evaluated for looking for
normality or abnormality.		Remove extra words (or re-word to suit)																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		7		139		AWG		2		2.2 Background: Periodontal Exams														A-T						Normal observations are
documented in the clinical record in
unstructured text why abnormalities are
documented as described above.		Normal observations are
documented in the clinical record in
unstructured text while abnormalities are
documented as described above.		Fix wrong word																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		8		140		AWG		2		2.2 Background: Periodontal Exams														A-T						The gingiva under missing teeth or teeth replace
by a bridge		The gingiva under missing teeth or teeth replaced
by a bridge		Add letter																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		9		141		AWG		2		2.2 Background: Periodontal Exams														A-T						and often is valuable in
evaluating the effacacy of the bridge/pontic to hold the tooth spacing as intended.		and it? often is valuable in
evaluating the effacacy of the bridge/pontic to hold the tooth spacing as intended.		Doesn't make sense?																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		10		142		AWG		All templates																A-T										Although it is not yet part of the CDA IG Guide Quality Criteria, it has been suggested as a revision that "The template identifier contains both root and extension, with the extension containing the date of the template in YYYY-MM-DD format." (See: http://wiki.hl7.org/index.php?title=CDA_Implementation_Guide_Quality_Criteria)																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		11		143		AWG		5		5.1														A-T						4. SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] code (CONF:3282-366).
a. This code SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @code="74030-8" Periodontal service
attachment (CodeSystem: LOINC urn:oid:2.16.840.1.113883.6.1) (CONF:3282-
376).		4. SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] code (CONF:3282-366).
a. This code SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @code="74030-8" Periodontal service
attachment (CodeSystem: LOINC urn:oid:2.16.840.1.113883.6.1) (CONF:3282-
376).
b. This code SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @codeSystem="2.16.840.1.113883.6.1" (CodeSystem: LOINC urn:oid:2.16.840.1.113883.6.1)		Remove code system from @code and add it to @codeSystem. (See Figure 4: Binding to a Single Code in 3.1.7 Vocabulary Conformance)																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		12		144		AWG		6		6.1														A-T						SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] code (CONF:3282-343).
a. This code SHALL contain exactly one [1..1] @code="32478-0" Physical findings of
Teeth and gum (CodeSystem: LOINC urn:oid:2.16.840.1.113883.6.1)
(CONF:3282-350).				Remove code system from @code and add it to @codeSystem. (See Figure 4: Binding to a Single Code in 3.1.7 Vocabulary Conformance)																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		13		145		AWG		6		6.1														A-T										All the section/entry constraints need to be branched constraints to make the Schematron work properly (i.e. they need to have the "such that it clause") (See 3.1.1 Templates and Conformance Statements)																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		14		146		AWG		Throughout																A-T										All the templateId constraints need to be branched constraints to make the Schematron work properly (i.e. they need to have the "such that it clause") (See 3.1.1 Templates and Conformance Statements)																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		15		147		AWG		Throughout																A-T										Look for all hard-coded (single value bindings) and make sure they all have the @codeSystem specified (see comment on conf: 3282-366) and (See Figure 4: Binding to a Single Code in 3.1.7 Vocabulary Conformance)
 (not statusCode though - it's a different data type)																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		16		148		AWG		Throughout																A-Q										In the places where a value set has been bound to an attribute (e.g. Conf: 3282-307) is it the intention to preclude nullFlavor? (it might be, just checking) - if this isn't the intent, then the value set needs to be bound at the element level instead. (See 3.1.3 Conformance Verbs: "The keyword "SHALL" allows the use of nullFlavor unless the requirement is on an attribute or the use of nullFlavor is explicitly precluded.")																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		17		149		AWG		Throughout																A-T										Generally when a value set is bound, the @codeSystem attribute isn't bound to a value. (It's correct in CONF: 3282-161, 162)																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		18		150		AWG		Throughout																A-T										All value set bindings need to either be STATIC with a date or DYNAMIC (See 3.1.7 Vocabulary Conformance)																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		19		151		AWG		7		7.5														A-T										CONF:3282-210: Missing @typeCode child constraint																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		20		152		AWG		Throughout																A-Q										There are a lot of MAY relationships where it would seem that it might be better to have some SHOULDs or even SHALLs.  Is it really the case that pretty much nothing is required?																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		21		153		AWG		2		2.3														A-T						Tooth Position 4 (on line 7 of the table)		Think this should be 8		Fix number																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		22		154		AWG		2		2.3														A-T						He notes that there are multiple locations where
there gums are bleeding and recessed from the tooth upon gross observation.		He notes that there are multiple locations where
the gums are bleeding and recessed from the tooth upon gross observation.		Fix word																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		23		155		AWG		Sample file																A-T										Replace all & with &amp;																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		24		156		AWG		Sample file																A-T										Remove @codeSystem from statusCode (it is a CS datatype and doesn't have @codeSystem, just @code)																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		25		157		AWG		Sample file																NEG										Sample file isn't valid against the base CDA schema																																								Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Sarah Gaunt		sarah.gaunt@lantanagroup.com

		26		158		AWG		3		3.1		18												A-T						3.1 Conformance Conventions Used in This Guide2				identified foot note 2 - there is no text present for footnote 2.		typo - either add the footnote text or remove he indication of a footnote for this section and renumber the footnotes in the document.																																										Robin Williams		robin.williams@lantanagroup.com

		27		159		AWG		3		3.1.7		24												A-T						There is a discrepancy between the HL7 R1 Data Types and this guide in the in the implementation of translation code versus the original code.		There is a discrepancy between the HL7 R1 Data Types and this guide in the implementation of translation code versus the original code.		typo  words "in the" repeated		typo																																						Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Robin Williams		robin.williams@lantanagroup.com

		28		160		AWG		7		7.3		80												A-T						Figure 31: Gingival Probing Depth Observation		Figure 31: Gingival Probing Depth Observation Sample		typo, the word  "sample" is missing from description of the figure		typo																																						Kanwarpreet Sethi		Lantana Consulting Group		Robin Williams		robin.williams@lantanagroup.com
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		1				AWG

