Minutes of caDSR Content Administrators Meeting 

April 23, 2007, 3:00 – 4:30 p.m. (DRAFT)
	Attendees
	Organization

	Brian Campbell
	EMMES

	Janice Chilli
	SAIC

	Tommie Curtis
	SAIC

	Larry Hebel
	Scenpro

	Amy Jacobs
	MSD

	Brenda Maeske
	SAIC

	Beverly Meadows
	DCP

	Ann Setser
	CTEP

	Nicole Thomas
	MSD

	Anne Tompkins
	DCP

	Claire Wolfe
	Terpsys

	Denise Warzel
	NCICB

	Sal Mungal
	Duke

	Jon Iverson
	


1.      Updates – VCDE Workspace and Small Group Meetings and Data Standards Status
BMI sent by VCDE for caBIG review.  The Source CDE for weight and height is not included in the transmitted package.  
For the Body Surface Area proposed Standard, Stuart Turner (UC Davis) provided a use cases for dog and cat with species specific formulas to be used for the calculations.  Mary Cooper is working on adding these use cases into the Body Surface Area proposal.  

Dianne Reeves will be convening the small group for Agents.  She would like to start on lists that are available and maintained by other groups that can be reused within caBIG.  VCDE representatives, Lynn Wilkens and Rakesh Nagarajan, will be included in the small group to assist in including VCDE point of view and requirements in the proposal.
2.      Versioning – Value Domains
As part of the on-going review of current business rules, Tommie Curtis presented the current versioning document with some areas for discussion highlighted in red.   (Attachment A)
MAJOR VERSION CHANGES

In reviewing the first section, major changes requiring the versioning to the next whole number, Brenda Maeske commented on #1 that if you make any change to the preferred name then a whole new value domain is created.  Brian Campbell commented that some changes to the preferred name of a value domain didn’t really impact the semantics and should not require a version change.  If you don’t change the representation term but remove a word that was added to the long name for clarity (like removing “baseline” from Baseline Hematology Lab Result to get a more generic and reusable value domain of “Lab Result”), it should not require a version.   Janice Chilli indicated that we may want to limit a version change to the case where either representation term or a representation term qualifier, those items with semantic meaning to the value domain.  The group agreed and the document was changed. 
Brian Campbell asked if you have an option to select the version number in the Curation tool.  He normally uses the Admin tool which automatically selects the version.  Tommie confirmed that in Curation you can select the version number.  Larry Hebel also confirmed; Brian asked how to sync the tools.  He asked if there should be a changed made in the Admin tool to allow user to specify the version number.  Denise Warzel asked how the Admin tool would know which CDE to control version number when the value domain is used in multiple CDEs.  She thought that this sounded like a bug and she would open a G-Forge item on it.  Brian then asked Denise if the Admin tool should allow user to version like Curation tool.  Denise agreed to change Admin to make capability in Curation when they “fixed” the bug in Admin of the tool setting an arbitrary version number.    

The 2nd rule was with regard to Conceptual Domain was OK.  The third rule was changed to state “data type” change instead of “Domain type”

[Editors Note: A fourth item was added to the list to put Value Domain Type back in since modification of this can be an indication as to whether a Value Domain is Enumerated or Non-enumerated.]

MINOR VERSION CHANGES
The group reviewed and made the following changes in the Value Domain incremental versioning section.  The group had no problem with 1 as written.  Brian Campbell confirmed that #2, use of Draft Mod, was still needed.  The group requested that Data Type and Representation Term be removed as they are covered in full number versioning.  Additional discussion on if changes to Min/Max length and High/Low values should trigger a change.  Brian Campbell asked if they should really trigger a version.  For example, if the max length was set to 4 characters for an enumerated list of animal names and then you needed to add a 7 character animal name, do we need to version?  Janice provided an example of NHLBI of where the high value for fasting blood sugar was set at 24 hours another group had a value of 39 hours.  Since clinically, the 24 hours was tied to lab criteria, they did not want to make a change to the CDE.  Brenda stated that in DCP and Dianne Reeves for C3D need max lengths.  The group’s consensus was that it is better to pad the lengths if you think it will grow, otherwise use the min/max lengths of your current enumerated values. They agreed that this would trigger an incremental change and the curator needs to determine those values on a case by case basis.  The group was OK with rule 4.
Discussion on requirement 5, changes to value meanings and value meaning pair, discussion focused on what is a “substantial change”.  Brian Campbell commented that it was “in the eye of the beholder”.  His example was if you add spiral CT scan to a list of diagnostics tests, since it is still a valid diagnostic test it should not require a change.  Denise commented that statistically, if someone tried to reproduce a result from the original, the results would now be skewed because of the extra value; you have now gone from 4 to 5 valid values.  Brian commented that from a form based perspective, the list or subset of values is determined at form creation; not all valid values may be selected for every form.  Denise indicated that this is why it is important to use the start/end dates to track these types of changes; those dates would explain the skew in data when it was reproduced.  Janice asked if there was still a plan to allow sub setting of enumerated lists.  Denise explained that it would need the relationships to be built to the full list which in their research had many additional questions.  Denise recommended the consistent use of start dates, which the tools could automatically enter and then the curator would only need to add the end date.  Brian Campbell asked “how would one handle the value domain date when associated with multiple values (Enumerated list)”.  In Admin and Curation tool there is only one start/end date.  Brian questioned the group if we currently version when making changes to the enumerated list.  The general consensus was we do not. 
Larry Hebel said that we are defaulting the active begin date, not automatic versioning of the effective date of the value domain when value changes are being made.  Denise asked Larry, what happens when VD changed for a reason other than a value or value reason?  Larry commented the dates do not change.  Brenda and Brian agreed that versioning all values to match the version of the new VD.  Deleting of values with long term dates (HL7, FDA, etc) that has effective date start end dates.  Brenda and Brian provided this clarification – don’t deleted from the existing value list until it is copied to a new version, then delete values not needed in new.  Add change note to identify which value(s) is deleted.  

