Orders & Observations Conference Call
4 September 2014
+1 770 657 9270, Passcode: 653212#

Attendees: 

	
	Name
	Organization

	1
	Riki Merrick
	Vernetzt, LLC / APHL

	2
	Kathy Walsh
	LabCorp

	3
	Lorraine Constable
	Constable Consulting

	4
	Mark Jones
	Orchard Software

	5
	
	

	6
	
	

	7
	
	

	8
	
	

	9
	
	


		Regrets: Rob Hausam


Co-Chair: Lorraine Constable
Scribe:  Riki Merrick
Agenda/Minutes:
1. Agenda Review
2. Announcements:  Ballot closes 9/8/2014 – so get votes in before then.
3. Approve Minutes from last call = 8/21/2014
4. Ballot Reconciliation: - NO quorum – prepared proposed dispositions in the spreadsheet
#992 and 991: Email follow up: no response yet


Spreadsheet at end of call (unfiltered): 
[bookmark: _GoBack]We are scheduled for Monday Q4 at the WGM and will take a block vote on all proposed dispositions, unless folks notify us of removing specific items from that block, so please review PRIOR to Monday Q4.

Call adjourned 12:54 PM EDT
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		1		OO		??		HL7_DAM_Specimen_R1_I1				Interventional Imaging
p.15-16						Neg-Mi		1		The description subsection appears to contain two separate chunks of disconnected information

The first chunk of information (p.15) described the workflow of specimen removal (by surgeon) and briefly specimen preparation in the laboratory

The second chunk of informaion (p,16) listed a set of specimen related information requirement specified by DICOM

There is no connecting texts describing how the two are/may be related under the concept of "interventional imaging"				The description is very confusing

Within the concept of "interventional imaging", two scenarios  commonly exist:

Specimen(s) is/are extracted by the surgeon. The suspected lesion may be marked by thin needles and fine wires inserted under imaging guide. Tue specime(s) are sent for imaging

Specimen(s) are sent by the surgeon to the lab, prepared by pathologist (e.g. into slices) and then sent tissue slices for imaging

The description should clearly specific which scenario it intends to define						Persuasive with mod						5/6/2014: Motion to find persuasive with mod, and ensure the focus is on the specimen rather than the interventional imaging procedure. Change the wording of the first sentence: Interventional Imaging is part of the anatomical pathology workflow when examining specimen. To read:
Specimens may be collected as part of an interventional imaging procedure and then sent into the anatomic pathology workflow. Harry Solomon, Riki Merrick				6		0		0						Stephen Chu		HL7 Australia

		2						HL7_DAM_Specimen_R1_I1				Information Model - p.18						Neg-Mj		1		The "PerformedSpecimenCollection" class contains these 2 attributes:
MissedIndicator
MissedReason

which specify that intended specimen(s) hasd not been collected and the reason				The class name: "performedSpecimenCollection" gives the impression that specimen collection is completed

If this is the case, then specimen should have been available or collected, and there shouldn't be a need for these two attributes.

If intended specimen(s) had not been collected, the missedIndicator and reason should be placed in a "SpecimenCollectioProcedure" class

If this "PerformedSpecimenCoolection" class is intended to capture collection procedure details, then suggest rename to:
"SpecimenCollectionProcedure" to avoid confusion		No				Persuasive						Motion to find persuasive - will change name to SpecimenCollectionProcedure Riki/David				5		0		1						Stephen Chu		HL7 Australia

		3						HL7_DAM_Specimen_R1_I1				Information Model - p.18						A-S		1		The "Specimen" class contains this attribute:
riskCode				Suggest change to:
biohazardCode
which is semantically clearer and fits common use in clinical settings where specimens are given biohazard labels to indicate that they present infectious or radioactive harzards		No				Not persuasive						8/21/2014: Not all risks are biohazards - for example corrosive, flammable - not persuasive Kathy Walsh, Riki Merrick				6		0		0						Stephen Chu		HL7 Australia

		4						HL7_DAM_Specimen_R1_I1				Information Model - p.18						A-Q		1		The "Specimen" class contains this attribute:
specimenCondition				Does this attribute support the assertion that the specimen quantity/volume is inadequate for reliable analysis (hence the test result may not be reliable)?

If not should an attribute be added to support this requirement?		No				Considered - Question Answered						8/21/2014: This is a condition that is related to the test - so not necessarily only on the specimen - in v2.x = SPM-24, that vocabulary has insufficient quantity - but in that context the test is associated, so will be covered there. The conceptual model should represent the proper attributes of the specimen. Attributes that examine characteristics about the specimen in relationship to the ordered test are out of scope of this model. Riki Merrick, Kathy Walsh				5		0		0						Stephen Chu		HL7 Australia

