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SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION

This is for the Patient R-MIM used for NonPersonLivingSubjects, in this case a patient of a Tree-species. In order to identify the GPS coordinates of a tree a new RolClass of 'Place of Existence' is proposed, akin to the existing class codes BIRTHPL and DEATHPL.
VOCABULARY OBJECTS CHANGE SUMMARY
<<REQUIRED – fill in the numbers in the rightmost three columns that total the number of vocabulary changes in the proposal.  This is used to cross-check the accuracy of capturing and applying the requested changes>>
	Abbrev.
	Description
	# to add
	# to remove
	# to change

	D
	Concept Domains
	
	
	

	S
	Code Systems
	
	
	

	C
	Concept Codes in a Code System
	
	
	

	V
	Value Sets
	
	
	

	B
	Context Bindings
	
	
	


	POSITION OF CONCERNED ORGANIZATIONS:

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

	ORG
	RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL STATUS
	AFFECTED ELEMENTS OF INTEREST TO ORG

	Patient Admin
	Pending
	Owns the model


ISSUE:

Issue: geographic location of the tree (its GPS coordinates). 

· Patient.addr can't be used, the AD data type is meant to be used for a mailing address only (see R-MIM below, Patient.addr has been removed from it) 

· This is part of the patient demographics, note that trees don't move, so we're not talking about 'patient tracking'. 

· NonPersonLivingSubject has a Birthplace (BIRTHPL) role associated with it, played by E_Place which is subject of A_SpatialCoordinates. 

· Birthplace has the following definition: Relates a place (playing Entity) as the location where a living subject (scoping Entity) was born. - in this case: the place where the tree was initially planted, which may have been in a tree nursery, which isn't a very useful bit of information. 

· Place of Death (DEATHPLC) is another role of E_Place (although not used in the Patient R-MIM). It is defined as: Relates a place (playing Entity) as the location where a living subject (scoping Entity) died. 

CURRENT STATE:

<<OPTIONAL – Existing approaches for dealing with the issue.>>

OPTIONS CONSIDERED:

<<OPTIONAL – alternative approaches considered.  Include reason(s) for rejecting/selecting particular alternatives.>>

RATIONALE:

See Issue
RECOMMENDATION DETAILS:

Create a new Class code: EXISTENCEPL "Place of Existence", defined as "Relates an entity (player; a living subject) to a location (scoper) where it exists. The entity has to be a living subject and of a species without autonomous mobility characteristics (e.g. a tree), i.e. its location will only change through outside intervention (e.g. by humans, tornado's, etc.)". (May 2009: this part of the proposal has been accepted. Updated definition as per agreement within PA in Kyoto.) 

· The newly proposed class code is a child of: LOCE (Located Entity Role) "Relates an entity (player) to a location (scoper) at which it is present in some way. This presence may be limited in time." 

· The newly proposed class code is [the only] sibling of STOR (Stored Entity Role) "Relates an entity (player) (e.g. a device) to a location (scoper) at which it is normally found or stored when not used." 

Add another Role (played by E_Place) to the Person part of the PA D-MIM next to Birthplace and Place of Death: associate NonPersonLivingSubject with a PlaceOfExistence role, scoped by E_Place which is subject of A_SpatialCoordinates.
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DISCUSSION:

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

ACTION ITEMS:

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

RESOLUTION:

PA to implement recommendation.
Vocabulary Submission Checklist:

The following identifies the pieces of information that must be included or identified for the different types of vocabulary harmonization actions.  It is included here for convenience in order to make certain the proposal is complete; this is not intended to be ‘filled in’, but are things that must be checked and/or considered when making the proposals.  Any of these that are not included or done must be done during the application of the harmonization proposals after the meeting, and thus may not be deduced correctly if not explicit.  Each of these needed pieces of information is REQUIRED for that particular operation.
New Concept Domain: 

Parent Domain if the new Domain is not at the root

Definition, plus three examples of concepts which would be in the same semantic category labeled by the Domain OR an Example binding. NOTE: these are not coded concepts, ie codes from a codeSystem
The name of the new Domain should follow the current practice pattern for naming