		2		161		1274		2		2.2		14		9										A-C										Was Glickman classification selected by the ADA? Nothing wrong with it, other services uses HAMP (just wondering).																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		3		162		1274		2		2.2		24		12										NEG										The  illustration could be better  more acuratelly. Attached a ppt.		Other examples provided.																																						Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		4		163		1274		2		2.2		15		3										A-C										Many editing recommendations, see attached word document.																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		5		164		1274		2		2.2		16												A-C																																																		Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		6		165		1274		Acknowledgements				4		9										A-T						organisation		organization		Typo																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		7		166		1274		1		1.3		12		8										A-T						ssubmission		submission		Typo																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		8		167		1274		1		1.3		12		20										A-T						contants		contains		Typo																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		9		168		1274		2		2.2		14		9+										A-T						…surrounding the tooth where as Furcation is observed using a clinical classification (Glickman Classifcation) without specific measurement….		…surrounding the tooth whereas furcation involvement is observed and annotated using a clinical classification (Glickman Classification) without specific numeric measurement….		Typos and wordsmithing																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		10		169		1274		2		2.2		14		12+										A-T						Gingival disease is evaluted in five stages.		Gingival disease is evaluated in five stages: namely, gingival health, gingivitis, Slight/mild periodontitis, moderate periodontitis, and advance/aggressive periodontitis.		Typos and clarification																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		11		170		1274		2		2.2		16		1+										A-C										Typos and wordsmithing		Please see attached Word doc with track changes turned on.																																						Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		12		171		1274		2		2.3		17		1+										A-C										Typos and wordsmithing		Please see attached Word doc with track changes turned on.																																						Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		389

				172						2.1 Background: Periodontal Attachments ...................................................................... 13														A-T						The Peridontal Claim attachment may be orginated in two ways solicited		The Peridontal Claim attachment may be originated in two ways : solicited																																										Ruth Berge		GE Healthcare Digital

				173						2.2 Background: Periodontal Exams ............................................................................... 14														A-T						the abutting/adjoing teeth		the abutting/adjoining teeth																																										Ruth Berge		GE Healthcare Digital

				174						5.1 Periodontal Claim Attachment Document ................................................................. 29														A-Q						typeCode
CONF 3282-386
urn:oid:2.16.840.1.113883.5.90 (HL7ParticipationType) = CALLBCK																																												Ruth Berge		GE Healthcare Digital

		1				AWG

		2		175		1274		2		2.2		14		9										A-C										Was Glickman classification selected by the ADA? Nothing wrong with it, other services uses HAMP (just wondering).																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		3		176		1274		2		2.2		24		12										NEG										The  illustration could be better  more acuratelly. Attached a ppt.		Other examples provided.																																						Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		4		177		1274		2		2.2		15		3										A-C										Many editing recommendations, see attached word document.																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		5		178		1274		2		2.2		16												A-C																																																		Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		6		179		1274		Acknowledgements				4		9										A-T						organisation		organization		Typo																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		7		180		1274		1		1.3		12		8										A-T						ssubmission		submission		Typo																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		8		181		1274		1		1.3		12		20										A-T						contants		contains		Typo																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		9		182		1274		2		2.2		14		9+										A-T						…surrounding the tooth where as Furcation is observed using a clinical classification (Glickman Classifcation) without specific measurement….		…surrounding the tooth whereas furcation involvement is observed and annotated using a clinical classification (Glickman Classification) without specific numeric measurement….		Typos and wordsmithing																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		10		183		1274		2		2.2		14		12+										A-T						Gingival disease is evaluted in five stages.		Gingival disease is evaluated in five stages: namely, gingival health, gingivitis, Slight/mild periodontitis, moderate periodontitis, and advance/aggressive periodontitis.		Typos and clarification																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		11		184		1274		2		2.2		16		1+										A-C										Typos and wordsmithing		Please see attached Word doc with track changes turned on.																																						Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		12		185		1274		2		2.3		17		1+										A-C										Typos and wordsmithing		Please see attached Word doc with track changes turned on.																																						Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System
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		1				AWG

		2		186		1274		2		2.2		14		9										A-C										Was Glickman classification selected by the ADA? Nothing wrong with it, other services uses HAMP (just wondering).																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		3		187		1274		2		2.2		24		12										NEG										The  illustration could be better  more acuratelly. Attached a ppt.		Other examples provided.																																						Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		4		188		1274		2		2.2		15		3										A-C										Many editing recommendations, see attached word document.																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		5		189		1274		2		2.2		16												A-C																																																		Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		6		190		1274		Acknowledgements				4		9										A-T						organisation		organization		Typo																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		7		191		1274		1		1.3		12		8										A-T						ssubmission		submission		Typo																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		8		192		1274		1		1.3		12		20										A-T						contants		contains		Typo																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		9		193		1274		2		2.2		14		9+										A-T						…surrounding the tooth where as Furcation is observed using a clinical classification (Glickman Classifcation) without specific measurement….		…surrounding the tooth whereas furcation involvement is observed and annotated using a clinical classification (Glickman Classification) without specific numeric measurement….		Typos and wordsmithing																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		10		194		1274		2		2.2		14		12+										A-T						Gingival disease is evaluted in five stages.		Gingival disease is evaluated in five stages: namely, gingival health, gingivitis, Slight/mild periodontitis, moderate periodontitis, and advance/aggressive periodontitis.		Typos and clarification																																								Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		11		195		1274		2		2.2		16		1+										A-C										Typos and wordsmithing		Please see attached Word doc with track changes turned on.																																						Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System

		12		196		1274		2		2.3		17		1+										A-C										Typos and wordsmithing		Please see attached Word doc with track changes turned on.																																						Nancy Orvis and Col Ray Jeter		Dept of Defense Military Health System
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Instructions

																Return to Ballot

				How to Use this Spreadsheet

				General notes:

Columns with bold headings must be completed for a given stage (ballot submission or ballot reconciliation) to be complete.  Non-bold but black elements are conditional.  Refer to the notes on this page for guidance about when these columns must be filled in (and any circumstances when they should be left blank).  Blue column headings indicate optional information.

