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1.	APPROVAL OF PREVIOUS MINUTES


		


	The minutes of the DICOM Standards Committee meeting held August 27, 1999 were approved as presented.





2.	REPORT ON THE ELECTION OF THE VENDOR CO-CHAIRMAN





	NEMA Staff reported that David Clunie was elected the new Vendor Co-Chairman and will assume that position at the end of the meeting. 





3.	ELECTION OF NEW MEMBERS





	There were no applications for membership on the DICOM Standards Committee.





4.	TERMINATION OF MEMBERS





	The DICOM Standards Committee Procedures state that membership of a member shall be suspended if dues payment is not received within three months of the invoice date and shall be terminated if not received within six months of the invoice date. NEMA Staff reported that dues payments have not been received from Nikon and the American Academy of Neurology and it has been over six months from the invoice date. Both organizations have been notified that termination of their membership would be recommended at this meeting. The motion was made and passed with 15 approving, 1 disapproving, and 1 abstention that the two memberships be terminated.





5.	REQUESTS TO BE ON WORKING GROUPS





	There was one request to be an official member of a working group which was Andrew Kraus, BioCor, L.L.C., to be  on WG 18 (Clinical Trials and Education). The request was approved by the Committee.





6. 	PROPOSED NEW WORK ITEMS





	Two new work items were submitted; the DICOM MIME Content Type, and New DICOM Hanging Protocols SOP Class.





	Emmanuel Cordonnier submitted a written proposal (Exhibit A) on a DICOM MIME Type Work Item. This proposal to define a MIME Content Type for the purpose of exchanging DICOM objects by e-mail was discussed by WG 10 members, and a number of WG 10 members commented and assisted with the drafting of the proposal. Since WG 10 is not a technical group the proposal recommended that the work item, if approved, be assigned to WG 6. Don Van Syckle, Chairman of WG 6, confirmed that WG 6 was willing to accept the assignment. The work item was approved unanimously.





	David Clunie reviewed the submitted work item by WG 11 on New DICOM Hanging Protocols SOP Class Work Item (Exhibit B). 	The proposal was to create a DICOM object to interchange rules for the layout on softcopy display systems of images and associated information, based on attributes of the images, the user’s or site’s preferences and the display capabilities. After discussion on the difficulty of the task, the motion was made to allow WG 11 to work on the work item. An amendment was proposed and accepted to allow the work item but to have a check point in 6 months. The motion with the amendment was approved by a vote of 16 for, 1 opposed, and 2 abstentions.


7.	REPORT ON EUROPEAN DICOM ACTIVITIES





	Kees Smedema reported that the DICOM Secretariat is being supported by COCIR and is under the COCIR IT Committee. Working Groups 1,12, and 17 met in Spain this summer for which the European DICOM Secretariat served as the Secretariat. An attempt is being made to get more European organizations as members of the DICOM Standards Committee. The professional groups do not have the funds to sponsor a IHE like demonstration in Europe. 





8. 	REPORT ON JAPANESE DICOM ACTIVITIES





	A written report on Japanese DICOM Activities was distributed to members (Exhibit C). Hidenori Shinoda reported that a 2000 CyberRad RIS/HIS - Modality Communication Demonstration will be held in Japan in 2000. It was suggested that the NEMA IIS Section Committee for the Advancement of DICOM contact JIRA to discuss the possibility of repeating the Consistency Demonstration at JMPC.





9.	STAFF REPORT





	NEMA staff reported on the status as of November 23, 1999 of the three supplements and one Correction Package (Ballot Nos. 36, 37, 38, 39) out for ballot (Exhibit D). He also reported that two proposals for the DICOM Logo had been received and had been e-mailed to members (Exhibit E). Also distributed to members was the list of individuals that are on the mailing list to receive draft supplements for public comment.





10.	SNOMED





	Lloyd Hildebrand reviewed the October 22, 1999 letter he received from Diane Aschman of SNOMED (Exhibit F). The letter stated that the SNOMED Authority agreed that the subset of SNOMED codes that are mandatory in DICOM-published/approved standards as of 1/1/00 will be made available for use without additional license fee from DICOM or its vendor community.  However, they would like to execute an agreement and would like an itemized list of what the DICOM Standards Committee wants. They believe based on correspondence with Dean Bidgood that this is less than 1000 terms.





