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PRESIDING OFFICERS:				FRED BEHLEN AND AL FIGLER,


							CO-CHAIRMEN


							


1.	INTRODUCTIONS, AGENDA REVIEW AND ANNOUNCEMENTS





	Attendees introduced themselves. The agenda was reviewed and approved after the addition of three items. Approval of the Agenda was added as the first item on Monday, Review of CCOW Issues after Reading White Paper was added as the first item on Tuesday, and  Orders and Observations was added to the joint session with the XML TC on Tuesday.  It was also announced that Dean Bidgood is resigning as Co-Chair of WG 20. It was later announced that the name change of the Image Management SIG to the Imaging Integration SIG was now official and that the XML TC was disolved and a new TC formed, the Structured Document TC,  and the XML SIG was again formed.





2.	APPROVAL OF PREVIOUS MINUTES


	


	The minutes of the May 22 - 24, 2000 Joint WG 20/IMSIG meeting were approved as presented. It was, however, pointed out that where “trauma” was stated “trauma emergency medicine” was meant. 





3.	REVIEW OF PROGRESS SINCE THE LAST MEETING





	It was stated that the charter of  WG 20/IISIG was:





a) Mapping of Procedures; relating orders etc. to DICOM


b) Clinical Document Architecture (The Structural Document Technical Committee will be doing levels 2 & 3 of the Clinical Document Architecture including how to structure documents to be compatible with DICOM).


	Progress since the last meeting included:





a) Space for WG 20/IISIG is already on the HL7 Web site. Martin Kernberg volunteered to supply the Co-Chairs with Web pages. It was agreed to start putting material such as drafts and white papers on the site.


b) Web base emergency medicine use case available at this meeting


c) Meta model for information and intervention available at this meeting


d) White paper on the relationship of media model and CDA and DICOM





	It was pointed out that as a starting point at the joint meeting with the XML TC and the Orders and Observations Group that the discussion should be on how the groups work together on CDA and Structured Documents. Also mentioned, was that a new group was being formed at this meeting  in HL7 on templates. The conveners were Alfredo Tirado-Ramos and Stan Huff. Martin Kernberg agreed to be the liaison for WG 20/IISIG to the Templates Group.





4.	IHE REPORT





	Andrei Leontiev provided a review of the status of IHE. For the second year they are trying to expand outside of radiology but it is still mostly driven by radiology. For year 2 they are doing DICOM SR, Images, and Reports but only within the department not for the enterprise. IHE has not gone outside of DICOM and HL7 standards yet but they need to bring in more standards and also more IT companies.





	For year 3 there are no big surprises. It is mainly expanding on years one and two and for corrections. The Technical Framework Document is available on the RSNA Web site. There are still deficiencies found in the Framework Document, mainly inconsistencies between the letter of the HL7 Standard and how it is really being implemented. Issues for year three include:





a) Order tracking


b) Defining link between reports and imaging studies


c) Templates replacing IHE patterns


d) Mammo CAD


e) Maintenance issues





Also, Andrei Leontiev reported that IHE wants to work on the imaging aspects in the framework that have not been well defined. It was suggested that IHE give HL7 in a formal way the problems they find with the HL7 Standard.




















	For years 4 and 5 they are considering:





a) Interpretation Worklist


b) Researchers files - The RSNA Electronics Committee would like to look at this.


c) Query for DICOM


d) Codes and Terminology





IHE is being held up for lack of Standards. Orders (does not exist in DICOM), SR, Security and Privacy, Scheduling, and Master File Update are needed. The suggestion was made that IHE should consider addressing the integration of cardiology and echocardiology.





	Members  considered Issues from Dan Headley of Marconi. They were:





	a) Study UID in two segments - He suggested that field mapping by IHE be sanctioned by HL7/DICOM.


	b) High level technical approach - Finding a field to be used for Study UID in the OBC and OBR segments. He suggested that a filler field be made repeating in the OBR/OBC segments to accommodate the Study UID.