				Submitting a ballot:

SUBMITTER WORKSHEET:
Please complete the Submitter worksheet noting your overall ballot vote.  Please note if you have any negative line items the ballot is considered negative overall.  For Organizations and International Affiliates,  the Submitter must be one of your registered voters  to conform with ANSI guidelines.

BALLOT WORKSHEET:
Several columns utilize drop-down lists of valid values, denoted by a down-arrow to the right of the cell.

Submitters, please complete all lavender columns as described below.
WG's use the columns in turquoise to document the process of reconciling ballot comments.    
  
If you need to add a row, please do so near the bottom of the rows provided to maintain the item numbers.
If you encounter issues with the spreadsheet, please contact Karen Van Hentenryck (karenvan@hl7.org) at HL7 Headquarters.

Reconciliation; resolving ballot line items:
WGs,  please complete all turquoise columns as described below to resolve Ballot line item comments.
WG's are required to notify the comment submitter, as denoted by the Submitter worksheet or "On behalf of" column, of the resolution of each neagative Ballot line item.

Submitting comments on behalf of another person:
A submitter may cut and paste other peoples' comments into the spreadsheet and manually update the column titled "On behalf of" or may use a worksheet with the amalgamation macro in it (available from HL7 Inc. or HL7 Canada (standards@infoway-inforoute.ca)).  The amalgamation worksheet contains the necessary instructions to automatically populate the 'submitter', 'organization' and 
'on behalf of' columns.  This is very useful for organizations and International Affiliates who typically have one representative 
submitting ballot comments from a number of different people.

				Column Headers

				Ballot Submitter (sections in lavender)																Applies to:

				A - Comment Number		This is an identifier used by HL7 WGs.  Please do not alter.														All

				B - Ballot		A collection of artifacts including messages, interactions, & storyboards that cover a specific interest area.  Examples in HL7 are Pharmacy, Medical Devices, Patient Administration, Lab Order/Resulting, Medical Records, and Claims and Reimbursement.  

Select from the drop down list the specific ballot that the comment pertains to.  An explanation of the 'codes' used to represent the Ballots as well as the Ballot WGs that are are responsible for them is included in the worksheet titled 'CodeReference'.  Please refer to the list of available ballots on the HL7 site for more descriptive information on current, open ballots.														All

				C - Chapter		Identifies the chapter or appendix of the ballot specificaiton the comment refers to.														PDF ballots (incl. V2 and various V3 topics)

				D - Section		Section of the ballot, e.g., 3.1.2.  Note:  This column can be filtered by the committee, for example, to consider all ballot line items reported against section 3.1.2.														PDF ballots (incl. V2 and various V3 topics), FHIR

				E - Page #		Identifies the page of the PDF document the ballot comment relates to.  (If multiple pages, separate with commas)														PDF ballots (incl. V2 and various V3 topics)

				F - Line #		Identifies the line number from the left-hand side of the page that the ballot comment relates to.  If the comment applies to a range of lines, either just list the starting line or use the form 7-15 to designate the start and ending line.														PDF ballots (incl. V2 and various V3 topics) with line numbers

				G - Artifact		The type of Artifact this Ballot line item affects; used to group like artifacts for resolution. The following are suggested values:														V3

						AD		Data Type - Abstract

						AR		Application Role

						CT		Common Message Elements (CMET)

						DA		Domain Analysis Model

						DM		Domain Message Information Model

						HD		Hierarchical Message Definition

						IN		Interaction

						MT		Message Type

						RI		Reference Information Model

						RM		Refined Message Information Model

						SC		Schema [typically FYI or Informative]

						SD		Sample Instance - Document [typically FYI or Informative]

						SM		Sample Instance - Message [typically FYI or Informative]

						SN		Schematron [typically FYI or Informative]

						SS		Style Sheet [typically FYI or Informative]

						ST		Storyboard

						TE		Trigger Event

						TP		Transport Protocol

						UD		Data Type UML-ITS

						XD		Data Type XML-ITS

						XS		XML-ITS Structure

						??		NOS (Not Otherwise Specified) / Other

						BLANK		Not artifact specific; e.g. description, illustration, definition, etc.

				H - Resource(s)		The name of the resource or resources related to the ballot comment - used to categorize the line item and determine disposition work group.  Must correspond to list within gForge tracker, space-separated.  At least one resource or page must be identified.														FHIR

				I - HTML Page Name(s)		The specification page or pages related to the ballot comment - used to categorize the line item and determine disposition work group.  Must correspond to list within gForge tracker, space-separated.  At least one resource or page must be identified.														FHIR

				J - Page or Section URL		URL for the page (or where possible the section - right-click on the "globe" icon beside the section heading and select "copy link address") that the comment relates to														FHIR

				K - Vote and Type		Negative Vote:

(NEG) Negative Vote with comment.  Use this in the situation where the content of the material is non-functional, incomplete or requires correction before final publication.  All Neg votes must be accompanied by comments and be resolved by the Work Group.

Note: the designation of a Negative with comment as either Major or Minor has been discontinued due to being to subjective in nature. HL7, under ANSI guidelines, does not differentiate a Negative with comment based on the supposed severity assigned by the submitter.  All Normative Ballot negative comments must be addressed, if not finally resolved, before the Ballot can move to ANSI for approval.  

Affirmative Votes:

(A-A) Affirmative Vote without qualification

(A-S) Affirmative Vote with  Suggestion.  Use this if you are including a suggestion (comment) for the WG's consideration; such as additional background information or justification for a particular solution.

(A-T) Affirmative Vote with Typo.  Use this if you are (comment) reporting a typographical error.

(A-Q) Affirmative Vote with Question.  Use this if you submitted a  question (comment) for consideration by the WG.

