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Version Compatibility and Local Extension Rules Proposal
Short Description:

Clarify version compatibility and local extension rules in chapter 2.

Justification:

This is a replacement for several sections of proposal 173 having to do with missing and/or ambiguous rules regarding 1) version compatibility, 2) early implementation of the standard and 3) local extensions to HL7 messages. These changes should facilitate a more uniform interpretation of the standard among users.

Proposed Solution:

See below.
2 Control

.

2.5 Version compatibility definition
The above rules described in section 2.11.2  for receiving HL7 messages and converting their contents to data values allow the following definition of a backward compatibility requirement between the 2.x versions of HL7:

Add, change, deprecate, remove - definitions
Note:  If an issue is not covered explicitly under these rules, no assumption should be made that the change is allowed.
The key to understanding version compatibility are the following 2 axioms, plus the processing rules which state that unexpected information should be discarded. 

Old receivers receiving new messages should not be confused. (edit)

New receivers should be able to understand old messages.

This section elaborates on what the kinds of changes that can be done that satisfies these axioms.
Any constituent of an HL7 message, including the message itself, may be deprecated. Language will be inserted stating the fact of deprecation, the version in which the deprecation occurred, and what message or message constituent, if any,  replaces it. The phrase “Retained for backwards compatibility only in version 2.x; refer to section n.m instead” will be the standard language for such an occurrence. When the ANSI approval for that version of the standard in which the message or message constituent was first deprecated is withdrawn, information about the item will be deleted or marked as withdrawn. 
Note:  ANSI approval of version 2.1 and 2.2 and 2.3?? has been withdrawn. The reader will need to refer to the appropriate version of the standard to review the detail of a deprecated message or constituent deprecated.
ANSI requires – get language from Karen

This section addresses only HL7 changes introduced in new versions. Local extensions are discussed in section 2.7 Local Extensions.
Note to balloters: This section has been re-organized. Current content has been moved into subsections below..
2.5.1 Tables

Table names may be changed if a broader use is found for the table.
A table may be deprecated. The table definition will be deleted from the standard when the ANSI approval for that version of the standard where the table was first deprecated is withdrawn.

A table may be made obsolete provided all fields, components, subcomponents where the table has been used have been deprecated. This applies to HL7, user-defined and external tables. It is recognized that this might have a ripple effect. The table definition will be deleted from the standard in the same version in which it becomes obsolete.
A table may be changed from user-defined to HL7 defined or externally-defined.

A table may be changed from HL7 defined to an externally-defined table. When this occurs, the data type of the field should be changed to a CNE or CWE.

2.6 Early adoption of HL7 changes

Early adoption of HL7 changes that have been approved by the technical committee for the next membership ballot is a common practice and is not prohibited, but carries risk. Such changes may be rejected or modified in the balloting process. One example is that the change may pass but may be positioned differently in the segment or data type. 
2.7 Technical Correction Rules

Technical corrections may be applied between versions on a case by case basis. The following meet criteria for technical correction:

· Spelling correction

· Incorrect section reference

· Transcription error in an external table
· Correction of an inconsistency between a segment attribute table and the field narrative
2.8 Local Extensions

The following section specifies where local extensions to a message and its constituent parts are allowed, where they are not, and where they are ill-advised. Inter-version compatibility rules must be followed plus there are certain restrictions and prohibitions outlined in the sections that follow. In general basic structures should not be altered.

The reader is advised to review the Conformance mechanism defined in section 2.N before applying local extensions. Using the conformance mechanism may eliminate the need for local extension.
2.8.1 Tables

Rules are the same as discussed in section 2.7.6. Local extensions may be made to HL7 tables provided they are clearly marked as “Z” or “99” entries. Users may redefine suggested values in User-defined tables.

Local tables may be defined for Z fields. 
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