Minutes of caDSR Content Administrators Meeting 

October 15, 2007, 3:00 – 4:30 p.m. (Draft)

	Attendees
	Organization

	Steve Alred
	Oracle

	Janice Chilli
	SAIC

	Mary Cooper
	SAIC

	Tommie Curtis
	SAIC

	Kathleen Gundry
	SAIC

	Larry Hebel
	Scenpro

	Jocelyn Leatherwood
	SAIC

	Brenda Maeske
	SAIC

	Tim Peters
	

	Karen Reed
	

	Daniela Smith
	BAH

	Nicole Thomas
	LM - MSD

	John White
	TerpSys

	Denise Warzel
	NCI CBIIT

	Wendy Wong
	

	Claire Wolfe
	Terpsys


This was a joint meeting for discussion of software and content issues.
Software

1. Update on caCORE Products release schedules

Denise Warzel presented the caCORE products outlook for the near term and the vision for a federated environment for data element development.  EVS is moving off the older technology (DTS server) and has created a new BioPortal that is entering the user acceptance testing phase with a November release date.  The BioPortal allows for searching across multiple terminologies with a single query.  The SDK 4.0 has been improved to enable creation of standalone services.  

SIW 3.2.1.1 has been moved to production and a new UML loader version will be available for testing in about two weeks.  An updated caDSR Browser (3.2.0.2) has been developed and new features include expanded fields in the download information and as well as some minor fixes.  The 3.2.0.4 Browser will be coming out late November with a design to improve performance.  FormBuilder 3.2.0.3 will be available on Stage for UAT later this week.  The new release of the Curation Tool (3.2.0.5) will provide improved navigation and performance, and add restriction in some pick lists (such as Representation Terms) to help users select the best terms for metadata creation.
The Oracle team is starting a metadata cleanup project designed to resolve problems of duplication in various attributes, starting with Object Classes.  Steve Alred requested that the metadata quality assurance project coordinate with the Oracle metadata cleanup effort.  Tommie agreed that it would be good to work together.  Steve said that the Oracle current effort is being done in a separate database, and that the identification of duplicates was being done on the building blocks like concepts.  Tommie asked Steve to contact her and she would set up a meeting with Mary Cooper and Jocelyn Leatherwood who are working on the quality assurance project.  Denise said that the cleanup needed to be informed by business rules guidance.

2. Discussion on the strawman Federated CDE Development model for feedback and comments on requirements 
Denise said that the effort is to improve the ease of selecting quality CDEs for reuse in form design.  She said a similar challenge exists in the terminology area where users have to request the addition of a new term which creates a burden and a delay on content development.  

Denise talked about the obstacles with training and the need to create well formed content.  She would like to make it easier to submit information; let experts review it and create the well formed CDEs.  She thought that the goal was to have fully documented quality metadata, without educating the whole community on 11179.  Denise said that her proposed improvements were designed to speed up the standardization process as very little content in the caDSR has been designated as standard. 

Denise presented an example of a federated metadata development model using a Semantic Media Wiki for content development and review, a caDSR-Lite local desktop metadata registry, and metadata development environment that was separate from the publically accessible metadata browser.  She said that a subset of the caDSR could be skimmed down and put on the desktop in caDSR-Lite to be used in forming new content.  People would be assigned to specific domains to review content and edit content.  The new paradigm would identify the “good” content – that intended for reuse – for publication.  A forms catalog would be another interface.  The published content would be updated monthly.  (The slides Denise Presented are linked as Attachment A.)
Tommie asked how UML model registration would fit into the new paradigm.  Denise talked about the benefits of not publishing all the content in draft that is not ready for consumption.  Janice Chilli asked about whether it would be in a pending queue; how people would be able to see information in its draft form to avoid duplication.  Denise said that would be a balance – that there might still need to be access to content under development to improve coordination.

Denise provided an example of the caDSR-Lite developed by the UK cancerGrid project.  She described how the cancer grid had pulled over individual items (Object Classes, Properties) to their system, and wrapping them in XML for reuse.  She showed the cancerGrid metadata registry and the alphabetical navigation through a limited set of the metadata (absent a lot of the administrative information).  She showed their XML schemas that use the ISO 11179 XML tags.  She said the goal was to make the content more freely available.  The goal is to develop a standard XML format for each item to use in sharing information to facilitate reuse.

Denise showed a protocol development tool that can reuse existing data elements and invited comments from the group on the direction of her proposals for better distribution of content; improved ability to standardize content; and streamlined ability to create content. 

Content
1. Data Standards Updates – Prefix and Suffix Names; Education Levels
Prefix Names comment period has ended.  VCDE will vote this week to make it a standard. 

The Suffix Names are out for review; to date one comment had been received and resolved by the small group.  

