Some general points:
1. We added the CS IDs back in if it was “essentially” not changed (wasn’t sure if added “drawn from code system…” would trigger a change in  the ID)
2. For MSH-9 we use the following convention (this is not critical but you have to pick one):
LOI-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'ORL' drawn from the code system "HL70076".
LOI-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'O22' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
LOI-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'ORL_O22' drawn from the code system "HL70354".

KEY POINTS:
a. Harmonized across all guides (LOI is this way, eDOS and LRI are not)
b. Better to break apart
i. 1 requirement = 1 statement (good thing for implementers and reporting/understanding errors)
ii. Shouldn’t intertwine message formatting in CSs, e.g., X^Y^Z (the ^ is just a format character and is only valid because we fixed the delimiters, if we did not then this is invalid)
3. Split CS such as: LOI-20 (LOI-20: MSH-9 (Message Type) SHALL contain the value ‘ACK^O21^ACK’ or ‘ORL^O22^ORL_O22’. These are separate requirements for different profiles—should not co-mingle.
4. Use CS headings instead of IF statements
       Replace:
eDOS-25: If MSH-9.2 (Message Type^Trigger Event) is valued ‘M04’ then MFI-1.1 (Identifier) SHALL be valued ‘CDM’.
WITH:
eDOS_Common_Component (M04 message only)
eDOS-25: MFI-1.1 (Identifier) SHALL be valued ‘CDM’ drawn from the code system "HL70175".
No need for the “IF” if headings are used. You’re asking the question if “I” am “I”. Within an object you don’t determine your context. 	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Our goal here is to harmonize the convention used in the eDOS guide to add more clarity. The edos guide already uses part of this convention under the MSH section. Example of the conformance statement sections under MSH:

Conformance Statements: M04 Message
Conformance Statements: M08 Message
Conformance Statements: M10 Message
Conformance Statements: M18 Message

Conformance Statements for the M04 Acknowledgement Message
Conformance Statements for the M08 Acknowledgement Message
Conformance Statements for the M10 Acknowledgement Message
Conformance Statements for the M18 Acknowledgement Message

A better way to write those headings to add clarity too the guide would be to include 
The profile component(s) or the pre-coordinated profile
The type of message (or “all messages”)

That way the implementer has no doubt on when and where to implement the conformance statement.