	Members decided to handle both issues by putting all data that does not belong into a Z segment for now. A Ad Hoc Group was formed consisting of Andrei Leontiev, Al Figler, and David Feinberg to draft the Z segment.





	It was reported that the Structured Reports of vendors are on the IHE Web. However, a password is needed to get to them. It was suggested that  these sample SR IOD’s be posted on the HL7 Web. It was also reported that each year there is a demonstration of HL7 at HIMSS and that members should check with these vendors to find out if they are interested in SR. 





5.	HL7 CLINICAL DOCUMENT ARCHITECTURE (CDA)





	Members discussed how to map header elements. Suggested was a table with DICOM SR header on one side and CDA header on the other to give corresponding mapping. Herman Oosterwijk is working on Modality Worklist for mapping. Members reviewed the table Hierarchical Description of CDA Header and what the different terms were.





6.	PROCEDURE MAPPING BETWEEN RIM AND DICOM/IHE





	Fred Behlen reported that he voted no on draft V3.0 Data Types based on the fact that the Object Identifier was not clear and was not limited. He felt it should be limited to 64 bytes. It will not work within DICOM since DICOM only allows 64 bytes and vendors object in that they need a limit.





	The RIM schedule was reported to be member ballot complete by spring 2001, ballot and education by fall 2001, and the RIM in place by winter 2002.





	Martin Kernberg reported on the Integrated Medical Record that provids the complete episode of care in a single graphical representation. He suggested that this could be used to map CDA to DICOM. This is also useful for template development. ECG was used as an example. Because it is a common functional Standard, he proposed that it be placed on the WG 20/IISIG HL7 Web site. Martin Kerberg will write a paragraph proposing that templates be developed using the Integrated Medical Record.





	Members met jointly with the XML and Orders and Observations groups. It was agreed that members of WG 20/ IISIG need to bring proposals on Version 2.xx deficiencies. These are needed by at least one month from now. It was suggested that DICOM SR should be mapped into the RIM first before mapping to the CDA. Also, it was suggested to work with the intermediate model of the RIM. Herman Oosterwijk went over the DICOM Model with the group. Orders and Observations agreed to provide an expert to attend the WG 20/IISIG meetings to serve as a resource on the RIM.  





7.	REVIEW OF CCOW ISSUES





	CCOW originally was not in HL7 but was brought into HL7. CCOW provides a mechanism for integrating applications. On reading the White Paper on CCOW by David Clunie, members identified  a number of issues  as follows:	





a) Need for a use case


b) HD may be questionable


c) Are keys sufficient


d) How to fit into HL7 Version 3





Cheryl Tyus and Andrei Leontiev volunteered to pursue this further. Members called David Clunie on the speaker phone to get clarification on some of these issues. With regard to the use case  David Clunie explained that CCOW was a way of sharing context for 2 applications on a disk. For now, he felt it should be limited to DICOM applications.





	With regard to how CCOW could be used to help harmonize DICOM SR and CDA harmonization, David Clunie did not feel the group should discuss this at the present time. He stated that he just specified HD rather than RP and that there was no HL7 consideration in the decision. With regard to dependency for Observation link object and Patient link object there is already a CCOW Object Patient.





	It was suggested that WG 20/IISIG needed to make a decision as to whether CCOW was a bad idea or  to proceed with CCOW and determine what is missing. It was expressed that WG 20 should be proactive with respect to CCOW and should provide input to the CCOW Group. However, in discussing what WG 20/IISIG has on its plate it was agreed that WG 20/IISIG take a minimal approach at this time. The CCOW Group is meeting during this HL7 meeting and it was decided that a representative from WG 20/IISIG should attend when the White Paper by David Clunie is discussed. Herman Oosterwijk agreed to be the WG 20/IISIG liaison to CCOW. Clarification of the issues that WG 20/IISIG  has should be brought up at the meeting including whether the accession number referenced to DICOM Objects should be included. Martin Kernberg agreed to provide the use case from WG 1. 





