XML SIG – Monday 19th of January, 3rd quarter

Agenda Items:

· Stub / Stub ID

· Extensibility

· Defaults

Stub / Stub ID

How did we get to where we are now?


· Problem for implementers with schemas as they were then is that there were multiple schemas for same message

· Now the root element is specific to the interaction

· The root element name should be the interaction ID

Schema Caching

· MSXML, MS.Net and Xerces all use schema caching

· A fragmented schema cache it is considerably smaller than a nested schema cache

Balloting normative pieces, the instances, look better nested, not flattened.  There needs to be a section in the implementation guide on how to port route etc.
Each interaction type features a sub-type, reuse is in the payload.

Resolution is that the Stub / Stub ID is removed and nesting re-instated.

Extensibility

· Specification shouldn’t talk about foreign namespaces at all

· Receivers have to be able to receive extensions – not ignore them
· The only thing that has to be passed to the application is the HL7 content and the ED

· Foreign namespaces can be contained in the message type

· You are out of conformance with the standard if you reject foreign namespaces

· Conformance makes no distinction between RIM and non RIM based extensions

Defaults

These were resolved off-line.

