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I. PURPOSE OF TELECONFERENCE
The purpose of the teleconference was to address issues pertaining to the preparation of Supplement 72 for presentation to WG 6, and to review issues relating to Supplement 71.

II. REVIEW OF SUPPLEMENT 72
Open issues on Supplement 72 were reviewed:

-Information for Billing – It was decided that this area should not be addressed at this time

-Definitions – Jeff agreed to do further work on definitions

-LOINC Assignments – Pete Magsig was asked to look at LOINC 

assignments to check for their correctness, of if the LOINC definition should be beefed up or changed

-Section Headings -  For LV/RV, should there be a generic section which is post-coordinated with anatomy ? This topic will be presented to WG 8.

     II. (Cont’d.)



-It was agreed that there needed to be a way to post-coordinate index by 



BSA vs. height. This issue should be brought up to WG 8.



-Patient blood pressure characteristics should be deleted as an open issue



-It was proposed that heart rate be added to patient characteristics. The 



issue of accommodating heart rate and blood pressure should be brought



up to WG 8 for discussion.



-Pete Magsig was asked to complete the PISA measurements section by



Wednesday of next week. 

A request was also made for PET to start working on synonyms to be used instead of use of long phrases for code meaning.  A question was raised however whether medical records people or referring physicians would understand the synonyms. It was argued that both the long strings and synonyms should be made available. That is, if a code meaning was 64 characters long, a source device should convey both in the SR object.  While creation of another object could be proposed, it was possible WG 6 might reject this course of action. 

Two options were presented:

-Put in a long string or short one

-To satisfy customers, a switch could be set up to submit a long or short 

option

It was agreed that this subject would be discussed at the Vancouver meeting in September 2002.  However, it was stressed that the synonym issue should not be permitted to slow the progress of development of the Supplement.

There was consensus that the issue of expressing constraints of concept modifiers should be raised in discussions with WG 8. Jeff proposed to shorten the Information Annex to remove concepts without modifiers. Acquisition concept was a subject matter which should also be discussed with WG 8.

There was some discussion on the treatment of aneurysm within the Supplement.  While aneurysm had been treated as wall motion, this was deemed to be inappropriate. Wall motion should be treated separately as kinesis and a set of terms should be established for morphology. In considering wall motion and morphology, it would be necessary to have one or the other.  An example of wall motion scoring was needed.  Once this area was addressed, the issue should be presented to both WG 1 and WG 8 for their review. It was stated that it would be desirable to unify the approach to LV motion and morphology.  ASE’s opinion should be solicited on this issue. 

III. TIMELINE FOR COMPLETION OF SUPPLEMENT

A timeline for completion of development of the Supplement was discussed.  It was announced that ASE would be meeting in August and WG 6 would hold a meeting in September. 

Jeff urged that a draft by next week was needed so that ASE could review it by the time of its meeting, prior to the WG 6 meeting. Jeff announced that he would make efforts to enlist the interest of people involved in pediatric cardiology, which was described as a different area than adult cardiology.  Pediatric cardiology could then become the subject of a new supplement in the future.

After some discussion, it was agreed that the draft should be “closed” by one week from this coming Wednesday, i.e. July 31, and the draft should be distributed by the conclusion of next week. The PISA measurements and any additional measurements should be included. Examples would also be useful. The LOINC issues could be dealt with at a later date.

IV. REVIEW OF SUPPLEMENT 71
Open issues on Supplement 71 were reviewed. 

It was suggested that an Informative Annex be created for modifier constraints, however, WG 6 was reported to be opposed to this idea. Dave agreed to check whether greater and lesser saphenous veins should be deleted as anatomy concepts. 

Points discussed included:

-Precoordination of medial and lateral with plantar area was left as an open issue

-It was stated that with respect to the correctness of the location of the Superior Vena Cava and Jugular, it should be determined whether they were partitioned in a way which made sense

-With regard to the ultrasound graft, it was reported that a member of SVT was asked to provide feedback on this question.

-Dave Heaney announced that he and Lars would be redrafting the Change Proposal for Fetal Vascular. Members were asked to look at the normative materials and examples to see if they made sense. In addition, a vascular example was needed, which Doug agreed to develop.

It was also reported by Dave that Supplement 45 would be sent out shortly.

V. TIME AND PLACE OF NEXT MEETING
The next meeting would be held on September 19-20, 2002 at the Coast Plaza Suites Hotel at Stanley Park in Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada. It would be determined at a later time whether a teleconference would be needed prior to the September meeting.

VI. ADJOURNMENT
The teleconference was adjourned at 12:25 p.m.
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