Minutes of caDSR Content Administrators Meeting 

June 4, 2007, 3:00 – 4:30 p.m. (DRAFT)

	Name
	Organization

	Steve Alred
	Oracle

	Heather Buck
	App Support

	Brian Campbell
	EMMES

	Janice Chilli
	SAIC

	Mary Cooper
	SAIC

	Tommie Curtis
	SAIC

	Brenda Crocker
	UPMC

	Sherri DeCoranado
	NCICB

	Larry Hebel
	Scenpro

	Rebecca Hill
	Univ of Colorado

	Jason Lucas
	

	Amy Jacobs
	MSD

	Juli Klemm
	

	Bill Martin
	

	Brenda Maeske
	SAIC

	Bev Meadows
	DCP

	Kunal Modi
	Ekagra

	Chitra Mohla
	DCEG

	Sal Mungal
	Duke University

	Dianne Reeves
	NCICB

	Daniela Smith
	BAH

	Russ Subal
	City of Hope

	Nicole Thomas
	MSD

	Denise Warzel
	NCICB

	John White
	

	Claire Wolfe
	Terpsys

	Satish Patel
	caCORE Developer

	Seza Orcun
	caCORE Developer

	Avinash
	


1.  Updates
a. Data Standards Status

Mary Cooper reported on the status of the Candidate data standards.  Body Mass Index has been distributed for caBIG community review.  The comment period closes on 6/18/07.  The VCDE Small Group for Body Surface Area has had one meeting.  There was discussion on the decimal places required to capture data from animals and a request to increase the decimal places from 2 to 3.  The group also recommended changes to the CDE for capturing the methods for calculating BSA.  Dianne Reeves asked if there would be a different CDE to capture the methods used for animals as opposed to humans.  Mary responded that the group felt that a single CDE could be used, based on the use cases presented to the group.  The small group will meet again before the next VCDE meeting on 6/14/07.
b. Review of Existing Data Standards

Dianne reported that VCDE Small Groups have been formed to review the existing data standards with the focus of developing UML model guidance for reusing the standards.  The proposed changes will be sent out to the community for review.  All groups will hold their kick-off meetings this week.
2.  Value Domain Types – Best Practices
Tommie Curtis presented a document showing the types of Value Domains that have been observed in the registration of caDSR metadata and documentation of metadata best practices for each type.  A copy was distributed with the agenda.  The current examples were identified by reviewing the caDSR in the curation tool for examples of value domains.  The intent is to promote a consistent approach for the caDSR curators.  
Tommie reviewed two cases, the general information for Value Domains and the basic non-enumerated value domains.  The first column identifies the possible metadata that can be captured about a value domain.  The second column in each table identifies attempts to capture if a specific field on the Value Domain creation page in the curation tool is (M)andatory, (O)ptional, (C)onditional, or uses a (B)usiness Rule.  The third column captures the purpose of the metadata.
List of Metadata for Value Domains

	Metadata Name
	M,O,C,B
	Metadata Content

	Context
	M
	Enter owning context for the VD, e.g., caBIG

	Value Domain Type
	M
	Enumerated (Permissible Values are registered in the caDSR) or Non-enumerated (Permissible Values not registered in the caDSR)

	Long Name (Preferred Name)
	M (B)
	Long Name of the VD – can use Object and Property Wizard to create name; must select Representation and Representation Qualifier concepts

	Short Name
	M
	See list of abbreviations for creating short name.

	Definition
	M (B)
	Provide a definition that clearly describes the content of the Value Domain.

	Conceptual Domain
	M
	?

	Workflow Status
	M
	Begin with ‘Draft New’

	Version
	M
	Begin with Version 1.0 and create subsequent versions according to the Value Domain Versioning rules.

	Data Type
	M
	Select a datatype from the list provided.

	Permissible Value
	O
	No permissible values are entered when a Value Domain Type = Non-enumerated; Permissible Values must be entered when the Value Domain Type = Enumerated

	Concept
	O (B)
	NCI Thesaurus is the primary source for concepts.

	Value Meaning
	O-M
	When a concept is chosen, the Value Meaning will be the concept Preferred Name

	Value Meaning Description
	O-M
	When a concept is chosen, the Value Meaning Description will be the concept Preferred Definition

	PV Begin Date
	O-M
	The date the Permissible Value/Value Meaning pair was registered

	PV End Date
	O
	The data the Permissible Value/Value Meaning pair were no longer valid in the Value Domain

	Max Length
	B
	Length of the largest permissible value in the set.