(A-C) Affirmative Vote with Comment - Use this for a generic Affirmative with a comment other than a suggestion, question, or typo .														All

				L - Sub-Category		For negative and Suggestion comments, this column should be included to identify the specific nature of the desired change:
Correction: Indicates that there is believed to be an issue with the specification such that it does not reflect the intent of the author or will not achieve the intended objective without adjustment

Clarification: Indicates that the wording of the specification, as written, is not sufficiently clear as to how conformant implementations should behave

Enhancement: Indicates that an additional feature is desired that is felt to fall within the declared scope of the specification.														All

				M - Tracker #		Identifies an existing tracker item from the FHIR gForge change request tracker that describes the ballot comment.  This might be a comment submitted by the balloter or by someone else (but which the balloter agrees with and wishes to assert as part of their own ballot response).  Submitters are encouraged to submit comments directly to the tracker as this allows them to easily monitor each line item comment as it is commented on and eventually disposed.  Any comments not submitted via the tracker will be migrated to the tracker as part of the ballot reconciliation process.

The gForge Change Request tracker is found here:
http://gforge.hl7.org/gf/project/fhir/tracker/?action=TrackerItemBrowse&tracker_id=677

This column must be populated if no content is provided in Ballot Comment.  If a tracer # is provided, then any specified Ballot Comment will be treated as a comment on the existing tracker.  Other information beyond ballot strength and in-person resolution requested will be ignored.														FHIR

				N - Existing Wording		The wording of concern/relevance for this comment.  Copy and Paste from ballot materials.														All

				O - Proposed Wording		Using the Existing Wording as a template, denote the desired changes.														All

				P - Ballot Comment		Description of concern, question or reason for change.  For purposes of WG review state why this change would be beneficIal.  Should the proposed wording require further comment or clarificaton enter it following your rationale.

This column must be populated if no Tracker # is provided														All

				Q - Summary		A short (50-150 character) description of the proposed change or issue.  This will appear as the tracker title of the gForge tracker item.  (The title may be edited for clarity prior to posting to gForge.)

This column must be populated if no Tracker # is provided.														FHIR

				R - In Person Resolution Requested?		Submitters can use this field to indicate that they would appreciate discussing particular comments in person during a WGM session or conference call.  Reasonable efforts will be made to coordinate discussion such that the commenter can be present, either at a face-to-face meeting or conference call.  Please note that due to time constraints not all comments can be reviewed at WGMs.														All

				Work Group Reconciliation (sections in green)

				S - Comment Grouping		This is a free text field that WGs can use to track similar or identical ballot comments.  For example,  if a WG receives 10 identical or similar ballot comments the WG can place a code (e.g. C1) in this column beside each of the 10 ballot comments.  The WG can then apply the sort filter to view all of the similar ballot comments at the same time.  This can also be used to identify items for block votes, items to be discussed at particular WGM quarters or conference calls, etc.														All

				T - Schedule		Indicates when this item is tentatively planned for review														All

				U - Triage Note		An initial proposed disposition or evaluation of the line item, including assertion of duplication, etc.  Asserted during the ballot triage process.														All

				V - Pubs		If the submitter feels that the issue being raised directly relates to the formatting or publication of this document rather than the content of the document, flag this field with a "Y" value, otherwise leave it blank or "N".														All

				W - Disposition WG		Prior to disposition, this is the WG that has been "assigned" the ballot line item.  It may be changed if the responsibility moves from one WG to another.  Once a vote is made, it indicates the WG that voted on the item's disposition.  Must correspond to one of the work groups or other triage categories in the gForge tracker (e.g. publications, reference implementations).  Must be assigned for all non-duplicate items.														All

				X - Disposition		The instructions for selecting dispositions were too large for this section and have been moved to the worksheet titled "Instructions Cont.."														All

				Y - Disposition Comment
or
Retract/Withdrawal Details		Enter a reason for the disposition as well as the context.  Can also include work-group notes and/or preliminary dispositions.  When not capturing a final disposition, capture the date and context of the comment.  E.g.:
20130910 CQ WGM: Require more discussion with submitter.  Comment is unclear
20131117 CQ Telecon: Editor recommends that proposed wording be accepted.  

Note that date and vote of the final disposition are captured in separate columns.

This column must be populated unless the disposition is Persuasive, Considered - Tracked for Future Consideration or Considered - No Action Required

If a ballot comment is withdrawn or retracted, contextual information about the withdrawl is captured here (e.g. WGM quarter, conference call, etc.  May also include the stated reason for retraction/withdrawal)														All

				Z - Disposition/Retract/Withdrawal Date		Indicates the date on which the disposition was approved by the indicated work-group.  If the comment is retracted/withdrawn prior to disposition, that date is captured instead.														All

				AA - Mover/Seconder		Indicates who moved the motion to accept the proposed disposition in column X - Disposition and Y - Disposition Comment														All

				AB - For		FOR or AGAINST the proposed resolution, or ABSTAIN from the vote.  Note: votes are required for Normative Ballot line items; votes may be taken for Informative and DSTU Ballot line items, but are not required; typically no votes are taken for Comment-only Ballot line items.  No votes are necessary on Affirmative line item comments.														All

				AC - Against																All

				AD - Abstain																All

				AE - Retracted / Withdrawn
(Negative Ballot Line Items
Only)		Withdrawn
This term relates to the decision by a submitter to accept the dispostion of the line item proposed by the WG. Seeking the withdrawal of a Normative Ballot negaive line item is particularly important, since a withdrawn negative becomes an affirmative.  Of the other Ballot Types (Informative, DSTU, Comment-only) seeking the withdrawal of a negative may certainly contribute toward the Ballot passing, but it is not required; particularly on a Comment-only Ballot.

This field is used when the submitter agrees to "Withdraw" the negative line item particularly a Normative Ballot negative line item.  While the HL7 Governance and Operations Manual (GOM) section 13.01.04 mentions withdrawal of negative line items for Informative Ballots; the primary focus of withdrawals relates to Normative Ballots as addressed in the HL7 Essential Requirements (ER) at section 02.09 .  

To help submitters and co-chairs understand the use of "Withdrawn", the following example scenarios indicate when "Withdrawn" might be used: 
1) the WG has agreed to make the requested change; e.g. found the comment "Persuasive" 
2) the WG has agreed to make the requested change (Persuasive), but with modification to it or portions therof 
3) the WG has found the requested change to be persuasive but out-of scope for the particular ballot cycle and the submiter has agreed to submit the change for the next release 
4) the WG has found the requested change to be non-persuasive and has convinced the submitter to accept that decision.  