		5		OO		??				UseCases		Specimen Use Case for Isolate Representation						A-S		1		Use Case Scenario:
Patient John Q. Doe, a 45 year old white Hispanic male is seen by Dr. Mark A. Jones for severe diarrhea, who collects a stool sample and send that to his usual testing laboratory, ACME Laboratory.		Use Case Scenario:
Patient John Q. Doe, a 45 year old white Hispanic male is seen by Dr. Mark A. Jones for severe diarrhea, who collects a stool sample and sends it that to his usual testing laboratory, ACME Laboratory.								Persuasive						8/21/2014: Persuasive - Riki Merrick, Mark Jones				5		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		6		OO		??		overall										A-S		1						It would be nice for the chapters and sections to be numbered for ease of referencing				format		Persuasive						see#93				4		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		7		OO		??				UseCases								A-S		1						Some of the headings contain hyperlinks to the HL7 wiki, while otehrs do not - but that is not evident from the font - was it an oversight to not have all of them link?						Persuasive with mod						8/21/2014: Will ensure font reflects where linking is present - but linking is not desired in these cases - will remove the links Riki Merrick, Kathy Walsh				5		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		8		OO		??				UseCases		Specimen Use Case for Environmental Specimen						A-T		1		Description 2nd prargraph:
Some of the elements included in the DAM can also be used to address chain of custody requirements.		Some of the elements included in the DAM can also be used to address chain of custody requirements (#7).		Motion for the editors to address the typos, deal with them appropriately, if not typos they will be brought back to committee. Riki / David												5/6/2014: Motion for the editors to address the typos, deal with them appropriately, if not typos they will be brought back to committee. Riki Merrick, David Burgess				5		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		9		OO		ST				UseCases		Specimen Use Case for Environmental Specimen						A-T		1		Use Case Scenario:
1.b.2.:
As part of the Safe Drinking Water Act all public water agencies have to regularly submit samples from their public water supply samples for contaminants testing		As part of the Safe Drinking Water Act all public water agencies have to regularly submit samples from their public water supply samples for contaminants testing														5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		10		OO		ST				UseCases		Specimen Use Case for Environmental Specimen						A-T		1		Use Case Scenario:
3.a:
As part of infection control the laboratory performs routine swabs of hospital equipment used in the Intensive Care Unit and sends to the laboratory for culture.		As part of infection control the laboratory performs routine swabs of hospital equipment used in the Intensive Care Unit and sends them to the laboratory for culture.														5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		11		OO		??				UseCases		Specimen Origin						A-T		1		Description, 2nd sentennce:
As demonstrated in the Environmental Specimen Use case described above, the data elements required to be provided in order to properly interpret test results differs quite considerably from those needed for clinical samples depending on the category of specimen submitted.		As demonstrated in the Environmental Specimen Use case described above, the data elements required to be provided in order to properly interpret test results differs quite considerably from those needed for clinical samples depending on the category of specimen submitted.														5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		12		OO		??				UseCases		Interventional Imaging						A-T		1		Description, below Figure 3:
So the specimen model needs to accommodate the identification of Case, Part, Block and Slide or similar entities derived by processing steps		So the specimen model needs to accommodate the identification of Case, Part, Block, Section and Slide or similar entities derived by processing steps														5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		13		OO		??				Figure 5		Code						Neg-Mi		1						Should be filled in to describe the allowed components of the coded datatype in the model - if these are defined / descirbed elsewhere, that should be made clear and a reference provided						Not persuasive						5/6/2014: Motion to find this block of comments about the conceptual datatypes non-persuasive. The actual components are elaborated in the logical model appropriate to the message paradigm. Riki Merrick, David Burgess				5		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		14		OO		??				Figure 5		String						Neg-Mi		1						Should be filled in to describe the allowed components of the string datatype in the model - if these are defined / descirbed elsewhere, that should be made clear and a reference provided												5/6/2014: see #13														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		15		OO		??				Figure 5		Timestamp						Neg-Mi		1						Should be filled in to describe the allowed components of the timestamp datatype in the model - if these are defined / descirbed elsewhere, that should be made clear and a reference provided												5/6/2014: see #13														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		16		OO		??				Figure 5		EntityName						Neg-Mi		1						Should be filled in to describe the allowed components of the entityName datatype in the model - if these are defined / descirbed elsewhere, that should be made clear and a reference provided												5/6/2014: see #13														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		17		OO		??				Figure 5		Boolean						Neg-Mi		1						Should be filled in to describe the allowed components of the Boolean datatype in the model - if these are defined / descirbed elsewhere, that should be made clear and a reference provided												5/6/2014: see #13														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		18		OO		??				Figure 5		Number						Neg-Mi		1						Should be filled in to describe the allowed components of the number datatype in the model - if these are defined / descirbed elsewhere, that should be made clear and a reference provided												5/6/2014: see #13														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		19		OO		??				Figure 5		Address						Neg-Mi		1						Should be filled in to describe the allowed components of the Address datatype in the model - if these are defined / descirbed elsewhere, that should be made clear and a reference provided												5/6/2014: see #13														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		20		OO		??				Figure 5		Telecom						Neg-Mi		1						Should be filled in to describe the allowed components of the Telecom datatype in the model - if these are defined / descirbed elsewhere, that should be made clear and a reference provided												5/6/2014: see #13														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		21		OO		??				Figure 5		Composite						Neg-Mi		1						Should be filled in to describe the allowed components of the Composite datatype in the model - if these are defined / descirbed elsewhere, that should be made clear and a reference provided												5/6/2014: see #13														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		22		OO		??				holderParameters 
capacity		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve						Persuasive with mod						5/6/2014: Motion to change the datatype in the document table to match the diagram, replacing Numeric with Quantity. This applies to all the numeric values in the document. Riki Merrick, David Burgess				6		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		23		OO		??				holderParameters 
diameter		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		24		OO		??				holderParameters 
height		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		25		OO		??				holderParameters 
length		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		26		OO		??				holderParameters 
width		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		27		OO		??				PerformedSpecimenCollection		Defintions						Neg-Mi		1		The specific instance of the entity (person, machine) that collected a specimen.		The specific instance of the procedure in which the specimen was obtained.		This seems to not belong to the PerformedSpecimenCollection class, but rather descirbes the performer of the PerformedSpecimenCollection.						Persuasive with mod						5/6/2014: See # 118														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		28		OO		??				bookmarks		overall						A-S		1						table of contents did not create all needed bookmarks (no sub titles under information model) - suggest to update						Persuasive						8/21/2014: persuasive Riki Merrick, Kathy Walsh				5		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		29		OO		??				PerformedSpecimenCollection
targetAnatomicSiteCode		Defintions						A-T		1		The code representing the anatomical location from which the specimen was collected (if subject is a human or animal subject.		The code representing the anatomical location from which the specimen was collected (if subject is a human or animal subject).														5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		30		OO		??				Performer
telecommunicationInformation		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - should be telecom												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		31		OO		??				Person		Defintions						A-T		1		Example: a person may be a patient for a period of time at a hospital or a provider on a different occasion.		Example: A person may be a patient for a period of time at a hospital or a provider on a different occasion.														5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		32		OO		??				Specimen
currentSpecimenMeasurement		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		33		OO		??				Specimen
specimenConcentration		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		34		OO		??				Specimen
orignalSpecimenMeasurement		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		35		OO		??				Specimen
specimenPurity		Defintions						Neg-Mi		1						missing Type description - per description column can be either rnumeric or coded - is listed as "any" in the model - do we need an indicator for the datatype used in addition to this information?								Withdraw																		Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		36		OO		??				Specimen
specimenChildRole		Defintions						A-T		1		Coded representation of the purpose or role of a derived specimen the specimen with respect to its parent.		Coded representation of the purpose or role of a derived specimen the specimen with respect to its parent.														5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		37		OO		??				Specimen Container Parameters 
capacity		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		38		OO		??				Specimen Container Parameters 
diameter		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		39		OO		??				Specimen Container Parameters 
height		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		40		OO		??				Specimen Container Parameters 
length		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		41		OO		??				Specimen Container Parameters 
width		Defintions						Neg-Mj		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve												5/6/2014: see #22														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		42		OO		??				Specimen Container Parameters 
capacity		Defintions						Neg-Mi		1		EXAMPLES: For tubes this is draw volume, for holders it could be the maximum number of places for containers.		EXAMPLES: For tubes this is draw volume, for holders slides it could be the maximum number of places for specimen containers.		Or delete the second part of this sentence, if not applicable.						Persuasive with mod						5/6/2014: Motion to clean up the language now that we have split containers and holders. Add tissue micro array in front of slides, indicating the number of wells. Riki Merrick, Harry Solomon				6		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		43		OO		??				Specimen Container Parameters
identifierLocation		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a code per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		44		OO		??				Specimen Container Parameters
identifierReaderType		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a code per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		45		OO		??				Specimen Container Parameters
material		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a code per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		46		OO		??				Specimen Container
name		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a string per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		47		OO		??				Specimen Container
containerIdentifier		Defintions						Neg-Mi		1		An identifier that is included in the label attached to a specimen container.  Label can be linear or 2 dimensional bar code, RFID.		The alphanumeric sequence that uniquely defines the container. Label can be linear or 2 dimensional bar code, RFID.		should not use the term to be defined in the defintion						Persuasive with mod						5/6/2014: Motion to adapt definiton to refer to alphanumeric string. This edit should be applied to all definitions where we have used that term. Riki / Harry				6		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		48		OO		??				Specimen Container
containerTypeCode		Defintions						Neg-Mi		1		Coded representation of the Container type in which specimen is collected.		Coded representation of of the categorization of a container.		should not use the term to be defined in the defintion						Persuasive						5/6/2014: Motion to find persuasive. Riki Merrick, Harry Solomon				6		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		49		OO		??				Specimen Container
position		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a coordinates per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		50		OO		??				Specimen Container
separatorType		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a code per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		51		OO		??				Specimen Container
additive		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a code per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		52		OO		??				Specimen Container
containerCondition		Defintions						Neg-Mi		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (string) to model image (code) - need to resolve						Persuasive with mod						5/6/2014: Motion to find persuasive with mod - this should be code, correct table to reflect that. Riki Merrick, David Burgess				6		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		53		OO		??				Specimen Container
identifierLocation		Defintions						Neg-Mi		1						IdentiferLocation is missing in model image - also need to check on assigned datatyep - identifier makes no sense for location						Not persuasive with mod						6/19/2014: It is in the model image - look in container parameters - but in table did not assign datatype as code, which would help explain the confusion about identitifer - we will add code to the definition table Lori Dieterle, Riki Merrick				7		0		0						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		54		OO		??				Specimen Container
barrierDeltaQuantity		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a quantity per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		55		OO		??				Specimen Container
bottomDeltaQuantity		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a quantity per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		56		OO		??				Specimen Processing Activity
processingAdditive		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a code per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		57		OO		??				Specimen Processing Activity
processing DateTime		Defintions						A-T		1		Start and if needed end time for the processing step.		Start and, if needed, end time for the processing step.														5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		58		OO		??				Specimen Processing Activity
processing DateTime		Defintions						Neg-Mi		1						Discrepancy between defintion for this attribute and the type description - if using start and end time, type should be a range as shown in the model image						Persuasive						6/19/2014: Change type in defintion table to Range:timestamp Riki Merrick, Lori Dieterle				6		0		1						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		59		OO		??				Specimen Processing Activity
temperature		Defintions						Neg-Mi		1						Discrepancy in type description in table (numeric) to model image (quantity) - need to resolve						Persuasive						6/19/2014: Change type in defintion table to Quantity Riki Merrick, Lori Dieterle				6		0		1						Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		60		OO		??				Storage Equipment
name		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a string per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		61		OO		??				Storage Equipment
locationNamespace		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is an identifier per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		62		OO		??				Storage Equipment
geographicalLocation		Defintions						A-T		1						missing Type description - is a GeographiLocation per the model image												5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		63		OO		??				Subject Characteristics at Collection
ObservationTypeCode		Defintions						A-T		1		Coded representation for the Ask at Order Entry (AOE) question conveying infromation about the subject, that may be important for the interpretation of the testing performed on the specimen.		Coded representation for the Ask at Order Entry (AOE) question conveying infrormation about the subject, that may be important for the interpretation of the testing performed on the specimen.														5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		64		OO		??				Subject Characteristics at Collection
ObservationValue		Defintions						A-T		1		Answer to the AOE - may be any format, but format, but is pre-defined for each question.		Answer to the AOE - may be any format, but format, but is pre-defined for each question.														5/6/2014: see#8														Riki Merrick		Association of Public Health Laboratories (APHL)

