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Proposal:

Add support to document and manage Namespaces relationship to Naming Convention.

This issue is prepared assuming agreement on issues 

11179-3 Cycle 3 Mann # 7 Naming Convention

11179-3 Cycle 3 Mann # 8 Namespace

Needs for a relationship between Naming Convention and Namespace

1. There may be a requirement that names within a namespace are developed with one naming convention.

2. There may be a requirement that a namespace utilizes many naming conventions.
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Note that for a Context/Administered_Item there is one Terminological_Entry (as per the TC 37 metamodel).  The Terminological_Entry has one or more Language_Sections that have any number of Designations (names).

NOTE:

If one were to equate Namespace to a Context, this implies that: 


This then requires that ALL names in this Context (Namespace).  This then implies that for this Terminological Entry

1. ALL names in ALL languages use this Context (Namespace)


(i.e. French, English, Korean, etc.)

2. ALL names in a language use this Context (Namespace)


(i.e. preferred term and non-preferred terms [synonyms])
Question: Doesn’t this seem to be overly restrictive and unrealistic?

Reason:

Very often in XML or a particular application system it is important to manage what Naming_Convention(s) are used to prepare names in a Namespace

Proposed Text Changes: 

Add relationship between Naming_Convention and Namespace

PROPOSED TEXT 
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Discussion/Notes”
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