[image: ]	Comment by Bob Yencha: revise to include all the optional profiles, add FI, fix FRU/FRN to PRU/PRN (or vice versa) for both LOI and LRI
There’s an implied hierarchy of requirements from our profile architecture, the only thing the picture doesn’t show is what comes up from the base. I suggest we standardize on the sequence and heading for the conformance statements across the sections/IGS as follows (if/when they are needed):
Base (anything that is universal to all messages in the IG so we don’t have to repeat the rule and would prefix all of those with LAB-nnn instead of LRI-, LOI-, EDOS-, they would then be synced across the IGs.	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: Agree. We were not sure how far you wanted to go with harmonization; it looks like you want to across the guides, which is good. VID.1 is a perfect example.
LAB-XXX: VID.1 (Version Identifier) SHALL be valued with '2.5.1' drawn from the code system "HL70104".
xxx_Common_
xxx_GU_xRU_
xxx_GU_          
xxx_xRU_         
xxx_GU_xRN_
xxx_NG_
xxx_xRN_
(repeat for the major required groups in the light green box followed by the optional items in whatever order we describe them in the conformance to this guide section)
LAB_NB (if any)
LAB_TO (if any)
Etc.
This approach should allow us to state each rule once if at all possible.
LOI
LOI_GU_Component :
LOI-1LOI-XXX: EI_GU.4 (Universal ID Type) SHALL contain the value 'ISO' drawn from code system "HL70301".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: I am adding the conformance statement identifiers based on version V251_IG_SIF_LABORDERS_DSTUR2_D1_2014SEP_V3 of the LOI guide.	Comment by Bob Yencha: what are these replacing? Need a list of what goes away, if these already exist please use the current number so the changes can be quickly applied, if they are brand new, then leave as XXX.	Comment by Bob Yencha: Don’t think we need to put quotes on these IDs, but that’s just me.	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: I’m fine either way as long as we are consistent. However, I think previously we did include them.
LOI-2LOI-XXX: HD_GU.3 (Universal ID Type) SHALL contain the value 'ISO' drawn from code system "HL70301".
LOI_Common_Component :	Comment by Bob Yencha: What’s the red highlight conveying?	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: In my e-mail I stated these are things that should/could be removed. And based on your comment above you agree (basically we don’t want to repeat CS and we place them at the highest level—so here VID.1 applies to all profiles in LOI—but as you propose above you’d like to go further and say it applies to all in LAB, and I agree).
LOI-5LOI-XXX: VID.1 (Version Identifier) SHALL be valued with '2.5.1' drawn from the code system "HL70104".
LOI_Common_Component :
LOI-9LOI-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the constant value 'OML' drawn from the code system "HL70076".
LOI-10LOI-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the constant value 'O21' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
LOI-11LOI-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the constant value 'OML_O21' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
LOI_Acknowledgement_Component
LOI-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'ACK' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replacing part of LOI-20 (LOI-20: MSH-9 (Message Type) SHALL contain the value ‘ACK^O21^ACK’ or ‘ORL^O22^ORL_O22’.)	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: This was separated because the 2nd would never apply because it is under the LOI ACK component and not the ORL application ACK. Besides these are 2 different messages and we should not co-mingle requirements.
LOI-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'O21' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
LOI-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'ACK' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
LOI-21LOI-XXX: MSH-12.1 (Version ID) SHALL contain the constant value '2.5.1' drawn from the code system "HL70104".
LOI-XXXLOI-22: MSH-15 (Accept Acknowledgement Type) SHALL contain the constant value 'NE' drawn from the code system "HL70155".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replacing LOI-22. You can get rid of the “: If MSH-9 (Message Type) is ‘ACK^O21^ACK’” since the conformance statement is in the “LOI_Acknowledgement_Component” section
LOI-23LOI-XXX: MSH-16 (Application Acknowledgement Type) SHALL contain the constant value 'NE' drawn from the code system "HL70155".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replacing LOI-23. You can get rid of the “: If MSH-9 (Message Type) is ‘ACK^O21^ACK’” since the conformance statement is in the “LOI_Acknowledgement_Component” section
LOI_ORL_Acknowledgement_Component	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: New section added (was not present in the guide)
LOI-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'ORL' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replacing part of LOI-20 (LOI-20: MSH-9 (Message Type) SHALL contain the value ‘ACK^O21^ACK’ or ‘ORL^O22^ORL_O22’.)
LOI-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'O22' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
LOI-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'ORL_O22' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
LOI-XXX: MSH-12.1 (Version ID) SHALL contain the constant value '2.5.1' drawn from the code system "HL70104".
LOI-24LOI-XXX: MSH-15 (Accept Acknowledgement Type) SHALL contain the constant value 'AL' drawn from the code system "HL70155".	Comment by Riki Merrick: Delete this – per the value set USL_0155
For application ACK we require ‘AL’ and permit ‘NE’	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: OK. Now this brings up the issue with how to handle for HL70155—can/should we have a mix?
This depends on how we handle HL70155 – should do one way only.
LOI-25LOI-XXX: MSH-16 (Application Acknowledgement Type) SHALL contain the constant value 'NE' drawn from the code system "HL70155".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replacing LOI-25.. You can get rid of the “: If MSH-9 (Message Type) is ‘ORL^O22^ORL_O22’” since the conformance statement is in the “LOI_ORL_Acknowledgement_Component” section
LOI_Common_Component :
LOI-56LOI-XXX: PRT-2 (Action Code) SHALL be valued with 'AD' drawn from the code system "HL70287".
LRI	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: I am adding the conformance statement identifiers based on version  V251_IG_SIF_LABRESULTS_DSTUR2_D1_2014SEP_V5 of the LRI guide

LRI_GU Profile
LRI-2LRI-XXX: EI_GU.4 (Universal ID Type) SHALL contain the value “ISO” drawn from the code system " HL70301".
LRI-3LRI-XXX: HD_GU.3 (Universal ID Type) SHALL contain the value “ISO” drawn from the code system " HL70301".
LRI_Common_Component
LRI-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'ORU' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replacing LRI-8: MSH-9 (Message Type) SHALL contain the constant value ‘ORU^R01^ORU_R01’.

LRI-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'R01' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
LRI-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'ORU_R01' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
LRI-9LRI-XXX: MSH-12.1 (Version ID) SHALL contain the constant value '2.5.1' drawn from the code system "HL70104".	Comment by Riki Merrick: We should use VID.1 in ALL guides or MSH-12.1 in all guides.