	Harry Solomon reported on the Wednesday morning CCOW meeting. They are considering two proposals; Multiple Context and the Extension proposal by David Clunie. He recommended that WG 20/ IISIG support the work of CCOW. The motion was made and passed that WG 20/IISIG support CCOW.





8.	CODES AND VOCABULARY





	Every group was asked to have a representative on the HL7 Vocabulary Group. Martin Kernberg agreed to serve for WG 20/IISIG. Also, the DICOM Executive Committee has proposed a Task Force on Codes to which every WG using codes should have a representative. Martin Kernberg agreed to be the WG 20/IISIG representative.





9.	DELIVERABLES LIST (ROUGH PRIORITY ORDER)


												Artifact


Item						Who				When		Delivered	


	


a) Ensuring that RIM 1.0 can represent	Behlen				10/15		HDM


    the IHE Procedure Model	


	Scheduling Information


	Modality Worklist


	Performed Procedure Step


	Images


b) Harmonization of CDA and SR


	RIM mapped to II Model		Kernberg, McDonald		12/1		Draft 													Mappings


	SR mapped to II Model		Elion, Solomon, Kernberg	12/1		Draft


												Mappings	CDA mapped to II Model		Dolin, Sato, Kernberg		12/1		Draft


												Mappings	IHE mapped to II Model		Tirado-Ramos, Kernberg,	12/1		Draft


						Leontiev					Mappings	SR Results				Kernberg, Elion, Solomon,	10/1		UseCase						Bidgood							Templates				Kernberg, Rossi Mori		12/1		Registry 												& Methods





c) Report on potential coordination of IHE	Figler				1/15		Report


    and the HL7 HIMSS										


d) CCOW Group Report			Solomon, Behlen, Sluis,	10/15		Report to 


						Clunie						SIG, IHE


e) Additional Segment for IHE		Feinberg, Figler, Leontiev	11/1


f) Support for SR under HL7 V2x		Gaeta, Simon, Solomon,	1/1		Contribution 	Version 2 observation into SR		Leontiev					to Y3TF	SR into V2 (especially image ref.)	


g) Report on liaison with Attachment SIG	Feinberg


    to send images in claims attachment		


h) Designate RIM facilitator (Herman?)	Behlen				11/1		Behlen’s


    (or get Orders and Observations more							Proposal               involved)												


i) Designate Vocabulary Facilatator 		Behlen				10/1		Notify Vocab


   (Kernberg)											TC


j) Report to International Committee		Tirado-Ramos, Kernberg,	12/1		Agenda  


						Behlen						Proposal


k) Set up Web publishing			Behlen				10/1		Post stuff


l) Synchronization of HL7 templates		Behlen				9/20		Report to


   consistent with Supp. 53									DICOM 												Comte.


10.	AGENDA FOR JANUARY 2001





Monday - Wednesday noon.


Joint quarter session with CCOW, Orders, Structured Document


Liaison to Templates Group, Vocabulary Group


Document Oncology Report


Exploratory session with international (joint on Sunday)


Update	





11.	TIME AND PLACE OF NEXT MEETING	


	


	The next meeting of WG 20/IISIG is planned for January 8 – 10, 2001 during the HL7 meeting in Orlando, Florida. Following meetings are planned for May 7 – 11, 2001 during the HL7 meeting in Minneapolis, Minnesota and for October 1 – 5, 2001 during the HL7 meeting in Salt Lake City, Utah.























12.	ADJOURNMENT





	The meeting adjourned at 5:10 p.m. on Monday after a recess for lunch between 12:30 p.m. and 1:45 p.m., at 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday after a recess for lunch between 12:40 p.m. and 1:50 p.m. and at 5:00 p.m. on Wednesday. 							





							Reported by:


							David R. Snavely


							Secretary WG 20


							DICOM Stds. Comte.


							(09/15/00)	
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