Brenda asked about the availability of the CUIs for Academic Degree items from EVS.  Nicole Thomas said that perhaps by the end of the week. 

Janice said that the standards proposal for Educational Level is ready to move forward to the VCDE.  Daniela Smith said that they would work to get it onto the agenda and get a small group moving.

2. Final Review Family Relationship Data Standard

Tommie said that the goal was to move this forward to the VCDE after this meeting.  Mary summarized the status of the standard.  It was requested that Domestic Partner be considered in scope, though other relationships are not included.

Mary said she took another look at existing caDSR Permissible Values, and sorted the information by the frequency of their use.  In discussions with EVS, they felt like these would be individual, not pre-coordinated terms.  Denise suggested putting everything in a value domain that could be used by others, and then subsetted.  Mary said that the proposal was to create a complete standard Value Domain that could be reused.  

There was a discussion of the inclusion of “child”, in addition to the specific “daughter” and “son”.  Mary said that there were few use cases for this and that she could only guess on future use.  It was agreed to take those issues to the VCDE small group.

There was a discussion of use of the Value Domain subset, and how to make changes or versions in the future in an expedited way.  

Mary showed the response from Nicole Thomas of EVS regarding the best way to create the terms.  Value Meanings would be concatenated terms from EVS.  Mary asked for a vote of confidence of sending it on to VCDE for discussion by the small group.  

Daniela said that she would work with the CDE leadership group to get it onto the agenda.

3. Continuing – Baseline Metrics Discussion

Tommie presented some metrics on caDSR registry items that were determined to be mandatory during the recent metadata review by this group.  Frequently missing items were Administered Item Begin Dates and some Begin Dates for Value Meanings associated in Value Domains.  She said that the lists would be distributed to the content owners in order for strategies to be developed for cleanup, whether manual curation or batch processes.  This will be a discussion topic at the next meeting.  Claire Wolfe asked if some of the missing items were from models.  Jocelyn Leatherwood said she didn’t have that information available at this time.
The cleanup group will move forward to evaluate other data quality parameters.

The next meeting will be next week, on October 22. 

Decisions:
1. The group agreed that the Person Family Member Relationship standard should be sent forward to the VCDE for consideration by a small group.   

Meeting Schedule for 2007 and 2008:

2007
10/01 - Software





10/08 - Holiday





10/15 – Software/Content




10/22 - Content




10/29 - Software





11/05 - Content





11/19 - Content


11/26 - Software


12/03 – Content

12/17 – Content

12/24 – No meeting

12/30 – No meeting

2008

01/07 - Software/Content

01/14 - Holiday – MLK Day
01/21 - Software/Content

01/28 - Content

02/04 - Software
02/11 - Content

02/18 - Holiday – Washington’s Birthday
02/25 - Content/Software
03/03 - Software
03/10 - Content
03/17 - Software
03/24 - Content
03/31 - Software
04/07 - Content
04/14 - Software
04/21 - Content
04/28 - Software
05/05 - Content
05/12 - Software
05/19 - Content
05/26 - Holiday – Memorial Day
06/02 - Content/Software
06/09 - Software
06/16 - Content
06/23 - Software
06/30 - Content
07/07 - Software
07/14 - Content
07/21 - Software
07/28 - Content
08/04 - Software
08/11 - Content
08/28 - Software
08/27 - Content
09/01 - Holiday – Labor Day
09/08 - Content/Software
09/15 - Software
09/22 - Content
09/29 - Software
10/06 - Content
10/13 - Holiday –Veterans Day

10/20 - Content/Software
10/27 - Software
11/03 - Content
11/10 - Software
11/17 - Content
11/24 - Software
12/01 - Content
12/08 - Software
12/15 - Content

12/22 - Software
12/29 - Content
Follow Up/Action Items:
	Action Item
	Task
	Assigned To
	Date Due
	Date Completed

	1
	Send out Agenda to be reviewed for next meeting
	Tommie Curtis
	biweekly
	Ongoing

	2
	Send out a request to the workspaces for CDE standards.
	Tommie Curtis

Brian Davis
	TBD
	Ongoing

	3
	Develop risk mitigation plan for usage of caDSR metadata that in not fully compliant with caDSR business rules and best practices.
	Dianne Reeves

Tommie Curtis
	TBD
	Ongoing

	4
	Review list of value domain types and add examples and text for each.
	All
	TBD
	Ongoing

	5
	Send training workbook examples of value domains to Tommie Curtis to be included in best practice document.
	Jenny Brush
	5/29/07
	Ongoing

	6
	Create “bulk list” Value Domain for Person Family Member Relationship proposed standard.
	Mary Cooper
	10/15/07
	10/15/07