If the negative submitter agrees to "Withdraw" a negative line item it must be recorded in the ballot spreadsheet as a "withdrawn". Should the submitter, for whatever reason, not agree to withdraw a negative comment found persuasive, this column should be marked "resolved". In all other cases where the submitter refuses to withdraw the negative comment it should be left blank.

The intent of this field is to help manage negative line items, but the WG may elect to manage affirmative comments (suggestions, typos, questions) using this field if they so desire.														All

						This field may be populated based on the ballotter's verbal statement in a WGM, in a teleconference or in a private conversation with a WG co-chair. The intention will be documented in the minutes as appropriate and on the ballot spreadsheet. The entry must be dated if it occurs outside of a WGM.

The field will be left unpopulated if the ballotter elects to not withdraw or retract the negative line item.

Note that a ballotter often withdraws a line item before a change is actually applied. The WG is obliged to do a cross check of the Disposition field with the Change Applied field to ensure that they have finished dealing with the line item appropriately. 

Retract
The submitter has been convinced by the WG to retract the ballot line item.  This may be due to a decision to make the change in a future version or a misunderstanding about the content. This action is not to be confused with a withdrawal which signifies the successful resolution of a negative line item; rather a line item retraction equates to the line item never having been submitted and it is not counted in any Ballot tally.

NOTE:  If the line item was previously referred, but withdrawn or retracted; once the line item is dealt with in the referral WG update the disposition as appropriate when the line item is resolved.

				AF - Disposition 
External Organizaton		If Disposition requires action from an external organization, such as another standards body or collaborating group, name the organization or group here.														All

				AG - Responsible Person		Identifies a specific person that will ensure that any accepted changes are applied to subsequent materials published by the WG (e.g. updating storyboards, updating DMIMs, etc.).														All

				AH - Change Applied		An indicator to be used by the WG co-chairs to indicate if the proposed changes have indeed been made to the specification's official source material.  Values are:
Yes - Agreed change has been made
No - Agreed change has not yet been made (default)
Pre - Change has been pre-applied based on proposed disposition.  Once final disposition is agreed, this may be changed to Y if the final disposition is unchanged from the proposed disposition.

This column must be populated (and should only be populated) if the disposition is Persuasive, Persuasive with Mod or Not Persuasive with Mod.														All

				AI - Substantive Change		Yes, No, or blank indicator to be used by the WG co-chairs to indicate if the line item involves a change considered to be substantive.  This column should only be populated if the disposition is Persuasive, Persuasive with Mod or Not Persuasive with Mod. If any confusion as to status, may be a substantive change.  NOTE: Substantive change is only a consideration on Normative Ballot items.

The ANSI definition of substantive change is "A substantive change in a proposed American National Standard is one that directly and materially affects the use of the standard. Examples of substantive changes are "shall" to "should" or "should" to "shall"; addition, deletion or revision of requirements, regardless of the number of changes; addition of mandatory compliance with referenced standards."

The HL ER mirrors the ANSI definition and adds the following: "A substantive change is any change that materially affects the intent or content of the proposed HL7 ANS as balloted; e.g., alters the information content of a message, the circumstances under which it would be sent, or the interpretation of its content."   

The ARB, pending endorsement by the TSC, has put forward the following:
"A substantive change is one that changes the semantics of a given specification, i.e. representational changes should <<not>> be considered substantive in the context of the source specification itself <<unless>> such representational changes could substantively change down-stream derivative products of the specification, including either/both derivative semantics and/or derivative serializations or other wire-format-sensitive constructs." 

Any substantive change to a specification under normative shall necessitate a subsequent normative ballot of the same content; allowing the consensus group to respond, reaffirm, or change their vote due to the substantive change.														All

				AJ - Submitted By		This column is auto filled from the Submitter Worksheet.  It is used to refer back to the submitter for a given line item when all the ballot line items are combined into a single spreadsheet or database.  For Organization and Benefactor members,  the designated contact must be one of your registered voters  to conform with ANSI guidelines.														All

				AK - Organization		This column is auto filled from the Submitter Worksheet.  Submitter's should enter the name of the organization that they represent with respect to voting if different from the organization which employs them.  It is used to link the submitter's name with the organization they are voting on behalf of for a given line item when all the ballot line items are combined into a single spreadsheet or database.														All

				AL - On Behalf Of		This column is autofilled from the Submitter Worksheet, but can be overwritten when comments from multiple contributors are combined into one spreadsheet by the submitter.  It is used to track the original submitter of the line item.  Many International Affiliates and Organizational submitters pool comments from a variety of reviewers, who can then be tracked using this column.														All

				AM - Commenter Email		This column is autofilled from the Submitter Worksheet.  It is used to track the email address of the original submitter of the line item.  Many International Affiliates and Organizational submitters pool comments from a variety of reviewers, who can then be tracked using this column.														All

				AN - Submitter Tracking ID #		Identifier internal to the organization or Affiliate submitting the ballot.  This should be a meaningful number to the organization or Affiliate submitter that allows them to track comments.  This can be something as simple as the reviewer’s initials followed by a number for each comment, i.e. JD-1, or even more complex such as ‘001XXhsJul03’ where ‘001’ is the unique item number, ‘XX’ is the reviewer's initials, ‘hs’ is the company initials, and ‘Jul03’ is the date the ballot was released. If additional rows are added, please do so after the last row in the ballot spreadsheet to ensure that the sequential numbers are maintained.														All

				AO - Referred To		Use this column to indicate the WG you have referred this ballot comment to.  Not used for gForge-associated ballots.  (Simply re-assign the disposition WG to the appropriate WG)														All except FHIR

				AP - Received From		Use this column to indicate the WG or external organization from which the WG received the resolution for this ballot comment, if different from [Disposition] WG or [Disposition] external organization identified previously.  Not used for gForge-associated ballots.														All except FHIR

				AQ - Notes		This is a free text field that WGs can use to add comments regarding the current status of referred or received item.  Not used for gForge-associated ballots.														All except FHIR
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Return to Ballot

The instructions for selecting dispositions were too large for this section and have been moved to the worksheet titled "Instructions Cont.."