	Dean Bidgood stated that there are about 900 terms submitted by DICOM in SNOMED and approximately 1700 terms submitted by DICOM in draft form in SNOMED. Dean Bidgood suggested two options:





Use the SNOMED 2700 terms free through the agreement and the remainder through negotiated royalty; or use String codes





The first could be confusing. The second is clear which are royalty free and which have royalties but there is higher complexity and there is the question of how far to expand. Every supplement out for ballot is covered by the proposed royalty agreement (2700 terms). This is the DTMR.





	WG 6 developed the following guide for use of terms in DICOM:





Type 1 category - all mandatory attributes in DICOM - These are royalty free


Type 2 category - defined terms that need to be extendible - These are royalty free but the process 			     needs to be worked out


Type 3 category - not required for interoperability - require royalty





Members agreed to continue the WG 6 approach. The motion was made with 2 abstentions that WG 8 should provide a recommended short term guide that the DICOM Executive Committee can approve. It was requested that WG 8 provide a written report on the SNOMED issue for the April DICOM Committee meeting.





11.	DICOM MARK





	Robert Britain reported on the status of NEMA obtaining the DICOM mark. Three marks have been considered; Service, Publication, and Trade. NEMA first tried to get the Service Mark and provided DICOM publications to substantiate the application which were not acceptable for this mark. NEMA has now submitted an application for the publication DICOM mark. However, the name of the Standard is “Digital Imaging and Communications in Medicine” not “DICOM”. For the next publication of the Standard the name will be “DICOM” with “Digital Imaging and Communications in Medicine” in parenthesis. Next NEMA will go for the Service Mark.





	NEMA can not protect DICOM as a trade mark. NEMA will enter into an agreement with DICOMIT that they will not trade mark “DICOM” but they will be able to trade mark a product name which includes DICOM. Members requested a white paper on the trade mark issue.





12.	UPDATE ON ISO/TC 215 ACTIVITIES





	Hidenori Shinoda presented a written report (Exhibit G) on the meetings of ISO/TC 215 in Tokyo; Task Force DICOM meeting, ISO/TC 215/WG2 meeting and the ISO/TC 215 meeting. He felt most members understood the DICOM position. There was the desire expressed in the WG 2 meeting that a more precise scope for DICOM be developed and that there be more active participation of DICOM members in TC 215/WG2.














	Charles Parisot stated that he believed that the formation of an imaging working group within ISO is now off  the TC 215 agenda. With regard to the discussion of overlapping work, this will be ongoing. There is a need to brief  TC/WG2 at their next meeting on the status of DICOM waveform and SR. There should be a member of  DICOM WG 1 and WG 8 at the next TC/WG2 meeting. Also, Charles Parisot is working on a revised scope for the DICOM Standards Committee which will be discussed at the April WG 10 meeting.





	Dave Best reported that the DICOM Executive Committee did pass a motion that they had no objection to the report of  the TC 215 Task Force DICOM (Exhibit H).


	  	


13.	IHE





	Charles Parisot reported that the IHE Demonstration was held in the infoRAD area. Over 3000 viewed the demonstration. There were 22 vendors participating with the showing of 47 products. Four hospital have been equipped with these products. DICOM services shown included Q/R, Modality Worklist, Storage Commitment and Requested Procedure. Achievements of the demonstration included:





a. Teamwork between various vendors


b. Linkage between DICOM and HL7 has been well defined


c. Moved from modality worklist to world of workflow





	IHE 2 definition is now final. The technical framework will be available  in February. The content includes SR, Softcopy Presentation State, Print Presentation LUT, Information Query, and Trauma.





14	DICOM LOGO





	Members discussed the two proposed DICOM LOGOs. Each proponent described his proposed LOGO and why it should be accepted as the LOGO for DICOM. The main purpose for the LOGO would be for DICOM Standards Committee stationery. It was suggested that the LOGO with the world have a border around it. A vote was taken with the result of :





19 members for the world DICOM LOGO


4 members for the electronic DICOM LOGO


4 members for neither





Based on the vote the DICOM LOGO will be the world version.











15.	PROGRESS ON A JOINT DICOM/HL7 WORKING GROUP





	Lloyd Hildebrand stated that he had sent a letter to the HL7 leadership but had not received a response. Nikolaus Wirsz reported that he had not contacted Fred Behlen , HL7 yet. He reviewed the history of DICOM WG 20 (Exhibit I). It was request that the convenor of WG 20 get together with the Co-Chairs of the HL7 IMSIG and start organizing the joint WG.