		65		OO								Figure 1						A-T		1		Title of Figure 1 "Specimen Collection and Handling Activity Diagram"		Figure 1 "Specimen Collection and Handling Activity Diagram for Medical Research Use Case"		This change will make it clearer that the diagram is for Medical research use case. Maybe figure 1 should also be included without all of the medical research comments as a general diagram.												5/6/2014: see#8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		66		OO								Figure 1						A-T		1		In the site section, the top box states "Specimen Collectionx".		"Specimen Collection"		Remove the X												5/6/2014: see#8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		67		OO								Figure 1						A-T		1		In the Site lab area, top right box states, "Setup"1. Pre-label Vials2. Culture Dishes on Ice3. Liquid Nitrogen container ready"		Setup 1. Pre-label Vials 2. Culture Dishes on Ice 3. Liquid Nitrogen container ready		Remove the " after setup												5/6/2014: see#8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		68		OO								Figure 1						A-T		1		In the Site lab area, second left box down, it states: "Site Priority: centrail area of tumor tumor margin"		Site Priority: central area of tumor tumor margin		remove the I in centrail.												5/6/2014: see#8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		69		OO								Figure 1						A-T		1		In the Site lab area, in the 5th box down the middle, the word "Formal in" needs correcting		formalin		remove space												5/6/2014: see#8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		70		OO								Figure 1						A-T		1		Multiple instances of "OCT" Embedding		?		What does OCT stand for?												5/6/2014: see#8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		71		OO								Figure 1						A-T		1		ReAgent		Reagent		change case of capital A to lower case.												5/6/2014: see#8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		72										Use Cases - Medical Research Use Case						A-C		1						Add additional details to Medical Research Use Case as are present in the other use cases such as Use Case Sequence Steps, etc.						Persuasive with mod						8/21/2014: We agree that would be useful, but can only accomplish this, if original use case submitter provides the input - will reach out to Joyce Hernandez - persuasive with mod Riki Merrick, Kathy Walsh				5		0		0						Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		73		OO								Clinical Genomics Workgroup’s Clinical Sequencing project
Description:						A-T		1		4. Prenatal testing which may be reported on the maternal medical record (and should be identified as separate from germline testing		4. Prenatal testing which may be reported on the maternal medical record and should be identified as separate from germline testing		remove (												5/6/2014: see#8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		74										Clinical Genomics Workgroup’s Clinical Sequencing project
Description:						A-T		1		6. Microbiome analysis of a the patient
a. Includes analysis of microorganisms living in the patients gastrointestinal tract or Genitourinary system		6. Microbiome analysis of the patient
a. Includes analysis of microorganisms living in the patient's gastrointestinal tract or genitourinary system		delete 'a', add '												5/6/2014: see#8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		75		OO								Specimen Use Case for Isolate Representation Use Case Sequence Steps:						A-C		1		A clinical sample is submitted to the testing laboratory.
The testing laboratory provides testing on the clinical sample and in the process it creates a derived specimen.
The testing laboratory does not have the capacity to complete testing on the derived specimen.
The derived specimen is forwarded to the reference laboratory for further testing.
The reference laboratory receives the derived specimen and all information required to properly interpret the requested test.
The reference laboratory completes testing and provides the result to the testing laboratory, who forwards it to the original ordering provider.		1. A clinical sample is submitted to the testing laboratory.
2. The testing laboratory provides testing on the clinical sample and in the process it creates a derived specimen.
3. The testing laboratory does not have the capacity to complete testing on the derived specimen.
4. The derived specimen is forwarded to the reference laboratory for further testing.
5.The reference laboratory receives the derived specimen and all information required to properly interpret the requested test.
6.The reference laboratory completes testing and provides the result to the testing laboratory, who forwards it to the original ordering provider.		Add numbers to better illustrate the steps.						Persuasive						8/21/2014: persuasive Riki Merrick, Mark Jones				5		0		0						Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		76		OO								Interventional Imaging						A-C		1		Interventional Imaging				This is the start of a new section, but it wasn't easy to determine that in document, any chance of numbering the use cases?				format		Persuasive						Proposed: agreed to use proper section numbering see#93 - that should take care of this one				4		0		0						Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		77		OO								Information Model						A-C		1		Comment stating "We did not explicitly model for laterality….."				Laterality is important in at least 2 instances that come to mind:
1. Ability to ensure that specimens are not collected from a lateriality that is not to be used for specimen collection. For example, the right arm of a woman who had a right side mastectomy. 
2. Ability to ensure that a specimen was not collected from an arm that has an IV running.						Considered - No action required						8/21/2014: That comment should have been removed - we did model laterality explicitly both for the target site (targetAnatomicSiteQualifier) and for the approach site (ApproachAnatomicSiteQualifier) - in fact we have specific question for comment on page 6 Questions for balloters on whether having it in the model instead of the terminology. Riki Merrick, Ron Van Duyne				4		0		1						Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		78		OO								Information Model						A-C				Comment stating, "Expiration Date - determined that labs sometimes need to track expiration time specific to a specimen itself, and we may also need to track expiration of a specimen relative to a specific order - the latter may notappear in this model, depending on where we draw the scope boundary."				Seems appropriate to track expiration date information, if different from the general specimen expiration, with the order that has the special expiration associated with it. I wonder if there are any different implications if the order specific expiration date is sooner or later than the general expiration date.												Proposed - Considered - no action
general expiration date overwrites everything, if sooner, it means cannot use for that test, but may be usable for a different test.														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		79		OO								Attributes page 19						A-T		1		An identifier that is included in
the label attached to a holder.  Label can be linear or 2 dimensional bar code, RFID		An identifier that is include
the label attached to a holde Label can be RFID, linear, or 2 dimensional bar code.		The 'or' needs to be moved.												5/6/2014: see#8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		80		OO								page 22 missedReason						A-C		1		blank		code and/or string?		Is missed reason type supposed to be a code or string?												9/4/2014: see #8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		81		OO								page 23 targetAnatomicSiteCode						A-T		1		(if subject is a human or animal subject.		(if human or animal subject).														5/6/2014: see#8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		82		OO								page 24 sourceLocation						A-C				Equivalent to targetAnatomicSite for non-living subjects.		Not sure		It would help to arrive at a true definition here, and then use "equivalent to targetAnatomicSite for non-living subjects" as further explanation of the definition.												Proposed: Persusasive with mod - Update defintion: description of the specific position or point in physical space from where the specimen was collected - Move current defintion to Note														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		83		OO								page 26 isDerived						A-C				NOTE: If derived, a reference to the parentIdentifier of the preceding specimen is expected/required.		Not sure		If derived, where does the actual reference to the parentIdentifer belong? Need to point the reader to the reference. Or maybe I just don't understand this one.												Proposed: This is a conformance statement that if the "Is derived" flag is checked, then the paretnIdentifer attribute for that specimen (see second entry in the same table) must be filled out. Could add this clarifying pointer to the note.														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		84		OO								page 27 specimenPurity						A-C		1		Type is blank		Numeric or Coded		Is Specimen Purity Type supposed to be numeric or coded?												9/4/2014: see #8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		85		OO								page 28 capacity						A-C				Designed maximum amount for a substance or number for a physical object.		Maximum amount of a substance or number of physical objects that a container can hold.														Proposed: persuasive with mod
will update note by moving the example for holders to holder parameter														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		86		OO								pg 28 material						A-C		1		Physical substance of which the container is made.				This definition differs markably from the definition for material on page 20. Both may need further differentiaion to get the point across. They do seem to have very different meanings. Seems like this could have similar attributes to those in material: typeCode, materialClassCode. 

Or should it be similar to  
containerMaterialCode?				container								8/7/2014: Agreed this may need more work - possibly using containerMaterialCode in both places may be good - or just use it in the parameters?
Motion to move container MaterialCode from container to container parameters and review other attributes in container for similar treatment. Mark Jones, Riki Merrick				5		0		0						Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		87		OO								pg 29 containerTypeCode						A-C				Coded representation of the Container type in which specimen is collected.
EXAMPLE(S): model number used to order the same kind of tube				Shouldn't this be the same basic definition as that of ContainerTypeCode in Specimen Container Parameters				container								Proposed: Agreed this may need more work - possibly using containerTypeCode in both places may be good and then all the parameter atributed coild be inferred from that?														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		88		OO								misc- defintions						A-C		1						Type needs to be completed on a number of items.												9/4/2014: see #8														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		89		OO								Ballot - Entire Document				Yes		A-C		1						Suggest putting in numerical Heading / Hierarchy structure throughout Document.				format		Persuasive						see #93				4		0		0						Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		90		OO								Ballot - Use Cases				Yes		A-C								Use Cases Section - The specific Use Cases detailed do not inherintly suggest their relationship to a the breakdown or derivation from a 'specimen'.  
Would it be more clear IF there was an introductory paragraph around the already developed HL7 artifacts with a little more detail and possibly a high level model that put these new Use Cases into context for the reader.  By themselves there is no clear quick way to put them in context.				use case								Proposed: persuasive with mod or considered for future use
Can the commenter provide language as starter?
Not sure about adding a model, but may be an image to show how all the use cases relate to specimen?														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		91		OO								Ballot - Use Cases				Yes		A-C		1						In Use Cases, numerical Headings would allow Use Case Section to be more clearly organized so that each Use Case was clearly delineated and could be structured to have consistent sections e.g. A or 1.1 - Description, B or 1.2 - Preconditions, C or 1.3 - Sequence Steps etc.				format		Persuasive						Proposed: agreed to use proper section numbering see#93 - that should take care of this one				4		0		0						Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		92										Ballot - Use Cases				Yes		A-C								Suggest all Use Cases have the same structure / sections				use case								proposed - Considered - answered
agreed, but due to differing levels of submitter participation, detail was not available for all - should sections that don't have infromation be labeled 'not provided'?														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		93														Yes		Neg-Mi		1						the sections do not have a numbering, nor is line numbering available, so that it is difficult to refer to something in the usual manner				format		Persuasive						6/5/2014: motion to find persuasive - will work with publishing for best format Riki Merrick, Lori Dieterle				4		0		0						Frank Oemig		0.0