[FH] eDOS is using VID, not MSH-12 (recent decision not yet applied to the IG); the table is referenced in VID in V2.5.1 Chapter 2A in text description. 

[RC] : if you want to use VID in LRI, the conformance statement needs to be created.	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: In this case VID.1 seems to be the most efficient since it will apply to all and therefore can be a LAB common statement.
LRI_Acknowledgement_Component
LRI-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'ACK' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replacing LRI-15: MSH-9 (Message Type) SHALL contain the constant value ‘ACK^R01^ACK’.

LRI-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'R01' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
LRI-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'ACK' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
LRI-16LRI-XXX: MSH-12.1 (Version ID) SHALL contain the constant value '2.5.1' drawn from the code system "HL70104".
LRI-17LRI-XXX: MSH-15 (Accept Acknowledgement Type) SHALL contain the constant value 'NE' drawn from the code system "HL70155".	Comment by Riki Merrick: Delete this – per the value set USL_0155
For accept ACK we require ‘NE’
For application ACK we require ‘AL’ and permit ‘NE’	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: See comment similar above.
LRI-XXXLRI-21: MSH-16 (Application Acknowledgement Type) SHALL contain the constant value 'NE' drawn from the code system "HL70155".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Seems to be removed from the guide
eDOS	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: I am adding the conformance statement identifiers based on version  EIV2_IG_LTCF_R2_DSTU_R2_2015JAN_v5 of the eDOS guide

A few notes : 
1. the one in yellow are not single values, but it would be REALLY nice to change the heading to  what we propose ( to get rid of that “If MSH-9 is valued blablabla”). Best thing (if they still don’t want to create different profiles), would be to use the same kind of heading in front of all the conformance statements section : identify the profile component and then the message type.	Comment by Riki Merrick: So for these would we still have the value set spreadsheet?	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: No, this is not what is being said. Just that heading are used as Bob recommends in the beginning of this document and not to use “IF” statement to determine what profile (message) the CS applies to.

2. suggest removing either the VID one or the MSH.12 one. 	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: MSH-12 table reference will be removed per DSTU #689; change not yet applied, approved 2015-08-04.
a. If removing the VID one, add a statement on MSH.12 for eDOS_Acknowledgement_Component  (all message types) to fix value of version in the MFK messages.
b. If removing the MSH.12 one, change the heading of the VID one to include eDOS_Acknowledgement_Component   as well.	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: Per above, VID seems to be the best method and the heading can apply to all (i.e., the common LAB component).
3. [FH] eDOS IG has following statement in ‘Convention’ section as result of LRI #332; has this been added to other Lab IGs?.
	· If the Value Set is constrained to a single value, it will be represented as a conformance statement in the IG proper as well as remain part of the master listing of value sets used by this IG. 


4. [FH] Changes below are, at least in my opinion, above/beyond adding/updating CS for single value.   I thought we had agreed not to create message profiles at this time, that NIST would publish guidance on their site (per CS All Lab.docx below) and we created LRI All Lab ballot #982 and flagged as “Considered for Future Use” to address in Normative release.  I’ve included the existing eDOS CS/text as comment below because, if we are now reversing position, and eDOS ballot reconciliation has closed and been posted for negative vote withdrawl, I think we have to possibly reopen/advise eDOS WG and OO of all these revisions.	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: I think we are staying within the bounds we agreed to. Separate profiles are not being created; all that we are trying to do is to harmonize with the convention used to specify CSs in the other LAB guides. That is, listing them under CS Headings. Given that eDOS does not separate out into profiles we added the additional qualifier for the message type it applies to. 


[bookmark: _MON_1500471757]  

eDOS_GU Profile (all message types)
eDOS-1 : EI_GU.4 (Universal ID Type) SHALL contain the value ‘ISO’ drawn from the code system " HL70301".
eDOS-3: HD_GU.3 (Universal ID Type) SHALL contain the value ‘ISO’ drawn from the code system " HL70301".
eDOS_Common_Component (all message types)
eDOS-5: VID.1 (Version Identifier) SHALL be valued with ‘2.5.1’ drawn from the code system "HL70104".	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: We already have this stated under:  Conformance Statement – LOI_Common_Component .