Instructions Cont..

		Ballot instructions continued...																		Back to ballot				Back to instructions
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The "Disposition" column must be populated unless the comment is marked as Retracted or Withdrawn or the Disposition Comment column identifies the row as a duplicate of another comment line for which a disposition comment is provided.

Note that "Referred and Tracked", "Pending Input from Submitter" and "Pending Input from Work Group" values are not considered final.  These values cannot be present in the final disposition spreadsheet for Normative or DSTU ballots.

Values for this column must be one of the following:

Negative Ballot line item without Comment
Per HL7 ER §02.09.01.03 "a negative ballot not accompanied by comments shall not be considered.  Such ballots ... will be recorded as a “negative without comment” for the purposes of establishing a quorum and reporting to ANSI." Any negative line item without a viable comment or proposed solution shall be ignored.

Applicable to All Ballot Comments (Affirmative and Negative)
1. Persuasive.  A majority of the WG has accepted the ballot comment as submitted and will make the appropriate change in the next ballot cycle.  At this point the comment is considered resolved and the corresponding cell in the "Withdrawn" column should be marked appropriately.  

For Normative Ballot negative line items HL7 Essential Requirements (ER) §02.09.01.03 states that "Where a majority of the Work Group voting on reconciliation agrees that the position expressed by the negative response is persuasive, the changes recommended by the comment shall be incorporated into the specification as reasonable and necessary revisions.  The submitter may choose to withdraw their negative in favor of an affirmative; if not, the response shall be recorded and reported to ANSI as a resolved negative given that the submitter’s concern has been satisfied by the adoption of their recommended solution."  
  
2. Persuasive with Mod.  A majotity of the WG believes the ballot comment has merit, but has changed the submitter's proposed solution.  

Example scenarios include, but are not limited to;
-The WG has accepted the intent of the ballot comment, but has changed the proposed solution 
-The WG has accepted part of the ballot comment, and will make a change to the standard; the other part was declared not persuasive 
-The WG has accepted part of the ballot comment, and will make a change to the standard; the other part may be persuasive but is out of scope 

The standard will be changed accordingly in the next ballot cycle. The nature of, or reason for, the modification is reflected in the Disposition Comments.  In the case of a Normative Ballot this action does not fully met the requirements of declaring the comment persuasive per HL7 ER §02.09.01.03.  Therefore; the decision to support the resolution proposed by the WG by withdrawing the negative is solely at the discretioin of the submitter.  For non-Normative Ballots the negative comment may be marked as withdrawn or resolved.
  
3. Not Persuasive.  The WG does not believe the ballot comment has merit or is unclear. For non-Normative Ballots, the decision of the WG is final.  The change proposed will not be incorporated into the ballot material. The WG must indicate in Disposition Comments their rationale for declaring the comment Not Persuasive. The HL7 ER §02.09.01.02 states "A negative response should be considered not persuasive if it deals with processes or issues not in the purview of the Work Group responsible for ballot content; suggests the use of alternate methodologies or solutions; or questions the validity of the approach or the expertise of the developers." 

Example scenarios include, but are not limited to;
-  the submitter has provided a recommendation or comment that the WG deems invalid or unworkable
-  the recommendation/solution provided by the submitter is not clear; the submitter is encouraged to submit a proposal on a future ballot 

For Normative Ballot negative line items HL7 ER §02.09.01.02 states "Approval of a motion to declare a negative response not persuasive shall require an affirmative majority vote of the combined affirmative and negative votes cast by the Work Group during reconciliation.  The submitter of a negative response declared not persuasive shall be advised of the disposition of their response and the reasons therefore.  The submitter may choose to withdraw their negative in favor of an affirmative or abstention; otherwise, the response shall be recorded and reported to ANSI as an unresolved negative." 

For a Normative Ballot the ballot submitter has the option to appeal this decision: HL7 ER §02.13.  

4. Not Persuasive with Mod.  The comment was declared not persuasive (see 3. above) by the WG; however, the WG has agreed to make certain modifications to the ballot material based on this comment.  For example, adding additional explanatory text.  The proposed changes suggested by the comment deemed not persuaive will not be made to the ballot material. For non-Normative Ballots the decision of the WG is final. The WG must indicate in Disposition Comments their rationale for declaring the comment Not Persuasive.  For a Normative Ballot the submitter has the option to appeal this decision: HL7 ER §02.13.
  
5. Not Related.  Although this disposition is applicable to all ballot types; in the case of a Normative Ballot HL7 ER §02.09.01.01 states: 

"A negative response should be considered not related if it deals with issues or functionality that is beyond the scope of or is, in the considered opinion of the Work Group, clearly not related to the ballot subject matter.  Approval of a motion to declare a negative response not related shall require an affirmative majority vote of the combined affirmative and negative votes cast by the Work Group during reconciliation.  Negative responses declared not related shall be recorded and reported to ANSI as a “negative without comment” and shall not impede progress of the ballot. 

Those items declared not related shall become recommended actions for the development of new or revision of existing HL7 ANS. The submitter of a negative response declared not related shall be advised of the disposition of their response and the reasons therefore.  No further action is required." 

The decision of the WG is final and requires no vote on non-Normative Ballot items.  

Example scenarios include, but are not limited to;
- the submitter is commenting on a portion of the ballot material that is not part of the current ballot 
- the submitter's comments may be persuasive but is beyond the scope of the material  in the ballot cycle. 
- the submitter is commenting on something that is not part of the domain 

6.  Referred and Tracked.  This should be used in circumstances when a comment was submitted to your WG in error and should have been submitted to another WG.  If you use this disposition you should also select the name of the WG you referred the comment to under the Column "Referred To".  Note: This disposition is not used for ballots making use of the gForge tracker.  Simply re-assign the dispositioning work group and leave the disposition unspecified.

7.  Pending Input from Submitter.  This should be used when the WG has read the comment but didn't quite understand it or needs to get more input from the submitter.  By selecting "Pending Input from Submitter" the WG can track and sort their dispositions more accurately. In no case shall a WG seek further input from a submitter of a negative without comment. 