Modify Concept Domain:

New Parent if hierarchy change

Evaluation or Disposition of existing bindings

Impact on any models if name is to be changed

Remove Concept Domain:

Disposition of existing bindings

Removal comment

New Code Systems

Whether they are HL7-maintained or External, OID if one exists

Description

Full name (title) and short name (with no spaces or punctuation)
Modify Code System:

Only descriptions or full names may be modified; for content see Concept Codes

Deprecate/Delete Code System:

Disposition of existing value sets built on it, along with their existing bindings

Identification of what it is being superceded by

Deprecation comment

New Concept Codes:

The code system they are to be added to

The extensional value set(s) they are to be added to, if any

Their parent, if they are not at the root of the code system

Whether or not they are abstract (selectable)

Mnemonic, or code value (try to follow any pre-existing practice pattern)
Description

Print Name (try to follow any pre-existing practice pattern)
Deprecation/Deletion of Concept Codes:

The code system they are to be removed from

The new parent for any child concepts they may have had
The extensional value set(s) that they should also be removed from, if any

Deprecation comment

Modify Concept Codes:

The code system it is in

Modified description (if that is the modification)

Change to/from abstract (if that is the modification)

Change position of code in hierarchy – identify old/new parent, and any impacts on child codes

New Value Set:

Name (without spaces); must fit the current practice pattern of naming style
Name (Title)
Optional Description

Code System it is based on (primary)

Extensional vs. Intensional

Definition expression/contents list

Deprecate/Delete Value Set:

Disposition of existing bindings, both Model and Context

Identification of other value sets that include the one to be deleted

Modify Value Set

Updated Print Name, with identification of Model bindings affected

Updated defining expression/contents list

New Context Binding

Name of Domain plus Name of Value Set plus OID of Value Set (if present) plus Context

Modify Context Binding

Name of Domain plus Name of Value Set plus OID of Value Set (if present) plus New Context

Removal of Existing Context Binding

Name of Domain plus Name of Value Set plus OID of Value Set (if present) plus Context

Note that you must follow up name changes to Concept Domains or Value Sets that are done during the harmonization meeting are applied to any bindings that have been specified in the Static Model (using the RMIM designer tool) so that the binding will point to the new name of the object.

Recommendation Details: Template for Vocabulary Proposal

EXISTING CONTEXT: positions the proposal within the HL7 vocabulary, and provides related descriptions necessary for understanding and evaluating the proposal.  Use as many levels as necessary in each hierarchy illustrated.
RIM_nnnn


Concept Code (conceptID = xxxxxx)



Concept Code (conceptID = xxxxxx)




Concept Code (conceptID = xxxxxx)

Description [optional]: provide existing description for any concept for which description is to be changed, or where specifics in the description are critical to understanding the proposed change.  Descriptions may occur at multiple levels, but are illustrated in this template only once.

Parent (RoleClass / ActClass / EntityClass ( choose one) [required for roleCode, actCode, and entityCode concepts]: give the full hierarchy for the classCode to which the code belongs.


Concept Code for classCode (conceptID = xxxxxx)



Concept Code for classCode (conceptID = xxxxxx)




Concept Code for classCode (conceptID = xxxxxx)

Description of classCode: provide existing description only for the classCode to which the code belongs

Value Set [optional]: for any concept for which a valueSet change is proposed, list (or describe) existing value sets of interest in evaluating the proposal.

RECOMMENDATION: freeform description of the recommended changes, making reference to the Existing Context as appropriate.

Always provide conceptID when mentioning any existing concept.

For all new concepts and values, provide:


Concept Code


Concept Name (print name)


Concept Description

� identifier by which proposal is known to sponsor


� must be sponsored by an HL7 TC, the HL7 International Committee, an HL7 SIG, or an ANSI or ISO accredited SDO


� for sponsor tracking only; not for Harmonization identification


� for sponsor tracking only, Sponsor’s status must be “Approved” for submission to Harmonization