	Min Length
	O
	

	VD Begin Date
	O (B)
	

	VD End Date
	O (B)
	

	Origin
	
	The source of the Value Domain.

	Reference Document
	
	Reference to documents or sources of valid values


a. Context
This field captures the owning context for the VD, e.g., caBIG.  A Context Value is selected from a pre-determined pull-down list.   There were no recommended changes to this content.
b. Value Domain Type
The Value Domain Type indicates whether a given Value Domain has a list of permissible Values.  Currently, the caDSR uses Enumerated to mean that the Value Domain has a set of permissible values registered in the caDSR.  Non-enumerated is used to indicate that a list of permissible values is not registered in the caDSR.  The group commented that this is the convention being followed by most of the curators.  Dianne Reeves recommended that when permissible values are available for a Value Domain from a source that is referenced with a document or a URL that the Value Domain Type should be set to Enumerated.  Denise Warzel mentioned that ISO has been discussing using to ‘described’ instead of ‘non-enumerated.  They fell that the term ‘non-enumerated’ is restricting and does not express the intended semantics .  There was no further discussion about changing the current usage of Value Domain Type.
c. Long Name (Preferred Name)
The Curation Tool includes a ‘wizard’ for creation of a Value Domain Name and Definition using object and property concept terms, and the ability to add Representation Term and Qualifiers by selecting concepts.  Only the concepts chosen as Representation Term and Qualifiers are retained as metadata.  Denise mentioned the possibility of removing the object and property ‘wizard’ from the Curation Tool because it gives the impression that the concepts chosen are actually being registered.  Tommie noted that the order you select concept determines the order of terms in the name and definition.  When you add a term it does not appear in the same order in the Representation Terms box and the Long Name box (the term and definition for qualifiers automatically goes to the end of the text in the Long Name and Definition displays so that a manual curator has to edit both the name and definition to get proper ordering).  Janice Chilli mentioned that when creating a value domain from an existing, the manually curated definition is brought back and not the definitions associated with the term.  Denise/Larry Hebel will open a G-Forge item for these observations.  Dianne suggested that a best practice should be to put any semantic information about a Value Domain into the Representation Term and Qualifiers.  The group agreed that a more detailed look at best practices for naming Value Domains is needed.
d. Short Name
Brian Campbell noted that the Content Group had previously approved the use of  CTEP abbreviations list for Short Names and that most curators are using this list.  Brenda Maeske asked who would maintain the list once other groups have added to it.  Tommie said that she would get a caDSR Content Group project in GForge to maintain the abbreviation list. Denise suggested that the Curation Tool could access and maintain this list from within the Curation Tool.  Larry will add this capability into GForge as an enhancement to the curation tool.  Tommie commented that when editing or creating a Value Domain from existing that there is no default set for short name and suggested that the default should be set to system generated.   
Dianne wanted to clarify the size of the Short Names in the caDSR.   Although 30 characters are allowed, curators have been limited to 20 characters, UPPER CASE, due to an Oracle Clinical limitation.  She noted that not everyone is following that rule.  Mary Cooper noted that other groups, including Population Science (PS&CC) and NIDCR, are under the impression that they can create their own business rules for their contexts.  These groups may not use electronic data collection tools that require the limit on character length.  Dianne questioned whether business rules created by other contexts could extend into the naming rules of caDSR.  Mary agreed that restricting to 20 characters would be good business practice to allow for more reuse, but we should recognize that this may not be a priority for all caDSR users.
e. Definition
Tommie noted that we need business rules for using the definitions types and designating a preferred definition.  When concepts are chosen to create a name, the definition for a Value Domain is created by concatenation (with underscore separators) of the concept definitions.  This has been called the System-generated definition.  She asked if it might be possible to automatically create this definition as an alternate definition with the type of System-generated for both manual curation and model registration.  Curators have been doing a cut and paste of the system generated definition into an alternate definition when different or edited definition is the preferred definition.  Janice Chilli questioned if the intent is to populate two alternative names, one with a type of ‘edited’ or ‘manually created’ and one with a type of ‘System-generated’.  She asked if there could be a preferred name flag that an owner could set to ensure a preferred definition would display as the definition in the caDSR while retaining the definition generated by selection of concepts for semantic purposes.  Denise stated this will require additional functionality.  
f. Conceptual Domain 
The discussion of how to select and use Conceptual Domains was tabled for discussion at a later meeting.
g. Workflow Status, Version
Workflow status and version were not discussed because they have existing business rules.