		94														Yes		A-S		1						right-alignment of TOC is not working				format		Persuasive						Proposed: persuasive - may need to be dealt with by publishing				4		0		0						Frank Oemig		0.0

		95								page 8												Use Cases				The listing sounds more like a project list. Rephrasing would be good.												Proposed: Considered - future
If submitter wants to make suggestion to rephrase we will update, otherwise these were the titles as submitted														Frank Oemig		0.0

		96														Yes		Neg-Mi		1						Figure 1 is unreadable, the EA files are not better either.
Compact the overall size and enlarge the font						Persuasive with mod						6/5/2014: Figure 1 too small – yes, hard to read – this was provided by a group that dropped out halfway through the work, so had no feedback, so reluctant to make changes to submitted content
also this use case is so detailed and as it’s listed first
We agree it would be good to be more readable - hard to see in print - but in pdf can zoom - same in EA; consider breaking figure into the multiple sections  - add comment as NOTE to reader to use electronic document to allow zooming - working on publishing these as html in the future for ballot publishing
If we don't get help from CG, at minimum will review the use cases and re-order based on work narrative.
Motion to review the use cases and re-order based on work narrative and provide explanation to readers how to use pdf to zoom and consider alternate presentation options Lori Dieterle, Riki Merrick				4		0		0						Frank Oemig		0.0

		97								page 12						No		A-S								Figure 2 looks more like (part of) the solution. It should be moved to a later section.												Proposed: Considered - answered
It was part of the submitted use case - agreed that is contains a lot of the elements described in the DAM, however it needs to remain with the reference material section														Frank Oemig		0.0

		98								pages 12-15						No		A-S								The numbered list is also something which should be moved to a later section summarizing the essence.												Proposed: Considered - answered
It was part of the submitted use case - agreed that is contains a lot of the elements described in the DAM, however it needs to remain with the reference material section														Frank Oemig		0.0

		99														Yes		A-T		1		wasy was		easy way														5/6/2014: see#8														Frank Oemig		0.0

		100																Neg-Mj		1		cassette		block		The model in figure 3 is good. But it lacks a harmonization with other information. Cassette is clearly a container, block is a specimen and a container (tissue dice blocked in paraffin, e.g.), but this wording is widely used in AP						Not persuasive						5/6/2014: Motion to find not persuasive: The terminology in the figure is that used by the source of the use case. Even though cassette is a container, that modeling is generalized in the actual model. Harry Solomon, Riki Merrick				6		0		0						Frank Oemig		0.0

		101																Neg-Mj		1		slide		section		On previous page "section" is mentioned, but in this figure 3 "slide" is used, again rather a container than a specimen. E.G. several (serial) sections are usually placed on one slide						Not persuasive						5/6/2014: Motion to find not persuasive: The text is correct, and the figure is from an external source, so we do not want to change the input of the source. The diagram is a summary and does not show all steps. Harry Solomon, Riki Merrick - see also #100				6		0		0						Frank Oemig

		102								pages 15-16								A-Q						WSI (whole slide image)		Additional specimen hierarchy level: Can a WSI regarded as a specimen? Concerning the definition on page 25 it is a single discrete uniquely identified unit that is subject of one or more steps in the laboratory workflow, e.g. image analysis for quantitation of markers and structures, but also for a simple pathohistological evaluation.						Pending input from submitter						Proposed: was the suggestion here to add Whole slide image? Riki will follow up via email														Frank Oemig

		103																Neg-Mi		1						We should provide an overall drawing including all stuff.				email		Not persuasive						sent email to get clarification on 6/2/2014 and follow up on 6/19/2014
Answer:
Text was dropped in consolidation process - here is the original: The model in figure 3 is good. But it lacks a harmonization with other information.
So, on the previous page "section" is mentioned, but I cannot find it in this figure.
We should provide an overall drawing including all stuff.
Mark as see #100 and #101				6		0		0						Frank Oemig		0.0

		104																Neg-Mi		1		Specimen Container Parameters				I am not sure why the Specimen Container Parameters are a separate class? It could be included in Specimen Container?
Also, the name is in plural form, this sounds odd.						Persuasive with mod						6/5/2014: 1. created separate class, because these parameters describe the kind of container and may not need to be communicated every time, while the elements in specimen container need to be communicated for the instance
2. keep the plural form, there is more than one parameter in the list
Riki Merrick, Kathy Walsh				5		0		0						Frank Oemig		0.0

		105								page 18								A-S								add a reference to what is presented in figure 3						Pending input from submitter						Proposed: need to figure out which figure - Riki to email														Frank Oemig		0.0

		106								page 20								A-Q				holder parameters				the size information should be a quantity?
And what about the capacity in the different directions, does that make sense, eg. 10x2x1?												Proposed: Considered - answered
Correct - that was a disconnect between the table and the model - will correct to quantity
The direction you are asking about is covered in configuration to give you the lay out.														Frank Oemig		0.0

		107								page 22								A-Q				collectionFrequency				do we need something like that, eg. "collect every 2 housr"?												Proposed - Considered - answered
This should be attached to the order, not the Actual description of the collection at one of those times. Not needed here.														Frank Oemig		0.0

		108								page 24								A-Q				telecommunicationInformation				in case of the machine most probably the associated or responsible person?												Proposed - Considered - answered
Will add to NOTES: This is a repeating attribute - if information about equipment and its responsible person is needed, create 2 instances.														Frank Oemig		0.0

		109																Neg-Mi		1		parentIdentifier				"specimenIdentifier" from which this sample was derived"						Persuasive						6/5/2014: Since specimenIdentifier has been defined in this document already we will change to:"SpecimenIdentifier of the specimen from which the current specimen was derived"
Riki Merrick, Lori Dieterle														Frank Oemig		0.0

		110								page 25								Neg-Mi				typeCode, SubTypeCode				do we need a hierarchic codeSystem (with levels)?				code herarchy		Pending input from submitter						6/19/2014: The typeCode drives what data elements are going to be needed - should not be a continous hierarchy I think, but rather a way to separate at the high level - how this is best accomplished in the data exchange world is still being debated - any suggestions are welcome - Also not sure if at the conceptual level we need to consider the hierarchical nature of the assigned / suggested terminology - will reach out via email on 6/19/2014		Riki Merrick												Frank Oemig		0.0

		111																Neg-Mi		1		isDerived				what about the derivation procedure?						Persuasive with mod						6/5/2014: Is covered under SpecimenProcessingActivity.
Add a clarifying sentence in the notes part of the definition Riki Merrick, Mark Jones, further discussion: what did the comment even mean – reviewing the model to clarify this				5		0		0						Frank Oemig		0.0

		112																Neg-Mi		1		diameter				do we need a form code, eg. Box, cylinder, etc.?						Not persuasive						The shape can be derived from diameter and height / width, length and height filled in and  can also be inferred from ContainerType - Mark Jones, Kathy Walsh				5		0		0						Frank Oemig		0.0

		113								page 28								A-Q		1						some data types are missing resp. Not defined												9/4/2014: see #8														Frank Oemig		0.0

		114																Neg-Mi		1		identifier				is missing for subject						Persuasive with mod						6/5/2014: Add related definition as: The alphanumeric sequence that uniquely identifies the subject. - Lori Dieterle, Mark Jones				5		0		0						Frank Oemig		0.0

		115		OO		DM		subSpeciesRank Definition		Attribute Definitions		Non-Human Living Subject				No		A-T		1		Any description of a sub-population of organisms below the species level.
Examples: Influenza A, Shepard dog, tabby cat		Any description of a sub-population of organisms below the species level.
Examples: Influenza A, Shepard dog German Shepherd, tabby cat														5/6/2014: see#8														Eric M Haas, MS,DVM		0.0

		116		OO		DM		PerformedSpecimenCollection Definition		Attribute Definitions		PerformedSpecimenCollection				No		Neg-Mi		1		The specific instance of the entity (person, machine) that collected a specimen.
EXAMPLE(S):
blood draw, urine collection, nasopharyngeal swab, tissue biopsy		The specific instance of the entity (person, machine) that collected a specimen collection
EXAMPLE(S):
blood draw, urine collection, nasopharyngeal swab, tissue biopsy		Existing definition makes it sound like the focus is on the performer of the collection and not the collection itself.						Persuasive with mod						6/19/2014: This is corect - motion to accept - why is performed part of the name of this class? Came from the RIM defintion - find persuasive with mod - accept the new defintion and change class name to "Specimen Collection" Eric Haas, Diane Vaughn 