Returning to discussion on “substantial change”, Claire has a problem for modelers if we set a specific number.  Brian Campbell questioned if we version whenever a change is made to a permissible value.  Larry Hebel commented that code could implement that if a change, version automatically.  Denise does not want it to be automatic.  If code could use the dates, Brian in favor… so is Brenda and Janice.    The UML loader would need to be updated.  Claire asked Larry if the sentinel tool was tied to versioning and he said it was not.
Requirement 6, one or more permissible value/value meaning that has a semantically different.  Larry stated that if the values are semantically different when adding another value definition, it would trigger a change. An example of permissible value of 1=female is changed to 1=male, this changes the semantic meaning.  We were not able to understand its purpose and felt it was covered in other changes so the group agreed to delete it.  Similarly, number 7 is covered in number 5 with the use of start and end dates. 

VERSION CHANGE NOT REQUIRED
The group agreed that existing items 1, 2, and 3 were OK as written.  Requirement 4, the group decided was OK but the Representation term should be removed from the list.  Brian Campbell pointed out that making a change to any attributes in the list was OK if CDE was “Draft New”, but not released.  If a CDE had a workflow status of Released, then these changes are covered in full version change section, even if the change was to complete missing information.    Denise commented that since some of these items are required, then there could be bad data in the repository that needs to be changed.  She offered to run reports by context to help identify value domains with missing, required information.  After discussion, it was agreed to delete it all.  We are trying to capture that the cases if a value meaning definition is not clear or the value meaning description not associated with a CUI.    Rule 4 was re-written to address this use case. 
Continuing with the list, the group agreed to number 5 adding a caveat that new values need to have effective date.   The group was not sure of why 6 & 7 were on the list and felt they probably overcome by event and should be deleted.  Rule 8 was OK, but we need to add clarification of the change rules.   No changes were needed to Rules 8, 9, or 10.  Janice asked if we needed to add a rule for value alternate name and definitions as the tools were being modified to allow this capability.  A placeholder was added to capture a new rule for this capability.  
Attachment B summarizes the updated versioning rules for value domains.  
3.      Versioning – Requirements for Forms 
A full discussion of this item has been deferred until next meeting.  Brian Campbell confirmed that CTEP does not version forms.  Brenda noted that DCP does not currently have forms in FormBuilder.

Decisions Made:

1. Refer to attached Versioning documents in Attachments A and B.  
2. Whole Number Version change required when the Representation term or Representation term qualifier changes.  Version not required when the object, property or their qualifiers are not captured in the semantics of the value domain change.

3. Whole Number Version change when the data type changes.
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
	New

	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
	Calculate extreme heights and weights for BSA and provide Source Text Type definitions.
	Mary Cooper
	4/9/07
	New


Meeting Schedule January 2007:

2007

04/23 - Content

04/30 - Software

05/07 - Content

05/14 - Software

05/21 - Content

05/28 - Holiday
06/04 - Content/Software

06/11 - Software

06/18 - Content

06/25 - Software

07/02 - Content

07/09 - Software

07/16 - Content

07/23 - Software

07/30 - Content

08/06 - Software

08/13 - Content

08/20 - Software

08/27 - Content

09/03 - Holiday
09/10 - Content/Software

09/17 - Software

09/24 - Content

10/01 - Software

10/08 - Holiday
10/15 - Software/Content

10/22 - Content

10/29 - Software

11/05 - Content

11/12 - Software

11/19 - Content

11/26 - Software

12/03 - Content

12/10 - Software

12/17 - Content

12/24 - No meeting.
12/31 - No meeting
Attachment A
Current Value Domain Versioning Rules

A Value Domain must be versioned, with its Version number incremented to the next whole number (e.g., 2.3 to 3.0), when: 

1. its Preferred Name or Long Name is to be changed. 