eDOS-5: VID.1 (Version Identifier) SHALL be valued with ‘2.5.1’.	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: Not sure I get the link with LOI???
eDOS_Common_Component (all message types)
MSH-12.1 (Version ID) SHALL contain the constant value ‘2.5.1’ drawn from the code system "HL70104". 
eDOS-9: MSH-15 (Accept Acknowledgment Type) SHALL contain the constant value 'AL' drawn from the code system "HL70155".	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: eDOS-9: MSH-15 (Accept Acknowledgment Type) SHALL contain the constant value 'AL'.
eDOS-10: MSH-16 (Application Acknowledgment Type) SHALL contain the constant value 'NE' drawn from the code system "HL70155".	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: eDOS-10: MSH-16 (Application Acknowledgment Type) SHALL contain the constant value 'NE'.
eDOS_Common_Component (M04 message only)	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: Restates existing:  eDOS-15: MSH-9 (Message Type) SHALL contain MFN^M04^MFN_M04 (and) Note:  Note: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) is drawn from HL7 Table 0076, MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) is drawn from HL7 Table 003, and MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) is drawn from HL7 Table 0354.

Creates 3 conformance statements, replacing 1 CS	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: Correct. This is to harmonize with the other specs. and this is more precise. See beginning of this document.
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'MFN' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replaces eDOS-15
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'M04' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'MFN_M04' drawn from the code system "HL70354".

eDOS_Common_Component (M08 message only)	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: Restates eDOS-16: MSH-9 (Message Type) SHALL contain MFN^M08^MFN_M08 (and)
Note: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) is drawn from HL7 Table 0076, MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) is drawn from HL7 Table 003, and MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) is drawn from HL7 Table 0354.

Creates 3 conformance statements, replacing 1 CS	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: See similar comment.
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'MFN' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replaces eDOS-16
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'M08' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'MFN_M08' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
eDOS_Common_Component (M10 message only) 	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: Restates eDOS-17: MSH-9 (Message Type) SHALL contain MFN^M10^MFN_M10 (and)
Note: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) is drawn from HL7 Table 0076, MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) is drawn from HL7 Table 003, and MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) is drawn from HL7 Table 0354

Creates 3 conformance statements, replacing 1 CS	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: See similar comment.
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'MFN' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replaces eDOS-17
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'M10' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'MFN_M10' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
eDOS_Common_Component (M18 message only)	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: Restates eDOS-18: MSH-9 (Message Type) SHALL contain MFN^M18^MFN_M18 (and)
Note: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) is drawn from HL7 Table 0076, MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) is drawn from HL7 Table 003, and MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) is drawn from HL7 Table 0354.

Creates 3 conformance statements, replacing 1 CS	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: See similar comment.
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'MFN' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replaces eDOS-18
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'M18' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'MFN_M18' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
eDOS_Acknowledgement_Component  (M04 message only)	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: Green highlighted section all new; currently addressed in eDOS Section 5.5:

The HL7 Message Structure as defined in HL7 Table 0354 – Message Structure, which is used for Master File Acknowledgment by the M04, M08, M10, and M18 is the same structure: MFK_M01. Trigger event acknowledgments are identified in the base standard as: MFK^M04^MFK_M01, MFK^M08^MFK_M01, MFK^M10^MFK_M01, or MFK^M18^MFK_M01.
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'MFK' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replaces eDOS-21
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'M04' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'MFK_M01' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
eDOS_Acknowledgement_Component  (M08 message only)
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'MFK' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replaces  eDOS-22
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'M08' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'MFK_M01' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
eDOS_Acknowledgement_Component  (M10 message only)
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'MFK' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replaces eDOS-23
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'M10' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'MFK_M01' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
eDOS_Acknowledgement_Component  (M18 message only)
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.1 (Message Code) SHALL contain the value 'MFK' drawn from the code system "HL70076".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Replaces eDOS-24
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.2 (Trigger Event) SHALL contain the value 'M18' drawn from the code system "HL70003".
eDOS-XXX: MSH-9.3 (Message Structure) SHALL contain the value 'MFK_M01' drawn from the code system "HL70354".
eDOS_Common_Component (M04 message only)
eDOS-25: MFI-1.1 (Identifier) SHALL be valued ‘CDM’ drawn from the code system "HL70175".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Here you can get rid of the “If MSH-9.2 (Message Type^Trigger Event) is valued ‘M04’” part since the conformance statement is in the eDOS_Common_Component (M04 message only) section
	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: eDOS-25: If MSH-9.2 (Message Type^Trigger Event) is valued ‘M04’ then MFI-1.1 (Identifier) SHALL be valued ‘CDM’.	Comment by Snelick, Robert D.: No need for the “IF” if headings are used. You’re asking the question if “I” am “I”. Within an object you don’t determine your context.
eDOS_Common_Component (M08 message only)
eDOS-26: MFI-1.1 (Identifier) SHALL be valued ‘OMA’ or 'OME ' drawn from the code system "HL70175".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Here you can get rid of the “If MSH-9.2 (Message Type^Trigger Event) is valued ‘M08’” part since the conformance statement is in the eDOS_Common_Component (M08 message only) section	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: eDOS-26: If MSH-9.2 (Message Type^Trigger Event) is valued ‘M08’ then MFI-1.1 (Identifier) SHALL be valued ‘OMA’ or 'OME'
eDOS_Common_Component (M10 message only)
eDOS-27:  MFI-1.1 (Identifier) SHALL be valued ‘OMC’ or 'OME' drawn from the code system "HL70175".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Here you can get rid of the “If MSH-9.2 (Message Type^Trigger Event) is valued ‘M10’” part since the conformance statement is in the eDOS_Common_Component (M10 message only) section	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: eDOS-27: If MSH-9.2 (Message Type^Trigger Event) is valued ‘M10’ then MFI-1.1 (Identifier) SHALL be valued ‘OMC’ or 'OME'.
eDOS_Common_Component (M18 message only)
eDOS-28: MFI-1.1 (Identifier) SHALL be valued ‘MLCP’ or 'MACP' drawn from the code system "HL70175".	Comment by Rosin, Caroline: Here you can get rid of the “If MSH-9.2 (Message Type^Trigger Event) is valued ‘M18’” part since the conformance statement is in the eDOS_Common_Component (M18 message only) section
eDOS_Common_Component (all message types)
eDOS-29: MFI-6 (Response Level Code) SHALL be valued ‘NE’ drawn from the code system "HL70179".	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: eDOS-29: MFI-6 (Response Level Code) SHALL be valued ‘NE’.
eDOS_Common_Component (all message types)
eDOS-30:  MFE-5 (Primary Key Value Type) SHALL be valued ‘CWE’ drawn from the code system "HL70355".	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: eDOS-30: MFE-5 (Primary Key Value Type) SHALL be valued ‘CWE’.

Conformance Statements (M04 messages only):
[bookmark: _GoBack]eDOS-xx: CDM-7.3 (Procedure Code.Code system) SHALL be valued ‘C4’ drawn from HL7 table 0088.	Comment by Riki Merrick: Noticed that this is a single value value set as well, so added
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[bookmark: _Toc292441426]Appendix C – eDOS Message Development Resources	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: eDOS (Appendix C)



Examples should not be used as the basis for implementing the messages in the implementation guide. Examples in this Implementation Guide are handcrafted and as such are subject to human error.

The National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) has established a website (http://healthcare.nist.gov/) to support the HIT developer community. The site has a number of tools and related materials to assist implementers with the development and testing of software in preparation for ONC Certification.

To support the eDOS Messaging community, a repository has been established to function as a dynamic library of V2.x.x example messages, technical corrections, an assessment of conformance statements applicable to each message, and other materials with the intent of providing continuous growth of resources without being time bound to future publications of this guide.  

The repository is available at: http://hl7v2-edos-r1-testing.nist.gov/edos-r1/




[bookmark: _Toc395005705]Appendix A.	 Laboratory Order Message Development Resources	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: LOI (Appendix A)

Examples should not be used as the basis for implementing the messages in the implementation guide. Examples are handcrafted and as such are subject to human error.

The National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) has established a website (healthcare.nist.gov) to support the HIT developer community. The site has a number of tools and related materials to assist implementers with the development and testing of software in preparation for ONC Certification.

To support the Laboratory Messaging community, a repository has been established to function as a dynamic library of V2.x.x example messages, technical corrections, an assessment of conformance statements applicable to each message, and other materials with the intent of providing continuous growth of resources without being time bound to future publications of this guide.

The repository is available at http://hit-testing.nist.gov:8080/mu3-loi.

7 [bookmark: _Toc169057940][bookmark: _Toc171137857][bookmark: _Toc207006407][bookmark: _Toc395006411]Laboratory Result Message Development Resources	Comment by Quest Diagnostics Incorporated: LRI (Section 7)

Examples should not be used as the basis for implementing the messages in the implementation guide. Examples are handcrafted and as such are subject to human error.

The National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) has established a website (healthcare.nist.gov) to support the HIT developer community. The site has a number of tools and related materials to assist implementers with the development and testing of software in preparation for ONC Certification.