16.	ORGANIZATIONS NOT ON DICOM STANDARDS COMMITTEE BUT ON 


	WORKING GROUPS





	Members discussed how to encourage those organizations which have official representation on working groups but are not members of  the DICOM Standards Committee to become members of the Committee. There was also discussion as to whether organizations who are not members of the DICOM Standards Committee should have official status on a working group. This topic was referred to the DICOM Executive Committee. It was suggested that members of the DICOM Standards Committee be listed on the DICOM Web page.





17.	PLANS FOR  2001 DICOM COMMITTEE MEETINGS





	It was agreed for budgeting purposes that for the year 2001 it should be assumed that two meeting will be held in the US, one in Europe and one in the far East.





18.	REPORTS FROM THE WORKING GROUPS





	WORKING GROUP 1 (CARDIAC AND VASCULAR INFORMATION)





	In the absence of the WG 1 Chairman, David Leong gave the report. WG 1 has meet several times since the last DICOM Standards Committee meeting. They met once in Europe and will consider a meeting in Europe in 2000.  They are working on Demonstrations for ACC 2000 and 2001.	





	WORKING GROUP 2 (DIGITAL X RAY)





	Working Group 2 is presently inactive.	





	WORKING GROUP 3 (NUCLEAR MEDICINE)





	No written report was submitted. No report was present  at the meeting.	











	WORKING GROUP 4 (COMPRESSION)





	Alan Rowberg, Chairman of WG 4 submitted a written report (Exhibit J) which was distributed to members at the meeting. In the absence of the Chairman of WG 4, David Clunie provided a short report. An observer study was done on images compressed using the JPEG 2000 validation model by readers at Mayo, Henry Ford Hospital, Mallinckrodt and Lloyd Hildebrand. There is concern that the JPEG 2000 Standard may infringe on intellectual property rights. The motion was made and approved that the DICOM Standards Committee not adopt Standards that can not be made available free of intellectual property rights charges.	





	WORKING GROUP 5 (EXCHANGE MEDIA)





	David Clunie, Chairman of WG 5, prepared a written report (Exhibit J) which was e-mailed to members before the meeting. He reported that WG 5 is not clear how to proceed in recommending a new medium at this time. One vendor expressed the opinion that it would be nice to have one medium that works over all platforms.





	WORKING GROUP 6 (BASE STANDARD)





	Don Van Syckle, Chairman of WG 6, prepared a written report (Exhibit L) which was e-mailed to members before the meeting. He reported that WG 6 held two meetings since the last DICOM Standards Committee meeting. Some things have been delayed due to the urgency of getting SR and the Waveform draft Standards out for ballot. WG 6 will now be putting out for ballot by the Committee immediately those correction proposals approved at each WG 6 meeting. A WG 6 Ad Hoc Group for Interpretation Worklist was formed and a draft for public review is expected by mid year. 





	It is the goal of WG 6 to approve the draft Supplement DICOM Content Mapping Resource for public comment in early 2000. Soft Copy Presentation State was approve as a Standard but it is not part of DICOM 99. Multiframe has been discussed at the last WG 6 meeting but has not been resolved.





	WORKING GROUP 7 (RADIOTHERAPY)





	David Murray, Chairman of WG 7, prepared a written report (Exhibit M) which was e-mailed to members before the meeting. Charles Parisot reported that 8 or 9 vendors showed implementations of the RT Object at the Astro trade show.


	











	WORKING GROUP 8 (STRUCTURED REPORTING)





	Dean Bidgood, Chairman of WG 8, distributed a written report at the meeting (Exhibit N). He reported that the draft SR Standard is out for letter ballot. However, there is a problem that the contextual constraints, removed from Supplement 23 in the preparation of letter ballot draft needs to be restored. Without the contextual constraints there is no unambiguous way to denote essential information. The DICOM relationship with SNOMED keeps getting better. Four meetings are planned for 2000 to develop templates.





	WORKING GROUP 9 (OPHTHALMOLOGY)





	Rainer Waedlich, Co-Chairman of WG 9, reported that WG 9 held 2 working group meetings since the last Committee meeting. Their next meeting will be in April.