8. Pending Input from other WG.  The WG has determined that they cannot give the comment a disposition without further input or a final decision from another WG.  This should be used for comments that do belong to your WG but  require a decision from another WG, such as ARB or MnM.  Use "Disposition WG" to designate the WG providing additional input.
  
Applicable only to Affirmative Ballot Comments
9. Considered for future use.  The WG, or a representative of the WG (editor or task force), has reviewed the affirmative suggestion or comment and has determined that it is not applicable to the ballot material at this point in time.  It will be considered for a future release of the ballot material. This is in keeping with ANSI requirements. The reviewer should comment on the result of the ballot comment consideration.   

10. Considered-Question answered.  The WG, or a representative of the WG (editor or task force), has responded to the question affixed to the affirmative line item.  In so doing, the WG has determined that no change will be made to the ballot material at this time. This is in keeping with ANSI requirements.  If appropriate, the topic raised can be recorded for use in a future release of the ballot material.

11. Considered-No action required. Occasionally people will submit an affirmative comment that does not require an action.  For example, some WG's have received comments of praise for a job well done.  This comment doesn't require any further action on the WG's part, other than to keep up the good work.

Back to ballot

Back to instructions
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Note on entering large bodies of text:
------------------------------------------------------------------
When entering a large body of text in an Excel spreadsheet cell:

1)  The cell is pre-set to word wrap

2)  You can expand the column if you would like to see more of the available data

3)  There is a limit to the amount of text you can enter into a "comment" text column so keep things brief.  
      -For verbose text, we recommend a separate word document; reference the file name here and include it (zipped) with your ballot.

4)  To create a paragraph  break in lengthy text, use Alt + Enter on your keyboard.

5) To create "bullets", simply use a dash "-" space for each item you want to
"bullet" and use two paragraph marks between them (Alt + Enter as described
above).
------------------------------------------------------------------



Co-Chair Guidelines
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Note:  This section is a placeholder for Q&A/Helpful Hints for ballot resolution.  

Marked ballots
Issue: On second and subsequent Normative ballots only the substantive changes that were added since the last ballot are marked as ballot material, with the instructions that ballots returned on unmarked items will be found “not related”.  How do you handle obvious errors that were not marked, for example, the address for an external reference (e.g. DICOM) is incorrect?  
Response: You can correct the obvious typographical errors as long as it is not a substantive change, even if it is unmarked.  We recommend a conservative interpretation of “obvious error” as you do not want to make a change that will be questioned or perceived to show favoritism.  If you are unclear if the item is an “obvious error” consult the TSC Chair or ARB.  
Comment: With the progression of ballots from Review - > Normative the closer you get to the final ballot, the more conservative you should be in adding content.  In the early stages of Review ballot, it may be acceptable to add new content (if endorsed by the WG) as wider audiences will review/critique on a Normative ballot.  

Not Persuasive
Issue: Must use with discretion· 
Response: Attempt to contact the voter before you declare their comment not persuasive.· In all cases, the voter must be informed of the WG’s action. The preferred outcome is for the voter to withdraw a negative ballot.  It is within a chair’s prerogative, with the cnocurrence of a majority of the WG, to declare an item non-persuasive.  However, it does not make sense to declare a comment not persuasive without attempting to contact the voter to discuss why you are declaring the comment not persuasive.  If you correct a typo or clarify wording, the item may no longer (in effect)  be not persuasive once you have adopted their recommended change; however, the voter should then willingly withdraw their negative as you have accepted their proposed  correction..  In all cases, you must inform the voter of the outcome of WG deliberations.

Not Related
Issue: Must use with discretion· 
Response: Used, for example, if the ballot item is out of scope, e.g. on a marked ballot the voter has submitted a comment on an area not subject to vote.· Out of scope items are treated the same as Negative Votes without comment
Comment: 

Non-standard ballot responses are received
Issue: The ballot spreadsheet allows invalid combination, such as negative typo.
Response: Revise the ballot spreadsheets to support only the ANSI defined votes, plus “minor” and “major” negative as requested by the WG's for use as a management tool.  Question will be removed.  Suggestion will be retained
Comment: Separate Affirmative/Abstain and Negative ballots will be created.  Affirmative ballots will support:  affirmative, affirmative with comment, affirmative with comment – typo, affirmative with comment – suggestion, abstain. Negative ballots will support: negative with reason – major, negative with reason – minor.  Note:  “major” and “minor”, being subjective, mayu need definition.

Substantive changes must be noted in ballot reconciliation
Issue: Who determines whether a ballot goes forward?
Response: Substantive changes in a Normative Ballot will result in a subsequent ballot.  Substantive changes should be identified on the ballot reconciliation form.  (Refer to HL7 ER 02.09.04).  The TSC will determine whether an Informative or DSTU ballot should be submitted for another Review ballot or move to publication.
Comment: · Co-chairs and Editors need a working knowledge of “substantive change” as defined in the HL7 ER and extended on the ARB website.· 

What Reconciliation Documentation Should Be Retained?
Issue: 
Response: The Ballot Desktop provides all the information necessary to support the ballot process and ensure that the appropriate documentation if retained. As for affirmative comments,  ANSI requires that all comments accompanying affirmative ballots be considered as possible future projects or revisions.  You may use the disposition "considered" to mark affirmative comments that have been reviewed.  WG's are encouraged to include in the comment section what they think of the affirmative comment and whether or not they think action should be taken, and by who. 
Comment: 

How do you handle negatives without comment?
Issue: 
Response: Per ANSI and the HL7 ER, "A negative ballot not accompanied by comments SHALL NOT be considered.  Such ballots will be recorded as a “negative without comment” for the purposes of establishing a quorum and reporting to ANSI. However, these ballots shall not be factored into the numerical requirements for approval. No effort shall be made to solicit comments from the submitter of a negative ballot submitted without comment."
Comment:

Appeals
Issue: How are appeals handled?
Response:  Refer to the HL7 ER 02.13 regards appeals of WG reconciliation of Normative Ballots.  There is no appeal process realated to Review Ballots.
Comment: 

Some information is not being retained
Issue: The disposition of the line item as to whether or not a change request has been accepted needs to be retained. · 
Response:The status of the line item as it pertains to whether or not the respondent has withdrawn the line item is a separate matter and needs to be recorded in the column titled "Withdrawn'
Comment:

Some information is not being retained
Issue: There is divided opinion as to whether or not WGs need to review all line items in a ballot. Should there be a statement on the reconciliation document noting what the WG decided?
Response:  While the WG doesn't necessarily need to take a vote on each line item, all comments must be reviewed.  However, a record needs to be kept  of the review and disposition.  There are other ways to review, e.g. send to the WG for review offline, and then discuss in conference call.  The review could be asynchronous, then coordinated in a conference call. The ballot has to get to a level where the WG could vote on the disposition of the comment, particularily on a Normative Ballor.  The WG might utilize a triage process to manage line items. 
Comment: Action Item: Add a checkoff  for “considered" to the ballot spreadsheet; this would not require, but does not prohibit,  documentation of the relative discussion.