To support the Laboratory Messaging community, a repository has been established to function as a dynamic library of V2.x.x example messages, technical corrections, an assessment of conformance statements applicable to each message, and other materials with the intent of providing continuous growth of resources without being time bound to future publications of this guide.

The repository is available at http://hl7v2-lab-testing.nist.gov/mu-lab/.
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RE: follow up on today's call table of conformances statement scope - alternate suggestion

		From

		Snelick, Robert D.

		To

		Hall, Freida X; Eric Haas; Bob Yencha; Mark Jones

		Cc

		Rosin, Caroline; Riki Merrick; Taylor, Sheryl [USA] (taylor_sheryl@bah.com)

		Recipients

		Freida.X.Hall@questdiagnostics.com; ehaas@tsjg.com; bobyencha@maine.rr.com; mjones@orchardsoft.com; caroline.rosin@nist.gov; rikimerrick@gmail.com; taylor_sheryl@bah.com



Hi Freida,



 



We understand the time constraints and at this point agree with your proposal to just add that statement.



 



For all tools, we create a “clarification document” that documents our tool implementation choices, untangling/clarification of requirements, errata, etc. So it will be no different here. This spreadsheet will be part of that document.



 



You are right that guides need to have a common approach, we are getting closer but we are not there yet. eDOS, however, takes a much different approach in many aspects that are out of alignment with the other guides and in a direction we do not want to go (e.g., not equating a profile to a message). We have a long e-mail discussion on this 3-4 months ago and we couldn’t come to agreement then so I don’t suspect we will now (so I won’t belabor the point and we will use this quick fix for now).



 



Regards,



Rob



 



 



From: Hall, Freida X [mailto:Freida.X.Hall@questdiagnostics.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 8:26 AM
To: Eric Haas; Bob Yencha; Mark Jones
Cc: Rosin, Caroline; Riki Merrick; Taylor, Sheryl [USA] (taylor_sheryl@bah.com); Snelick, Robert D.
Subject: FW: follow up on today's call table of conformances statement scope - alternate suggestion



 



Adding Mark Jones (eDOS WG co-chair) dropping Mark Kramer. 



 



Given our time crunch to publish in July, which I understand is ONC’s preference since eDOS was referenced in Meaningful Use Stage 3 proposed rule, I don’t think we have time to vet this through the eDOS Work Group.  Also I think this is an “all lab” issue, e.g. needs similar approach in all IGs,  but I have an alternate suggestion.  



 



We already have Appendix C – eDOS Message Development Resources which refers to the NIST site for that IGs validation tool (text below).  Could the spreadsheet be posted on the NIST site and referenced in the guide as additional resource available (red text below as suggestion, but can wordsmith on eDOS call).    



 



Examples should not be used as the basis for implementing the messages in the implementation guide. Examples in this Implementation Guide are handcrafted and as such are subject to human error.



The National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) has established a website (http://healthcare.nist.gov/) to support the HIT developer community. The site has a number of tools and related materials to assist implementers with the development and testing of software in preparation for ONC Certification.



To support the eDOS Messaging community, a repository has been established to function as a dynamic library of V2.x.x example messages, technical corrections, an assessment of conformance statements applicable to each message, and other materials with the intent of providing continuous growth of resources without being time bound to future publications of this guide.  



The repository is available at: http://hl7v2-edos-r1-testing.nist.gov/edos-r1/



 



 



 



From: Eric Haas [mailto:ehaas@healthedatainc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 4:43 PM
To: Bob Yencha; Hall, Freida X; Kramer, Mark A.
Cc: Caroline Rosin; Riki Merrick; Sheryl Taylor; Snelick, Robert D.
Subject: follow up on today's call table of conformances statement scope



 



see attached.   This is the kind of table that could be be added to the appendix.



Eric



 



 








Eric M Haas, DVM, MS



Health eData Inc



211 South Jefferson Street, Napa, CA, 94559



707.227.2608|Skype: haas.eric1



ehaas@healthedatainc.com 



 




______________________________________________________________________
The contents of this message, together with any attachments, are intended only for the use of the person(s) to which they are addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged information. Further, any medical information herein is confidential and protected by law. It is unlawful for unauthorized persons to use, review, copy, disclose, or disseminate confidential medical information. If you are not the intended recipient, immediately advise the sender and delete this message and any attachments. Any distribution, or copying of this message, or any attachment, is prohibited.