6/23: Review of OO minutes found related item#2 accepted at WGM has diffenrt name - need to reconcile between SpecimenCollection and SpecimenCollectionProcedure

7/3/2014: Motion to re-open item and approve SpecimenCollection as the new term Riki Merrick, Diane Vaughan				7
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1						Eric M Haas, MS,DVM		0.0

		117		OO		DM		PerformedSpecimenCollection performerIdentifier attribute		Attribute Definitions		PerformedSpecimenCollection performerIdentifier attribute				No		Neg-Mj		1		performerIdentifier		identifier		performerIdentifier attribute is not in the PerformedSpecimenCollection Class (box) in the informational model.  " Identifier " is in this class and is missing from this section.						Persuasive with mod						5/6/2014: The first field should have been identifier, as it is the identifer for the collection act, and is mislabeled in the document. Will correct the document. Riki Merrick,David Burgess				6		0		0						Eric M Haas, MS,DVM		0.0

		118		OO		DM		PerformedSpecimenCollection performerIdentifier attribute		Attribute Definitions		PerformedSpecimenCollection performerIdentifier attribute				No		Neg-Mj		1		The Unique Identifier of the Entity (person, machine etc.) that collected a Specimen.		The Unique Identifier of the Specimen Collection Event.		performerIdentifier attribute is not in the PerformedSpecimenCollection Class (box) in the informational model.  " Identifier " is in this class and is missing from this section. This is proposed definition.						Persuasive						5/6/2014: Motion to add the attribute identifer and accept the proposed definition. Riki Merrick, Harry Solomon				6		0		0						Eric M Haas, MS,DVM		0.0

		119		OO		DM		Performer NOTES		Attribute Definitions		Performer				No		A-S				NOTES: The instruments could be only engaged in the collection of the specimen, but they could also be involved in the testing.		NOTES: The instruments could be only engaged in the collection of the specimen, or they could be involved in both the the collection AND the testing of the specimen.		Sounds better to my ear.												Proposed: persuasive														Eric M Haas, MS,DVM		0.0

		120		OO		DM		Specimen, originalSpecimenMeasurement Definition		Attribute Definitions		Specimen, originalSpecimenMeasurement Definition				No		Neg-Mi		1		The volume or mass of the collected specimen.
NOTE: For laboratory tests,

the collection volume is the volume of a specimen. Specifically, units should be expressed in the ISO Standard unit abbreviations (ISO 2955, 1977).		The volume or mass of the collected specimen.
NOTE: For laboratory tests,

the collection volume is the volume of a specimen. Specifically, units should be expressed in the ISO Standard unit abbreviations (ISO 2955, 1977).		There are no similar notes for any of the other quantity attributes in the DAM, so for consistency I think this note should be omitted or guidance given for all the other quantity attributes.   Additionally I believe UCUM should be selected as the preferred units of measure standard for V2, V3 and fhir.												6/19/2014: find persuasive - delete the entire Note Eric Haas, Lori Dieterle
Also should make sure we change numeric to quantity here and everywhere else where applicable - see #22		Riki Merrick		6		0		0						Eric M Haas, MS,DVM		0.0

		121		OO								General Comment						A-C		1						This is a thorough and careful analysis of a broad range of specimen gathering needs and is to be commended.												Thank you!														Clem McDonald		NLM

		122										General Comment						Neg-Mi		1						Might be important to add a specific description of specimen collections for flocks or herds of animals, where a specimen is taken from pooled collection of animals (e.g. from the drains from stool collections). Pooled specimens also are used for blood bank testing to save money with no test cost.				email		Persuasive with mod						6/19/2014: is the intent to add an example of how this information would be communicated? - sent email for follow up on 6/19/2014
Note for specimenCount change to integer instead of numeric for datatype 
email answer: If you already have a way to handle pooled specimen, ignore my comment. But a bit more explanation with examples  of its use might assure attention to this capability and its value.
7/3/2014: Expand on examples in both definition fields for PooledSpecimenIndicator and SpecimenGroupCount Riki Merrick, Mark Jones				4		0		0						Clem McDonald		NLM

		123										Page 7						Neg-Mi		1		For the PerformedSpecimenCollection class:
i. We explicitly modeled laterality for TargetSite and TargetApproachSite – is this desirable?				Some systems pre-coordinate R and L for sites that have symmetry, and that avoids assertions about sites for which it does not make sense.												7/3/2014: From vote count and comment they seem to imply not desirable - we added them because in v2 they are separated, in v3 they are combined. In the conceptual model we could keep these spearately as concepts and allow the logical model to decide if they want to use the information model approach or the terminology approach respectively. Kathy prefers to keep modifiers separate. Sites should be modeled the same way - in SPM we have a modifier for targetsite, but not for approach site - Motion to defer decision to logical modeling step and add explanation on the considerations that would need to be made for each decision. Mark the Qualifiers as 0..* in the model. Mark Jones, Riki Merrick				3		0		1						Clem McDonald		NLM

		124										Page 7						Neg-Mi		1		For the SubjectCharacteristicsAtSpecimenCollection class:
i. Comment on the decision to represent these as ObservationCode – ObservationValue pairs – essentially mirroring the Ask at Order Entry Approach used in the workflow today				I would. Because the orderer may be the only one who know the answers. And that is how labs typically report it (as an observation).												7/3/2014: they seem to agree with our approach - mark as persuasive - Mark Jones, Diane Vaughan				4		0		0						Clem McDonald		NLM

		125										Page 25						Neg-Mi		1						I worry about requiring explicit recording of the class and type code of the specimen when the class code should be inferable (and or generated from the type code). Same question about including “Form code”. Won’t that be inferable from the specimen type? Is the field called derived specimen really needed if there is a parent code?												7/3/2014: Since these are 3 comments - we split them out - see #990, #991, #992														Clem McDonald		NLM

		990										Page 25						Neg-Mi		1						I worry about requiring explicit recording of the class and type code of the specimen when the class code should be inferable (and or generated from the type code). Same question about including “Form code”. Won’t that be inferable from the specimen type? Is the field called derived specimen really needed if there is a parent code?						Not persuasive						7/3/2014: Created from #125
Derived specimen field is not really needed when a parent code is present, but we decided to be explicit about it in the conceptual model. Are slide from a section of a block be derived - yes, they all have a parent specimen code. This was added as a flag to indicate for folks to pay attention to the parent specimen. - Motion to retain the boolean and add explanatory text why, not persuasive with mod Riki Merrick, Kathy Walsh				4		0		0						Clem McDonald		NLM

		991										Page 25						Neg-Mi								I worry about requiring explicit recording of the class and type code of the specimen when the class code should be inferable (and or generated from the type code). Same question about including “Form code”. Won’t that be inferable from the specimen type? Is the field called derived specimen really needed if there is a parent code?				code hierarchy		Pending input from submitter						7/3/2014: Created from #125
8/7/2014: Similar to #110; The typeCode drives what data elements are going to be needed - should not be a continous hierarchy I think, but rather a way to separate at the high level - how this is best accomplished in the data exchange world is still being debated - any suggestions are welcome - Also not sure if at the conceptual level we need to consider the hierarchical nature of the assigned / suggested terminology - will reach out via email on 8/7/2014														Clem McDonald		NLM

		992										Page 25						Neg-Mi								I worry about requiring explicit recording of the class and type code of the specimen when the class code should be inferable (and or generated from the type code). Same question about including “Form code”. Won’t that be inferable from the specimen type? Is the field called derived specimen really needed if there is a parent code?				code hierarchy		Pending input from submitter						7/3/2014: Created from #125

8/7/2014: Similar to #110; The typeCode drives what data elements are going to be needed - should not be a continous hierarchy I think, but rather a way to separate at the high level - how this is best accomplished in the data exchange world is still being debated - any suggestions are welcome - Also not sure if at the conceptual level we need to consider the hierarchical nature of the assigned / suggested terminology - will reach out via email on 8/7/2014														Clem McDonald		NLM

		126										Page 26						Neg-Mi		1						The spec recommends ISO units representation. Believe HL7 has specifies UCUM as the unit specification everywhere. Is there a reason to deviate here?				units		Persuasive with mod						8/7/2014: Consider taking out the sentence starting with "Specifically, units should …" because at the conceptual model won't need to specify to this level. Mark Jones, Riki Merrick, - persuasive with mod				6		0		0						Clem McDonald		NLM

		127										Page 27						Neg-Mi		1						Regarding original specimen measurement may be collected as part of questions on order entry – The current specimen measurement is more apropos of the specimen.						Not persuasive with mod						8/7/2014: 
Update definition to "The initial volume, mass or size of the specimen."
Agree that for specific tests an AOE about the total collected specimen, even if less was shipped, is needed (e.g 24 hr urine) - that is a different observation. Kathy Walsh, Riki Merrick - not persuasive with mod				6		0		0						Clem McDonald		NLM

		128										Page 28						Neg-Mi		1						Specimen concentration, and purity, seem to be properties of the study (results) of which there may be many measures and does not fit any of the HL7 history.  This should not swallow the observation information.												8/7/2014: Specimenpurity and concentration are specimen evaluations that are performed prior to testing - verify with Phil Pochon via email (see response in notes for 8/21).

