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Richard Esmond led the meeting.  
 
Today will cover impressions and findings differences. The impressions are there results of tests. The findings are 
the summary of the actual problem. It proceeds from impressions to findings to solutions of the problem. Most of 
the time a radiologist will signal the need for a needle biopsy. There is a consistent width qualifier, for instance. The 
observations are then used to resolve the problem. Are scars a significant item in defining breast cancer? Multiple 
mammograms are used to define with the pathology as to what is needed. The benign aspects are important in the 
overall scheme of the reports. If AI is used, it is very important to note the benign scars, etc.  
 

also findings such as calcium deposits and other benign findings impact BIRADS 
Score, etc. 

 
Radiologists are going to put scars and other benign aspects in their reports. The noting of changes are vitally 
important. The basis is to record changes over time. It is also important to note for tracking, for time, to see if 
something is growing inside or knowing that there is something that has transformed is important.  
 
The guid is to ensure that you are tracking the same aspect on a consistent basis. Elements are tracked through 
radiology as well as in a written report.  
 
Richard shared the spreadsheet he presented with Tobin. Richard with also reach out to Sectra(?) Tobin will check 
with MagView. A meeting will be scheduled to go over the information to ensure that all aspects are pertinent to the 
work.  
 
A Connectathon can be scheduled in September at the HL7 meeting. This could take place a day or two prior to the 
HL7 event. There is a workgroup meeting with all the HL7 groups involved in  breast cancer.  
 
Last week, Richard met with ONO. ONO requested an actual JASAN report. This has been completed and Richard 
is meeting with ONO again tomorrow. Adding sections seems to be the best solution for the current status. Each 
tab in the spreadsheet represents a value set in Modeling Lab.  
 
The September ballot will take on clarifications of elements, such as MRI with contrast is not listed. January will 
focus more on terminology.  The January ballot will actually be in February due to scheduling at the hotel. The next 
LOINC meeting is next week.  
 

LOINC advertises less than 90 days from request. From experience that's a 
reasonable estimate. Copyrights tend to drag out publishing time of the code. 

 
The SOLAR project terminology has some pre-coordination to use in analytics and stored in a database. The 
September ballot that they are presenting helps to alleviate that problem. It is also a question of UI model versus 
storage model.  
 
The next three-four weeks will work on the for comment ballot. Kurt is working with the FHIR profiles to 
accomplish this. Kurt should be available next week to walk through this process.  
 


