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I. REVIEW OF PREVIOUS MINUTES
The minutes of the May 21-22, 2001 meeting were approved with the following corrections:

       I. (Cont’d.)

-p. 169 – Sentence was changed to read: “Members were asked to prepare a list of Ob/Gyn, Vascular and Echo terms.”

-p. 171 – Sentence was changed to read: “The new media, it was stated, were not able to be formatted by NT.”

-p. 172 – “ECG” should be in all caps.

II. DISCUSSION OF SUPPLEMENT 26
Supplement 26 was discussed.  A number of points were raised.

It was stated that a problem existed with the large size of the Supplement. It was suggested that the Supplement be divided into smaller pieces. Three sections were suggested:

-Generic

-Radiology

-Cardiology

-Modifiers were needed to add information to context groups

-The context example would be expanded to be able to show best value



-An action item was identified for Pete Magsig to extend templates and



concept groups for ob/gyn. Members were asked to send to Pete how their



devices handled ob/gyn measurements, e.g. through percentiles or ranges



-It was stated that it might be easier to implement a modality worklist, but 



it was acknowledged that people might not implement it.



-Clinical history should be made available to the user; this topic should be



brought up to WG 6 at its meeting in late October, 2001.

Ob/gyn terms were reviewed. The Amniotic Sac section was discussed 



and the corresponding chart was explained. The method in which the 



index was done should be specified. Members agreed that help was needed



on this issue. It was suggested that Vicki Lessong be consulted on issues



associated with methods and calculations for gestational age.



The Ovaries Section was reviewed. It was agreed that the Pelvic 



Vasculature Section would require additional input from members. 



A question was raised as to what would be measured in this area. Pete



agreed to do some further checking on this.

The teleconference adjourned for the day at 2:05 p.m., and resumed at 11:00 a.m. on the following morning.

The teleconference resumed at 11:00 a.m. on September 21, 2001.

III. DISCUSSION OF SUPPLEMENT 26 –Cont’d.

The changes which were made in WG 12 would be sent to WG 6 for review. It was noted that “wall motion” did not appear in the Echo Process 

Document Root Template, and should be added. It was agreed that members should separately take coding standardization through the Ad Hoc WG, to get WG 8 more involved.

It was hoped that the document would be ready for public comment by the early part of 2002. This should be done following the November meeting of WG 12. 

Mention was made that Pete Magsig’s definitions should be reviewed and others added if appropriate. Any disparities in codes should

                        also be called to Clem MacDonald’s attention.




As of the next meeting, a complete ob/gyn example should be 



done. Dave Heaney agreed to review this with clinical people. 



Consultation should also occur with respect to depicting amniotic



Fluids. A check would also be made regarding use of ultrasound volume



For Pelvis.



-A check should be made regarding endometrial width and anterior



position



-A check should be made whether other observations should be made for



Vascular, in addition to mean blood velocity.



-It was noted there was some ambiguity in some of the aortic segments.



Members felt that there were terms which were not used. Terms which 



Felt to be useful should be sent to Richard Crane.



It was announced that the Graphic Annotation Change Proposal was not



reviewed due to the shortened WG 6 meeting, but it was felt there would



not be resistance to this proposal.

IV. TIME AND PLACE OF NEXT METEING
There would be a teleconference planned prior to the October 2001 meeting of WG 6.

V. ADJOURNMENT
The teleconference was adjourned at 1:45 p.m.
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