Minutes of caDSR Content Administrators Meeting 

May 21, 2007, 3:00 – 4:30 p.m. (DRAFT)

	Attendees
	Organization

	Robinette Aley
	

	Steve Alred
	Oracle

	Alice Birnbaum
	NIDCR

	Jenny Brush
	Scenpro

	Brian Campbell
	EMMES

	Janice Chilli
	SAIC

	Tommie Curtis
	SAIC

	Brian Davis
	3rd Millennium

	Kathleen Gundry
	SAIC

	Larry Hebel
	Scenpro

	Jon Iverson
	

	Thomas Joshua
	

	Brenda Maeske
	SAIC

	Amy Prentice
	

	Ann Setser
	CTEP

	Daniela Smith
	BAH

	Nicole Thomas
	MSD

	Denise Warzel
	NCICB

	Claire Wolfe
	Terpsys


1.  Updates

a. Data Standards Status


VCDE has a small group to review Body Surface Area.  Daniela Smith is the POC for anyone interested in participating in this work group.
b. Review of Existing Data Standards
Small groups will be reviewing existing data standards to improve their reuse in forms and UML models.  The proposed changes will be sent out to the community for review.
c. New Data Standards
Dianne Reeves is leading the Agent Identification standard.  Participants are being sought to join this working group.

Tommie Curtis reminded the group that BMI is out for review and comments are due soon.

2.   Versioning – Value Domains – Review updates, retaining values in VD with end dates; types of VD’s, and best practices for creating VD’s of various types
Versioning Value Domains 

Tommie presented a revised draft of versioning rules for value domains.  The document has gone out and no comments have been received.  As no more comments have been received, this will be considered final.  This will be part of the best practices document and will replace the current rules posted on the Content website for versioning value domains.  The group will also be reviewing and updating versioning rules for DEC and CDEs.

Best Practices for Value Domains
Tommie presented some best practices for value domain types.  She sought comments from those on the call on the proposed value domain types identified.

She reviewed the 10 types currently in use.  These include several value domain types, including both non-enumerated and enumerated, that may need to have best practices adopted to standardize their representation in the caDSR.

Claire Wolfe asked whether it was possible to identify those value domain values that are part of a standard.  Tommie said that currently there is no way to identify that other than the value domain is related to a standard CDE.  

It was clarified that a non enumerated value domain might include a value domain that references an external managed list of values.  Denise Warzel said that the ISO committee might rename that type as a “described” list.

Tommie asked if there were more types that need to be addressed.  She said that she will send out the document for review and comment as soon as there are examples of current metadata representations of each type added to the document.  The goal is to identify a recommended practice and an example for each one.  She asked curators to send in examples of how these types are being handled in their context.  

Jenny Brush said that the self paced training workbooks had some example practices.  She will send those to Tommie.  

Dianne wanted also to discuss creating qualifiers for representation terms.  The naming wizard supports use of objects and properties in value domain naming but the semantics of these objects and properties are not stored for VDs.  Dianne would like to use qualifiers to add some semantics to value domains—as qualifiers are stored as an attribute of the value domain.  So, instead of “text”,“type” add “abdomen” to make it more specific.  Denise cautioned against over proscribing/describing the value domain.  They should be created to support maximum reuse error on the side of more generic rather than specific.  A Yes/No value domain is valuable for reuse—we shouldn’t create a lot of individual Yes/No value domains with different qualifiers that make them semantically unique when the actual response to the question is Yes/No.  Denise said that the naming wizard might be removed to remove the assumption that the naming parts (OC and Property) are stored with the VD.  It was agreed that a need for guidance on whether to add the qualifiers should be included in the business rules document.  For example, Status would need to be qualified to make it useful.  The qualifier should be added when it supports reuse not when it inhibits reuse.  Total Number is an example of where the qualifier promotes reuse and is different from just Number whereas Lung Number is an example of where the qualifier inhibits reuse by making it more specific and is using a qualifier from the DEC component of the CDE.
Brian Campbell said there were a couple of uses for the name.  The long name should be used to support discovery.  The qualifiers shouldn’t just duplicate what is in the DEC.  Brian Campbell said that most people could agree that indicators or text fields should just have a one to one relationship to a conceptual domain.  He gave an example of: IND-2 (Yes/No Indicator) and IND-3 (Yes/No/Unknown Indicator) for others.  

3.   FormBuilder Enhancements
The group reviewed a presentation provided by Denise that outlined FormBuilder enhancements that are planned for future releases to support requirements provided by Population Science.  She mentioned that the strategic direction is to determine how far a form will take us.  A use case exists to export a form and actually collect data into it to save on a desktop database.  The requirements haven’t been assigned to a specific release.  The software team will review and prioritize these as they bring additional resources on board.  

She said that the tool would be enhanced to incorporate more sophisticated skip patterns in forms, repeat questions requirements, content dependent questions.  Other possible requirements, managing questions separate from CDEs, handling copyright and license issues related to questions, and more.  

Denise said that users wanted FormBuilder to render the form and link to a form database.  Though this isn’t the typical type of development for the caCORE team, there is a large demand for this.  There will be some investigation into available tools that could take could export information into a common export format used by COTS application builders.  Electronic Data Collection Instrument (eDCI) standard is one such export format that should support this requirement.  This may require additions to the data model to support creation of the eDCI export format.  

FormBuilder stakeholder meetings will be held once the new resources are on board.  There will be future opportunities to comment on requirements.  There is a list of current requirements on GForge.  The group was invited to add tracker items in G-Forge if anyone has additional requirements.
 4.  Other Business
Nicole Thomas talked about the addition of a new definition for “frozen section.”  NCI Thesaurus created a new concept for frozen section specimen.  They added a new concept to NCIt as “frozen section diagnosis.”  Tommie updated the diagnosis concept in the caDSR to reflect this change in NCI Thesaurus.  

Brian Davis asked if the BRIDG model was being loaded in the caDSR.  No one had received the file to date.  Brenda said that George Komatsoulis said it would be coming in July.  

Denise said she wanted to set a priority on duplication of object classes, properties, and representation terms within and across contexts.  Tommie said that the harmonization team already had a plan in place and was working with Dianne.  Denise said that it might be possible to get bulk changes made by the development team.  Kathleen Gundry clarified that the plan addressed additional content issues looking at types of metadata, creating metrics for on-going monitoring of the metadata, and cleanup of orphaned concepts in both the EVS and caDSR.  There is no plan for the team to clean up the problems manually but, issues would be brought to the content group before making any mass changes.  

Denise felt that harmonization should focus on the cross context duplication of CDEs and object classes.  The work plan for harmonization should be sent to Denise.  Denise said that some sentinel reports had been created to help identify the cleanup priorities.  Tommie will contact Dianne for access to these reports.  

Decisions:
1. Versioning Value Domains document was approved with changes.  This will be posted on the Content website.
Meeting Schedule January 2007:

2007

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.

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
	Ongoing

	5
	Research the impacts of versioning class schemes for data standards
	All
	4/23/07
	New

	6
	Review proposal  for standardization of [Role]Person as an object class.  Provide alternate suggestions/research into other ongoing initiatives to solve the problem.
	All
	4/23/07
	New

	7
	Review list of value domain types and add examples and text for each.
	All
	TBD
	

	8
	Send training workbook examples of value domains to Tommie Curtis to be included in best practice document.
	Jenny Brush
	5/29/07
	