Withdrawing Negatives
Issue: 
Response: The Ballot Desktop supports notification of  reconciliation to negative voters and to capture their decision to with draw their negative. The submitter marking the  negative as withdrawn fulfills the requirement to  notify HL7 of their action. If, however, the submitter has verbally expressed the intention to withdraw the negative during the WG meeting, this intent must be documented in the minutes. The Ballot Desktop can be used to e-mail to the negative voter with a note indicating that he/she should withdraw their negative via the Ballot Desktop and that their vote will be considered withdrawn unless they respond otherwise within five (5) days.

Changes applied are not mapped to a specific response
Issue: Changes are sometimes applied to the standard that are not mapped directly to a specific ballot response due to editing requirements
Response:  Columns to indicate that comment is a substantive change and to track whether the change has been applied were added.
Comment:

Tracking duplicate ballot issues is a challenge
Issue: Multiple voters submit the same ballot item.
Response: A column is provided for the WG to assign identifiers to like comments.  The column can then be used to group all like comments for review.  However,  the review and disposition must be recorded for each individual comment.
Comment: 

Divided opinion on what requires a vote
Issue: Do all negative line items require inspection/vote of the WG?
Response:  For a Normative Ballot – Yes, but you can group like items· All substantive line items, especially, require the review/vote of the WG. Non-substantive changes may be review/resolved by either the WG, or some subset thereof, or the WG co-chairs.  All disposition actions must be documented.
Comment: 

Ballet Reconciliation Process Suggestion
Issue: It might be useful to map the proposed change to the ARB Substantive Change document. This would involve encoding the ARB document and making allowances for “Guideline Not Found”.
Response: ARB is updating their Substantive Change document; this process might elicit additional changes.
Comment: Action Item? Would require an additional column on the spreadsheet

How are line item dispositions handled?
Issue: Line items are not handled consistently
Response: · A Withdrawn negative is counted as an affirmative (this is preferable to not persuasive.)· A ballot item declared not related shall be considered for inclusion in some version of the standard and reported as a "negative without comment" causing it to not be included in the ballot tally. A ballot comment declared not persuasive remains negative and will be reported as an unresolved negative unless withdrawn.· Every negative needs a response; not every negative needs to be withdrawn. The goal is to get enough negatives resolved and withdrawn in order to get the ballot to pass, while producing a quality standard.
Comment: 

How should negative line items in an “Affirmative Ballot” be handled?
Issue: Affirmative Ballots are received that contain negative line items.  The current practice is to err on the side of caution and treat the negative line item as a true negative (i.e. negative ballot).
Response: It is not just a current practice; by ANSI and HL7 rules any negative line item renders the total ballot response Negative.  The Ballot Submitter Instructions inculude this statement.
Comment: 

Difference Between Withdrawn and Retract
Issue: 
Respnose: A negative line item withdrawn by the submitter becomes an affirmative with the caveat that, if the comment is substantive, there will be subsequent ballot of the same material. If the submitter decides to retract their negative comment with the understanding that it will be considered for a future project or update to the standard, then it is, in essence, removed from the ballot without furhter consideration and does not figure in the ballot tally..
Comment:


The following sections contain known outstanding issues.  These have not been resolved because they require a 'ruling' on interpretations of the HL7 ER or GOM as well as possibly updating those documents.  If you are ever in doubt on how to proceed on an item, take a proposal for a method of action, then take a vote on that proposal of action and record it in the spreadsheet and in the WG minutes.  

Editorial license
Issue: There is divided opinion as to the boundaries of "editorial license".
Response: 
Comment:



Setup

		This page reserved for HL7 HQ.  DO NOT EDIT.

				Affirmative		Negative

		If you submit an overall affirmative vote, please make sure you have not included negative line items on the Ballot worksheet

		Please be sure that your overall negative vote has supporting negative comments with explanations on the Ballot worksheet

		You have indicated that you will be attending the Working Group Meeting and that you would like to discuss at least one of your comments with the responsible Committee during that time.  Please note that due to time constraints not all comments can be reviewed at WGMs and that it is your responsibility to find out when this ballot comment can be scheduled for discussion.

		Yes		No

		Persuasive		Persuasive with mod		Not persuasive		Not persuasive with mod		Not related		Considered for future use		Considered - No action required		Considered - Question Answered		Referred and tracked		Pending input from submitter		Pending input from other WG
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Ballot Vote Summary

*

		127 Voters in the ballot pool



		Abstain		61

		Affirmative		35

		Negative		10

		No Return		20

		Removed		1
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Comment Summary

		21 Individuals provided comments



*

		A-C		43

		A-Q		7

		A-S		52

		A-T		75

		NEG		19
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Questions?







		Nancy Orvis – nancy.j.orvis.civ@mail.mil

		Russ Ott – rott@deloitte.com

		Chris Brancato, RRT, RCP – cbrancato@deloitte.com
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Human Resources Division DHA?
Mission Statement

Defense Health Agency

“Develop and implement human capital strategies,
policies, and programs to recruit and retain a qualified
and diverse [DHA] workforce in order to accomplish the

Defense Health Program mission.”

DHA Workforce: includes Government employees (civilians
and uniformed services [includes Public Health Service
Commissioned Corps])
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