8/21/2014: Find not persuasive with mod - agree that it can be considered observations on specimen during processing activity. Clarify the definition to indicate that purity and concentration are specimen attribute in certain situations, i.e. bio-banking - Phil Pochon, Riki Merrick				3		0		3						Clem McDonald		NLM

		129										Page 30						Neg-Mi		1						Is the processing a step in the preparation of the specimen for testing, for storage, or is it the actual testing?  Would be easier to understand if the different kind of processing functions were enumerated.						Persuasive						8/7/2014: Processing is not further defined - do we need an additional parameter as part of the processing class to indicate purpose of processing? Add attribute of Processing Reason - coded. Riki Merrick, Mark Jones				6		0		0						Clem McDonald		NLM

		130																A-S								see comments from Lori Dieterle				see others								9/4/2014 - close when all comments from reference are closed														James Whicker		Kaiser Permanente

		131																A-S								see comments from Lori Dieterle				see others								9/4/2014 - close when all comments from reference are closed														Walter G Suarez MD MPH		Kaiser Permanente

		132																A-S								see comments from Lori Dieterle				see others								9/4/2014 - close when all comments from reference are closed														Sandra Stuart		Kaiser Permanente

		133																A-S								see comments from Lori Dieterle				see others								9/4/2014 - close when all comments from reference are closed														Scott M Robertson PharmD		Kaiser Permanente

		134																A-S								see comments from Lori Dieterle				see others								9/4/2014 - close when all comments from reference are closed														Brian Pech MD, MBA		Kaiser Permanente

		135																A-S								see comments from Lori Dieterle				see others								9/4/2014 - close when all comments from reference are closed														Tim McKay Ph.D.		Kaiser Permanente

		136																A-S								see comments from Lori Dieterle				see others								9/4/2014 - close when all comments from reference are closed														James Ferguson		Kaiser Permanente

		137																A-S								see comments from Lori Dieterle				see others								9/4/2014 - close when all comments from reference are closed														Lori Dieterle		Kaiser Permanente

		138																A-S								This is a thorough and careful analysis of a broad range of specimen gathering needs and is to be commended. 
Overall comment: 
Might be important to add a specific description of specimen collections for flocks or herds of animals, where a specimen is taken from pooled collection of animals (e.g. from the drains from stool collections). Pooled specimens also are used for blood bank testing to save money with no test cost. 
On page 25: worry about requiring explicit recording of the class and type code of the specimen when the class code should be inferable (and or generated from the type code). Same question about including “Form code”. Won’t that be inferable from the specimen type? Is the field called derived specimen really needed if there is a parent code? 
On page 26: it recommends ISO units representation. Believe HL7 has specifies UCUM as the unit specification everywhere. Is there a reason to deviate here? Regarding original specimen measurement may be collected as part of questions on order entry – The current specimen measurement is more apropos of the specimen. Specimen concentration, and purity, seem to be properties of the study (results) of which there may be many measures and does not fit any of the HL7 history. This should not swallow the observation information. 
On page 30, is the processing a step in the preparation of the specimen for testing, for storage or is it the actual testing? Would be easier to understand if the different kind of processing functions were enumerated.												Proposed: Thank you.
While not specifically called out in any of the use cases, the model does cover attributes to note pooling requirements - with the use cases that were submitted pooling actually was not covered - may be add veterinary medicine as a use case (would need a volunteer to write this one up)
There is a need to identify what class the collected specimen belongs to, as the data collectin requiremetns differ. If recording this specifically for eaach specimen vs creating the means to select a predefined profile is still being discussed - see# 110 and #991
UCUM  - see#126
specimen purity see#128
processing see #129														Clement J McDonald MD		NLM

		139																Neg-Mi								See comments from Riki Merrick				see others								9/4/2014 - close when all comments from reference are closed														Robert Hausam MD		Huusam Consulting

		140																Neg-Mi								See comments of Stephen Chu				see others								9/4/2014 - close when all comments from reference are closed														Andy Bond PhD		NEHTA

		141																Neg-Mi								See comments of Stephen Chu				see others								9/4/2014 - close when all comments from reference are closed														Andy Bond PhD		HL7 Australia Voter #15

		152

																		Total		Resolved		Outstanding

																A-C		18		11		7

																A-T		38		38		0

																A-S		19		6		13

																A-Q		6		2		4

																Neg-Mi		44		38		6

																Neg-Mj		18		18		0

																		143		113		30
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Instructions

																Return to Ballot

				How to Use this Spreadsheet

				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 Organization and Benefactor members,  the designated contact must be one of your registered voters  to conform with ANSI guidelines.

BALLOT WORKSHEET:
Please complete all lavender columns as described below - columns in turquoise are for the committees to complete when reviewing ballot comments.    
Several columns utilize drop-down lists of valid values, denoted by a down-arrow to the right of the cell.  Some columns utilize a filter which appears as a drop down in the gray row directly below the column header row.  
If you need to add a row, please do so near the bottom of the rows provided.
If you encounter issues with the spreadsheet, please contact Karen VanHentenryck (karenvan@hl7.org) at HL7 Headquarters.

Resolving a ballot:
Please complete all green columns as described below - columns in blue are for the ballot submitters.
You are required to send resolved ballots back to the ballot submitter, as denoted by the Submitter worksheet.

Submitting comments on behalf of another person:
You can cut and paste other peoples comments into your spreadsheet and manually update the column titled "On behalf of" or you 
can use a worksheet with the amalgamation macro in it (available from HL7 Inc. or HL7 Canada (hl7canada@cihi.ca)).  The 
amalgamation worksheet contains the necessary instructions to automatically populate the 'submitter', 'organization' and 
'on behalf of' columns.  This is very useful for organizational members or international affiliates who have one representative 
for ballot comments from a number of different people.

				Column Headers

				Ballot Submitter (sections in lavender)

				Number		This is an identifier used by HL7 Committees.  Please do not alter.

				Ballot WG		Select the WG from the drop down list that will best be able to resolve the ballot comment.  

In some situations, the ballot comment is general in nature and can best be resolved by a non-chapter specific WG.  This can include  MnM (Modeling and Methodology) & INM (Infrastructure and Management).  Enter these WGs if you feel the ballot can best be resolved by these groups.  In some situations, chapter specific WGs such as OO (Observation and Orders) and FM (Financial Management) will refer ballot comments to these WGs if they are unable to resolve the ballot comment.  An explanation of the 'codes' used to represent the Ballot WGs as well as the Ballots they are responsible for is included in the worksheet titled 'CodeReference'

				Artifact		The type of Artifact this Change affects.

						HD		Hierarchical Message Definition

						AR		Application Roles

						RM		Refined Message Information Model

						IN		Interaction

						TE		Trigger Event

						MT		Message Type

						DM		Domain Message Information Model

						ST		Storyboard

						??		Other

				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.

				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.

				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".

				Vote/Type		Negative Votes:

1. (Neg-Mj) Negative Vote with reason , Major.  Use this in the situation where the content of the material is non-functional, incomplete or requires correction before final publication.  All Neg-Mj votes must be resolved by committee.

2. (Neg-Mi) Negative Vote with reason, Minor Type.  Use this when the comment needs to be resolved, but is not as significant as a negative major.

Affirmative Votes:

3. (A-S) Affirmative Vote with Comment - Suggestion.  Use this if the committee is to consider a suggestion such as additional background information or justification for a particular solution.

4. (A-T) Affirmative Vote with Comment - Typo.  If the material contains a typo such as misspelled words, enter A-T.

5. (A-Q) Affirmative Vote with Question. 

6. (A-C) Affirmative Vote with Comment.

				Existing Wording		Copy and Paste from ballot materials.

				Proposed Wording		Denote desired changes.

				Comments		Reason for the Change.  In the case of proposed wording, a note indicating where the changes are in the proposed wording plus a reason would be beneficial for the WG reviewing the ballot.

				In Person Resolution Required?		Submitters can use this field to indicate that they would appreciate discussing particular comments in person during a WG Meeting.  Co-Chairs can likewise mark this field to indicate comments they think should be discussed in person.  Please note that due to time constraints not all comments can be reviewed at WGMs.

				Committee Resolution (sections in turquoise)

				Comment Grouping		This is a free text field that WGs can use to track similar or identical ballot comments.  For example,  if a committee 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.