2. it is to be associated with a different Conceptual Domain or a different version of the previously associated Conceptual Domain; an exception is made if the previously associated Conceptual Domain was “<Context name> (e.g., “CTEP”, “CCR”, “DCP”). 

3. its Domain Type is to be changed. 

A Value Domain must be versioned, with its Version number incremented by one-tenth (e.g., 2.3 to 2.4), when: 

1. a substantive or semantic change is to be made to its Definition. 

2. it is to be changed to accommodate requests made through the CRF CDE compliance review process; in this situation, the new version reflective of the requested changes would be assigned a Workflow Status of “Draft Mod”. 

3. one or more of the following of its attributes, unless previously unspecified, is to be changed: Data Type, Unit of Measure, Display Format, Character Set, Maximum Length, Minimum Length, High Value, Low Value, Decimal Place, and Representation. 

4. one or more of its Valid Values are to be deleted. 

5. one or more Valid Values, representing a substantial change in the quantity, source or standard, or specificity of the Valid Values, is to be added. 

6. one or more Valid Values is to be associated with a different Value Meaning that is semantically different; an exception is made if the previously associated Value Meaning was “Undefined in conversion” or “<Valid Value>”. 

7. the Value Meaning Description, unless previously undefined, of an associated Value Meaning is to be changed to text that is semantically different. 

A Value Domain should not be versioned when: 

1. minor changes, such that a new version of the Conceptual Domain is not required, are to be made to its associated Conceptual Domain. 

2. typographical or grammatical errors are to be corrected in its Definition. 

3. if previously undefined (e.g., Definition reads “Please provide definition” or the Value Domain’s name), the Value Domain is to be defined. 

4. one or more of the following of its previously unspecified attributes is to be defined: Data Type, Unit of Measure, Display Format, Character Set, Maximum Length, Minimum Length, High Value, Low Value, Decimal Place, Representation, and Value Meaning Concept Code. 

5. one or more Valid Values, not representing a substantial change in the quantity, source or standard, or specificity of the Valid Values, is to be added. 

6. one or more Value Values is to be associated with a different Value Meaning, if the previously associated Value Meaning was undefined. 

7. a Value Meaning Description, where previously undefined, is to be added to an associated Value Meaning. 

8. its Workflow Status is to be changed. 

9. a Designation is to be added or deleted for the Value Domain or any of its associated Administered Components. 

10. a Change Note is to be added or deleted for the Value Domain. 

Attachment B

Revised Versioning Rules for Value Domains (0423/2007 – Draft)
Major Version Change: A Value Domain must be versioned with its Version number incremented to the next whole number (e.g., 2.3 to 3.0), when: 

1. the Representation Term or Representation Qualifier concepts used in the Preferred Name (Long Name) is changed. 

2. it is associated with a different Conceptual Domain or a different version of the previously associated Conceptual Domain; an exception is made if the previously associated Conceptual Domain was “<Context name> (e.g., “CTEP”, “CCR”, “DCP”). 

3. its Value Domain Type (enumerated or non-enumerated) is changed.

4. its Data Type is changed. 

Minor Version Change: A Value Domain must be versioned with its Version number incremented by one-tenth (e.g., 2.3 to 2.4), when: 

1. a substantive or semantic change is made to its Definition. 

2. it is changed to accommodate requests made through the CRF CDE compliance review process; in this situation, the new version reflective of the requested changes would be assigned a Workflow Status of “Draft Mod”. 

3. one or more of the following of its attributes, unless previously unspecified, is changed: Unit of Measure, Display Format, Character Set, Maximum Length, Minimum Length, High Value, Low Value, and Decimal Place.

4. one or more of its Permissible Values/ Value Meeting pairs are deleted.

5. one or more Permissible Values/ Value Meetings pairs, representing a substantial change in the quantity, source or standard, or specificity of the Valid Values, is added; new Valid Values must have an Effective Date; Change Note for the versioned Value Domain must describe the changes made. 
No Version Change: A Value Domain should not be versioned when: 

1. minor changes are to be made to its associated Conceptual Domain, such that a new version of the Conceptual Domain is not required. 

2. typographical or grammatical errors are corrected in its Value Domain Definition. 

3. a previously undefined Value Domain Definition (e.g., definition reads “Please provide definition”, is unnecessarily vague or only includes the “<Valid Value>”) is updated.
4. a Value Meaning not previously associated with Concept Codes is updated with Concept Codes; the Value Meaning Name and Value Meaning Description may change

5. one or more Permissible Value/Value Meaning pairs, not representing a substantial change in the quantity, source or standard, or specificity of the Valid Values, added; new Permissible Value/Value Meaning pairs must have an Effective Date; Change Note should indicate which new values were added. 
6. an Alternate Name (Designation) or Alternate Definition is added or deleted for the Value Domain or any of its associated Administered Components. 

7. a Change Note is added, modified, or deleted for the Value Domain. 