h. Data Type
The allowable data types that will be in the drop down menu will be based on the white paper prepared by the caBIG VCDE.  This paper is pending final approval by the VCDE and Architecture Workspaces and the caBIG community.  It was noted that there may need to be best practices defined to relate datatype and representations.
i. Permissible Value
Tommie noted that Permissible Values are not required for non-enumerated value domains; they are mandatory if the Value Doman Type is an enumerated value domain.   If a Permissible Value is required, at least one Value, Value Meaning, and a Value Meaning Definition set is required.
j. Concept
Current best practices direct that all Value Meanings should have related concept codes from NCIit.  However, the registration of concept codes is not mandatory.
k. Value Meaning, Value Meaning Description, PV Begin Date, PV End Date
When a Value Domain is enumerated, at least one Value, Value Meaning, and Value Meaning Description set is mandatory.  If a Value Meaning is associated with a concept, the concept definition will be displayed in the caDSR.  If no concept is associated with the Value Meaning, a curated definition will be displayed.  The ability to add Alternate Names and Definitions has recently been added for Value Meanings, however, there is still no way for an owner to specify the preferred caDSR display of the alternate name or definition other than when using FormBuilder.  

Currently Value Domain Begin Date and End Date are optional.  Tommie suggested that the Content group may want to create business rules and best practices for using these dates.  The Curation Tool now populates a Begin Date when a Value Domain or Value Meaning is created and requires an End Date when a Value Domain Workflow Status is changed to an inactive status.  Since lists can change, she suggested that we may need a business rule for tracking when changes are made to a list of permissible values and might want to use these dates.  
l. Max Length, Min Length
Tommie noted that Max Length is currently optional but strongly recommended that it be populated since groups developing applications may use this as a factor as to whether they can reuse a specific CDE.

m. Origin
The Content group recently did a clean-up of the Origin list.  Additional items can be request for addition to the list by submission through the Help Desk.  Tommie noted that in the Curation Tool the pull down Origin list in Value Domain curation begins at the bottom of the alphabetical list rather than the top of the list.  Larry Hebel will create a Gforge item for updating this list to start at the top.
n. Reference Document
Reference documents can be attached to Value Domains.  For example, a Reference Document might be of the type ‘Valid Value Source’ with a URL or document that contains the values that are acceptable in the Value Domain.  A link to a data dictionary could also be added as a Reference Document with at type of ‘Reference’.

Other Discussion

Brian Campbell asked about the purpose of the document that the group has been discussing.  He wondered if it was intended to be an instructional document such as a procedure.  Dianne clarified that this information is to be added to the curation best practices document.  Brian noted that the current draft document tells you what reference documents are but does not tell you how to execute the steps to attach reference documents.  Brian indicated that the importance of “picking the best representation term” is to select from the accepted list of terms.  He proposed that if this is to be a training document then there is a need to include instruction on selecting a representation term.  

Tommie brought up the next steps for documenting value domain business rules and best practices.  The discussions thus far have been looking at the general types of metadata that can be recorded for a Value Domain.  The harmonization team has identified 10 types of Value Domains, such as non-enumerated value domains, enumerated by reference, range of values, etc. Tommie asked the group to review the document distributed with the agenda and to be prepared to discuss enumerated value domains at the next meeting. 
Sal Mungal mentioned the idea of adding examples on what a value domain would look like in a model with all the tags.  The group agreed that this was an important piece to be added.  Tommie indicated that this initial version was capturing the high level information, but including information that could be used by both form curators and modelers was important to promote reuse.  Tommie mentioned that there are some idiosyncrasies with manual curation and model developed value domains which will need to be documented.
Decisions Made: None
Meeting Schedule January 2007:

2007

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 - No meeting - Holiday
09/10 - Content/Software

09/17 - Software

09/24 - Content

10/01 - Software

10/08 - No meeting - 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.

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
	Research the impacts of versioning class schemes for data standards
	All
	4/23/07
	New

	5
	Review list of value domain types and add examples and text for each.
	All
	TBD
	New

	6
	Send training workbook examples of value domains to Tommie Curtis to be included in best practice document.
	Jenny Brush
	5/29/07
	