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

				Withdraw
(Negative Ballots
Only)		Withdraw
This code is used when the submitter agrees to "Withdraw" the negative line item.  The Process Improvement Committee is working with HL7 Headquarters to clarify the documentation on 'Withdraw" in the HL7 Governance and Operations Manual.  To help balloters and co-chairs understand the use of "Withdraw", the following example scenarios have been included as examples of when "Withdraw" might be used: 1) the WG has agreed to make the requested change, 2) the WG has agreed to make the requested change, but with modification; 3) the WG has found the requested change to be persuasive but out-of scope for the particular ballot cycle and encourages the ballotter 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.  If the negative ballotter agrees to "Withdraw" a negative line item it must be recorded in the ballot spreadsheet. 

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

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 minutes as appropriate 
and on this ballot spreadsheet. The entry must be dated if it occurs outside of a WGM or after the 
conclusion of 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 ballotter has been convinced by the WG to retract their ballot item.  This may be due to a 
decision to make the change in a future version or a misunderstanding about the content. 

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

				Disposition WG		If the Disposition is "Refer", then select the WG that is ultimately responsible for resolving the ballot comment.  Otherwise, leave the column blank.  If the Disposition is "Pending" for action by another WG, select the appropriate WG.

				Disposition Comment		Enter a reason for the disposition as well as the context.  Some examples from the CQ WG include:
20030910 CQ WGM: The request has been found Not Persuasive because....
20031117 CQ Telecon: The group agreed to the proposed wording.
20031117 CQ Telecon: Editor recommends that proposed wording be accepted.

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

				For, Against, Abstain		In the event votes are taken to aid in your line item resolutions, there are three columns available for the number of each type of vote possible, for the proposed resolution, against it or abstain from the vote.

				Change Applied		A Y/N indicator to be used by the WG chairs to indicate if the Responsible Person has indeed made the proposed change and submitted updated materials to the committee.

				Substantive Change		A Y/N indicator to be used by the WG chairs to indicate if the line item is a substantive change. 
NOTE:  This is a placeholder in V3 pending definition of substantive change by the ArB.

				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.

				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 that they are employed by.  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.

				On Behalf Of		This column is autofilled from the Submitter Worksheet.  It is used to track the original submitter of the line item.  Many International Affiliates, Organizational, and Benefactor balloters pool comments from a variety of reviewers, which can be tracked using this column.

				On Behalf Of 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, Organizational, and Benefactor balloters pool comments from a variety of reviewers, which can be tracked using this column.

				Submitter Tracking ID #		Internal identifier (internal to the organization submitting the ballot).  This should be a meaningful number to the organization 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 and ensure that the sequential numbers are maintained.

				Referred To		Use this column to indicate the WG you have referred this ballot comment to.

				Received From		Use this column to indicate the WG from which you have received this ballot comment.

				Notes		This is a free text field that WGs can use to add comments regarding the current status of referred or received item.
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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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For the column titled "Disposition" please select one of the following:

Applicable to All Ballot Comments (Affirmative and Negative)
1. Persuasive.  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 withdrawn and the corresponding cell from the column titled ‘Withdrawn’ should be marked appropriately.  Section 14.08.01.03 of the HL7 Governance and Operations Manual (GOM) states that if a ballot comment is to be withdrawn that “…the Work Group effecting reconciliation agrees without objection that the poistion expressed by the negative response is persuasive” and therefore WGs must take a vote to accept the comment as persuasive.
  
2. Persuasive with Mod.  The WG believes the ballot comment has merit, but has changed the proposed solution given by the voter.  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 is 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. At this point the comment is considered withdrawn and the corresponding cell from the column titled ‘Withdrawn’ should be marked appropriately. Section 14.08.01.03 of the HL7 Governance and Operations Manual (GOM) states that if a ballot comment is to be withdrawn that “…the Work Group effecting reconciliation agrees without objection that the poistion expressed by the negative response is persuasive” and therefore WGs must take a vote to accept the comment as persuasive.
  
3. Not Persuasive.  The WG does not believe the ballot comment has merit or is unclear.  Section 14.08.01.02 of the HL7 GOM states that “Approval of a motion to declare a negative response not persuasive shall require an affirmative vote of at least sixty percent (60%) of the combined affirmative and negative votes cast by the Work Group during reconciliation.” A change will not be made to the standard or proposed standard. The WG must indicate a specific reason why the ballot comment is rejected in the Disposition Comments.  The ballot submitter has the option to appeal this decision following HL7 procedures as defined in section 14.12 of the HL7 GOM.  
Example scenarios include, but are not limited to;
-  the submitter has provided a recommendation or comment that the WG does not feel is valid
-  the submitter has not provided a recommendation/solution; the submitter is encouraged to submit a proposal for a future ballot 
-  the recommendation/solution provided by the submitter is not clear; the submitter is encouraged to submit a proposal for a future ballot 

4. Not Persuasive with Mod.  The comment was considered non-persuasive by the WG; however, the WG has agreed to make a modification to the material based on this comment.  For example, adding additional explanatory text.  Additional changes suggested by the non-persuaive comment will not be made to the standard or proposed standard. The WG must indicate a specific reason why the ballot comment is rejected in the Disposition Comments.  The ballot submitter has the option to appeal this decision following HL7 procedures as defined in section 14.12 of the HL7 GOM.
  
5. Not Related.  The WG has determined that the ballot comment is not relevant to the domain at this point in the ballot cycle.  Section 14.08.01.01 of the HL7 GOM states that “Approval of a motion to declare a negative response not related shall require an affirmative vote of at least sixty percent (60%) of the combined affirmative and negative votes cast by the Work Group during reconciliation.”  Example scenarios include, but are not limited to;
- the submitter is commenting on a portion of the standard, or proposed standard, that is not part of the current ballot 
- the submitter's comments may be persuasive but beyond what can be accomplished at this point in the ballot cycle without creating potential controversy. 
- 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".  

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.

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.
  
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 item and has determined that no change will be made to the standard at this point in time. This is in keeping with ANSI requirements. The reviewer should comment on the result of the ballot comment consideration.  An Example comment is included here:
-  the suggestion is persuasive, but outside the scope of the ballot cycle; the submitter is encouraged to submit a proposal to the WG using the agreed upon procedures. 

10. Considered-Question answered.  The WG, or a representative of the WG (editor or task force), has reviewed the item and has answered the question posed.  In so doing, the WG has determined that no change will be made to the standard at this point in time. This is in keeping with ANSI requirements.

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.  (These notes are from Cleveland Co-Chair meeting; needs to be edited, or replaced by use cases)

Marked ballots
Issue For second and subsequent membership ballots HL7 ballots only the substantive changes that were added since the last ballot, 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 conservation interpretation of “obvious error” as you do not want to make a change that will 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 Committee - > Membership the closer you get to final member ballot, the more conservative you should be in adding content.  In the early stages of committee ballot, it may be acceptable to adding new content (if endorsed by the committee) as wider audiences will review/critique in membership ballot.  The Bylaws require two levels of ballot for new content (refer to Section 14.01).  Exceptions must approved by the TSC Char.

Non-persuasive
Issue Use with discretion· Attempt to contact the voter before you declare their vote non-persuasive· Fixing a problem (e.g. typo) in effect makes the negative vote non-persuasive.· In all cases, the voter must be informed of the WG’s action.
Response The preferred outcome is for the voter to withdraw a negative ballot;  It is within a chair’s prerogative to declare an item non-persuasive.  However, it does not make sense to declare non-persuasive without attempting to contact the voter to discuss why you are declaring non-persuasive.  If you correct a typo, the item is no longer (in effect)  non-persuasive once you have adopted their recommended change, however the voter should then willingly withdraw their negative as you have made their suggestion correction..  In all cases, you must inform the voter.
Comment 


Non-related
Issue Use with discretion· 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
Response 
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 committees 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:  naffirmativenaffirmative with commentnaffirmative with comment – typonaffirmative with comment – suggestionnabstainNegative ballots will support:nnegative with reason – majornnegative with reason – minorNote:  “major” “minor” need definition

Substantive changes must be noted in ballot reconciliation
Issue Who determines whether a ballot goes forward?
Response Substantive changes in a member ballot will result in a subsequent ballot.  These should be identified on the ballot reconciliation form.  (Refer to Bylaws 15.07.03).  The TSC Chair will determine whether the ballot goes forward to another member ballot, or back to committee ballot.
Comment · Co-chairs and Editors need a working knowledge of “substantive change” as defined on the Arb website.· 

What Reconciliation Documentation Should Be Retained?
Issue · By-Laws Section 14.04.01 states: “All comments accompanying affirmative ballots shall be considered by the Technical Committee.”  This means each line item must be reviewed.  You can use the disposition "considered" to mark affirmative comments that have been reviewed.  Committees are encouraged to include in the comment section what they thing of the affirmative comment and whether or not they think action should be taken, and by who.
Response · 
Comment 


How do you handle negatives without comment?
Issue How do you handle a negative ballot is submitted without comments?
Response The co-chair attempts to contact the voter, indicating “x” days to respond.  If there is no response, the vote becomes 'not persuasive' and the co-chair must notify the ballotter of this disposition.