	WORKING GROUP 10 (STRATEGIC ADVISORY)





	Dean Bidgood, Co-Chairman of WG 10, reported that WG 10 held 3 meetings in 1999. Their main work item was MIME type for DICOM. Their next meeting will be April 6, 2000 in Yokohama, Japan. Agenda items will include a revised DICOM Scope proposal, MIME type, and representation of DICOM in XML. 


	 


	WORKING GROUP 11 (DISPLAY FUNCTION STANDARD)





	Brad Hemminger, Co-Chairman of  WG 11, prepared a written report (Exhibit O) which was e-mailed to members before the meeting. In the absence of both Co-Chairmen, David Clunie gave the report. He stated that people were very impressed with the consistency demonstration by WG 11 in the infoRAD area. It is now up to the workstation and modality vendors to implement this part of the DICOM Standard.





	WORKING GROUP 12 (ULTRASOUND)





	David Heaney, Chairman of  WG 12, reported that WG 12 held their last meeting in November at which time they spent most of the time on SR. They have found 10 issues with SR and are  debating whether to propose a new IOD or a change proposal. They also found a problem in the ballot draft of Waveform. 





	WORKING GROUP 13 (VISIBLE LIGHT)





	No report was presented and no written report was submitted. Lloyd Hildebrand reported they had no activity.


	


	WORKING GROUP 14 (SECURITY)





	Lawrence Tarbox, Chairman of  WG 14 (Security), prepared a written report (Exhibit P) which was e-mailed before the meeting. He reported that WG 14 will hold their next meeting December 3, 1999. Supplement 31 is out for ballot and Supplement 41 has been submitted to WG 6 for review but they have not had time to review it yet. WG 14 is trying to get people to try Supplement 41 out. Charles Parisot stated that the NEMA IIS Section will be commenting on the proposed DHHS Privacy Regulations under the HIPPAA Act. However, he suggested that WG 14 may want to review the proposed regulations with respect to:





a. Is DICOM consistent with the proposal?


b. How do the proposed regulations affect DICOM?





	WORKING GROUP 15 (DIGITAL MAMMOGRAPHY)





	David Clunie, Co-Chairman of WG 15, prepared a written report (Exhibit Q) which was e-mailed before the meeting. He reported that the primary work of WG 15 is now in CAD. 





	WORKING GROUP 16 (MAGNETIC RESONANCE)





	Matthias Drobnitzky, Chairman of WG 16, prepared a written report (Exhibit R) which was e-mailed before the meeting. In the absence of the Chairman, Nikolaus Wirsz presented the report. He reported that WG 16 has met 5 times. They will meet at NEMA Headquarters December 13 - 15, 1999 and around ECR 2000 in Vienna. He reviewed their action items as listed in the written report.





	WORKING GROUP 17 (3D)





	Doug Sluis, Chairman of WG 17, reported that WG 17 held their fourth meeting in September. Their present status is to gather and analyze requirements. WG 17 requirements are general with respect to multi frame while WG 16 has some specific requirements. WG 6 has on their agenda the multiframe issue.





	WORKING GROUP 18 (CLINICAL TRIALS AND EDUCATION APPLICATIONS)





	David Clunie, Co-Chairman of WG 18, prepared a written report (Exhibit S) which was e-mailed before the meeting. He reported that they have met twice. They have considered looking at SR. Most of the members are interested in clinical trials and not education applications.





	





	WORKING GROUP 19 (DERMATOLOGIC STANDARDS)





	Joseph Kvedar, Chairman of WG 19 prepared a written report (Exhibit T) which was e-mailed before the meeting. No report was given at the meeting.





19.	NEW BUSINESS





	The motion was made and passed to approve Dave Best as a member at larger for a two year term on the DICOM Executive Committee.





20.	TIME AND PLACE OF NEXT MEETING





	The next meeting of the DICOM Standards Committee is planned for April 7, 2000 in Yokohama, Japan in conjunction with JMCP. Following meetings are planned for June 2, 2000 in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania in conjunction with SCAR, September 21, 2000 in Graz, Austria in conjunction with EUROPACS and November 30, 2000 in Chicago in conjunction with the RSNA meeting.





21.	ADJOURNMENT





	The meeting was adjourned at 4:35 p.m. after a recess for lunch between 12:30 p.m. and 1:45 p.m.
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