	7
	Finalize Value Domain for Education Levels proposed standard.
	Janice Chilli
	10/8/07
	??

	8
	Create a text format compliance criterion for mandatory, conditional and optional items.
	Mary Cooper
	10/8/07
	??

	9
	Send suggestions for possible standards candidates to Dianne Reeves.
	All
	10/15/07
	Ongoing


Attachment A: Slide Presentation by Denise Warzel

[image: image1.emf]Adobe Acrobat  Document


� EMBED AcroExch.Document.7  ���








[image: image2.emf]Adobe Acrobat  Document

_1254312827.pdf


1


Na
tio


na
l C


an
ce


r I
ns


titu
te


caCORE 
Software Users Meeting


Oct. 15 2007
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caCORE Outlook


• EVS 4.0 
• Migration to LexGrid server
• New APIs 


– native LexGrid API
– caCORE 3.2 based API


• BioPortal – new web user interface
• Entering UAT this week
• Projected Release Date Early November 


• SDK 4.0
– Refactored to support multiple SDK services within one 


application
– Componentized


• E.g. XML Schema Generator
– New technical documentation
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caCORE Outlook


• caDSR
– SIW 3.2.1.1 – Released last week
– UML Loader 3.2.1.1 – Within 1-2 weeks
– CDE Browser 3.2.0.2 – UAT on Stage this week
– CDE Browser 3.2.0.4 – Mid-late November


• Performance improvements


– Form Builder 3.2.0.3 – UAT to Stage this week
– Curation Tool 3.2.0.5


• Performance Improvements
• Representation Term Restrictions


– Metadata cleanup
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Why Federated Development ?


• Open content development by community members works, 
maturing rapidly


• Advantages
– Community acceptance, content is relevant to community needs
– Faster publication cycle


• Approx. 150 CDEs with a registration status “Standard”
• 27,267 Total CDEs


• Disadvantages
– ISO 11179 Compliant Development tools vs Representational 


Accuracy
– The “same” or “different? 


– 2430 “Released” Enumerated Value Sets
– 1418 “Released” Non-enumerated Value Sets


– Long term viability of purely voluntary efforts
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BiomedGT and ‘caDSR-lite”
• Semantic Media Wiki, NCI Protégé/OWL, caDSR and cancerGrid ‘caDSR-lite’


– Wiki supports biomedical and clinical trial Subject Matter Experts


• Easy to learn tool


• Registration for SMEs who wish to edit a particular domain


• View current content


• Make changes that are stored in Wiki database  


• Anonymous read only access for others


– Protégé and caDSR used by ontologists and expert curators/mentors


• Renders SME input as OWL DL 1.0 or well formed 11179 content


– Workflow is it the touch point 


• SME input “harvested” from Wiki database


• Incorporated into work assignments to ontologists or curators


• Wiki and NCI GForge Project supports SME, ontologist and curator dialog


– Publication via LexGRID and caDSR services


• supports download & interactive search/display
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• Biomedical Research and Clinical Trials Projects are Distributed
• Distribution and use of Data Elements in local systems is attractive


• Promotes interoperability 


• Domain knowledge is distributed


• Common requirement is the need for only a new Value Domain


• Ability to proceed with project development 


• Distributed ‘lite-caDSR’ implementation should help
• Exported ‘published’ content


• Easier to create Language of ‘Role’ specific templates is in ‘their terms’
– Forms: Submit new Question, Submit new Response list of values


– UML Models: Submit new class, submit new attribute


• Eliminate run-time dependency and response time issues


• Permit partially formed caDSR content to be submitted/recorded


• Provide access to expert curators eliminates common mistakes


• NCI and cancerGrid piloting interoperability and exchange 
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• the registry is the metadata collection – not the software


• download, install and populate your own collection 


• definitions exchanged through a common format so that metadata can 
accompany the data – ISO11179 namespace


• develop services that understand this common format to compute over 
metadata definitions


• ‘really’ free – open BSD style license


• only minor extensions of ISO11179


• XML, XSLT, XQuery, XML Schema, web services, plugins


• based on the open source XML database eXist


• integrates with MS Office for user consumption of data elements


• integrates with Enterprise Architect for semantically well described class 
diagrams
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Open Collaboration Infrastructure
and Process - caDSR


caDSR
Editing
Environme
ntProduction


Published 
Metadata


NCI
MDR


Subject Matter 
Expert


Work Flow
Integration


Editing


Consultation


Wiki 
DB


caDSR 
Users


NCI Semantic
Media Wiki


caDSR
Users


Metadata
Browser 


Review, critique
and enhance


caDSR API


Other Apps
& services


caDSR
“Lite”


Local 
Users


caDSR “Lite”


Review, critique
and enhance


Extract
Production


Content


Promote Standards
To


Production
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• Determine where to ‘publish’ Draft content


• Determine the appropriate publication cycle