Appeals
Issue How are appeals handled?
Response · Negative votes could be appealed to the TSC or Board· Affirmative votes cannot be appealed
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. · 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'

Some information is not being retained
Issue By-Laws Section 14.04.01 states: “All comments accompanying affirmative ballots shall be considered by the Technical Committee.”· There is divided opinion as to whether or not Technical Committee’s need to review all line items in a ballot.· Should there be a statement on the reconciliation document noting what the TC decided?
Response  “. . .considered” does not mean the committee has to take a vote on each line item.  However, a record needs to be kept as to the disposition.  There are other ways to review, e.g. send to the committee 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 committee could vote on the item.  The committee might utilize a triage process to manage line items. 
Comment Action Item:  Add to the ballot spreadsheet a checkoff  for “considered; this would not require, but does not prohibit,  documentation of the relative discussion.

Withdrawing Negatives
To withdraw a negative ballot or vote, HQ must be formally notified. Typically, the ballotter notifies HQ in writing of this intent. If, however, the ballotter has verbally expressed the intention to withdraw the entire negative ballot in the WG meeting, this intent must be documented in the minutes. The meeting minutes can then be sent via e-mail to the negative voter with a note indicating that this is confirmation that he/she withdrew their negative as stated in the attached meeting minutes and that their vote will be considered withdrawn unless they respond otherwise within five (5) days.

The ballotter may also submit a written statement to the WG. The submitter's withdrawal must be documented and a copy retained by the co-chairs and a copy sent to HL7 HQ by email or fax. 

Two weeks (14 days) prior to the scheduled opening of the next ballot, the co-chairs must have shared the reconciliation package or disposition of the negative votes with the negative balloters.  The negative balloters then have 7 days to withdraw their negative vote.  If, 7 days prior to the scheduled opening of the next ballot the negative vote is not withdrawn, it will go out
with the subsequent ballot as an outstanding negative.


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:  A column to record substantive changes and to track whether the change has been applied was added.

Asking for negative vote withdrawal:
Please include the unique ballot ID in all requests to ballot submitters.  E.g. if asking a ballot submitter to withdraw a negative please use the ballot ID to reference the ballot.


The following sections contain known outstanding issues.  These have not been resolved because they require a 'ruling' on interpretations of the Bylaws and the Policies and Procedures as well as updating of those documents.  If you 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 minutes.  

Tracking duplicate ballot issues is a challenge
Issue Multiple voters submit the same ballot item.
Response While items may be “combined” for purposes of committee review, each ballot must be responded to independently.
Comment 


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


Divided opinion on what requires a vote
Issue 
Response · Do all negative line items require inspection/vote of the WG? – Yes, but you can group· Do all substantive line items require inspection/vote of the WG? Yes· How should non-substantive changes be evaluated for potential controversy that would require inspection and vote of the WG? Prerogative of Chair, if so empowered
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? This 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 non-persuasive.)· A Not related remains negative in the ballot pool for quorum purposes, but does not impede the ballot, e.g. it does not count as a negative in the 90% rule.· A Not persuasive remains negative in the ballot pool for quorum purposes, but does not impede the ballot, e.g. it does not count as a negative in the 90% rule.· Every negative needs a response; not every negative needs to be “I agree with your proposed change.”   The goal is to get enough negatives resolved 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 contained 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 · If a member votes “Affirm with Negative line item” the negative line item is treated as a comment but the ballot overall is affirmative.· Action Item:  This must be added to the Ballot Instruction
Comment Revising the ballot spreadsheet to eliminate invalid responses will minimize this issue. Note on the ballot spread

Difference Between Withdraw and Retract
If a ballot submitter offers to withdraw the negative line item the ‘negative’ still counts towards the total number of affirmative and negative votes received for the ballot (as it currently seems to state in the bylaws).  If the submitter offers to retract their negative then it does not count towards the overall affirmative and negative votes received for the ballot.



CodeReference

		Ballot Committee Code		Ballot Committee Name		Ballot Code Name		Meaning		Type of Document

		InM		Infrastructure and Messaging		CT		Version 3: (CMET) Common Message Elements, Release 1, 2, 3		Domain

						XML-ITS DataTypes		Version 3: XML Implementation Technology Specification - Data Types, Release 1		Foundation

						XML-ITS Structures		Version 3: XML Implementation Technology Specification - Structures, Release 1		Foundation

						Datatypes Abstract		Version 3: Data Types - Abstract Specification, Release 1		Foundation

						MT		Version 3: Shared Messages, Release 1, 2		Domain

						TRANSPORT		Version 3: Transport Protocols		Foundations

						UML-ITS DataTypes		Version 3: UML Implementation Technology Specification - Data Types, Release 1		Foundation

						CI, AI, QI		Version 3: Infrastructure Management, Release 1		Domains

						MI		Version 3: Master File/Registry Infrastructure, Release 1		Domain

		CBCC		Community Based Collaborative Care		MR		Version 3: Medical Records: Composite Privacy Consent Directive, Release 1		Domain

		CDS		Clinical Decision Support		DS		Version 3: Clinical Decision Support, Release 1		Domain

		CS		Clinical Statement		CS		Version 3: Clinical Statement Pattern, Release 1		Domain

		FM		Financial Management		AB		Version 3: Accounting and Billing, Release 1,2		Domain

						CO		Version 3: Coverage, Release 1 (virtual CMET domain)		Domain

						CR		Version 3: Claims and Reimbursement, Release 1, 2, 3, 4		Domain

		II		Imaging Integration		DI		Version 3: Diagnostic Imaging, Release 1		Domain

						II		Version 3: Imaging Integration, Release 1		Domain

		M and M		Modelling and Methodology		RIM		Version 3: Reference Information Model, Release 1, 2		Foundation

						Refinement		Version 3: Refinement, Extensibility and Conformance, Release 1, 2		Foundation

						CPP		Version 3: Core Principles and Properties		Foundation

						MIF		Version 3: Model Interchange Format		Foundation

						HDF		Version 3: HL7 Development Framework, Release 1		Foundation

		MedRec		Medical Records (now merged with SD)		MR		Version 3: Medical Records, Release 1, 2		Domain

		OO		Orders and Observations		BB		Version 3: Blood Tissue Organ, Release 1		Domain

						CG		Version 3: Clinical Genomics, Release 1		Domain

						CP		Version 3: Common Product Model, Release 1		Domain

						LB		Version 3: Laboratory, Release 1		Domain

						ME		Version 3: Medication, Release 1		Domain

						OB		Version 3: Observations, Release 1		Domain

						OR		Version 3: Orders, Release 1		Domain

						RX		Version 3: Pharmacy, Release 1		Domain

						SP		Version 3: Specimen, Release 1		Domain

						TD		Version 3: Therapeutic Devices, Release 1		Domain

		PA		Patient Administration		PA		Version 3: Patient Administration, Release 1, 2		Domain

						MM		Version 3: Material Management, Release 1		Domain

						SC		Version 3: Scheduling, Release 1		Domain

		PC		Patient Care		PC		Version 3: Care Provision, Release 1		Domain

		PM		Personnel Management		PM		Version 3: Personnel Management, Release 1		Domain

		PHER		Public Health / Emergency Response		IZ		Version 3: Immunization, Release 1		Domain

						PH		Version 3: Public Health, Release 1		Domain

						RR		Version 3: Regulated Reporting, Release 1		Domain

		Publishing		Publishing		V3 Help Guide (ref)		Version 3: Guide		Reference

						Backbone (ref)		Version 3: Backbone		Reference

		RCRIM		Regulated Clinical Research Information Management		RP		Version 3: Regulated Products, Release 1		Domain

						RT		Version 3: Regulated Studies, Release 1		Domain

		Sched		Scheduling		SC		Version 3: Scheduling, Release 1, 2		Domain

		StructDocs		Structured Documents		CD		Version 3: Clinical Document Architecture, Release 1, 2		Domain

						QM		Version 3: Quality Measures, Release 1		Domain

		Vocab		Vocabulary		Vocabulary (ref)		Version 3: Vocabulary		Foundation

						Glossary (ref)		Version 3: Glossary		Reference

		ArB		Architectural Review Board

		Attach		Attachments

		CCOW		Clinical Context Object Workgroup

		Ed		Education





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

		HD

		AR

		RM

		IN

		TE

		MT

		DM

		ST

		??

												ArB,Arden,Attach,BoD,Cardio,CBCC,CCOW,CDS,CG,CIC,CQI,CS,Conform,Ed,EHR,EmerCare,FM,GAS,HCD,II,Impl,InM,ITS,Lab,MnM,MnM/ CMETs,MM/ Temp,MM/ Tooling,MedRec,OO,PA,PC,PHER,PM,PS,PSC,RCRIM,RX,Sched,Sec,SOA,StDocs,Temp,Voc
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