Minutes of caDSR Content Administrators Meeting 

December 17, 2007, 3:00 – 4:30 p.m. (Draft)

	Attendees
	Organization

	Robinette Aley
	NMDP

	Sherita Alai
	EMMES

	Steve Alred
	Oracle

	Brian Campbell
	EMMES

	Alice Birnbaum
	NIDCR

	Jenny Brush
	Scenpro

	Janice Chilli
	SAIC

	Mary Cooper
	SAIC

	Tommie Curtis
	SAIC

	Larry Hebel
	Scenpro

	Jocelyn Leatherwood
	SAIC

	Brenda Maeske
	SAIC

	Dianne Reeves
	CBIIT

	Daniela Smith
	BAH

	Wilma Stanley
	Duke

	Denise Warzel
	CBITT

	John White
	TerpSys

	Claire Wolfe
	TerpSys


1.  Data Standards Updates

Mary Cooper reported that the Family Relationships standard was approved by the VCDE and will be going out for 30-day caBIG review.  Mary noted that she was waiting for EVS concepts to be added to the caDSR.  Dianne asked Mary to send a note to the Help Desk asking when they plan to have the terms loaded to the caDSR.
2.  Update on Baseline Metrics Discussion and Missing Metadata Update Status


Reports
Jocelyn Leatherwood reported that she had sent reports last month on occurrences of null data with a status of “Released” to the context administrators and to date has not received any questions and/or responses.  
3. Demo of Representation – Prototype of PV’s in Curation Tool
Larry Hebel provided a demonstration of changes to the curation tool.  There was a request to remove the Object Class and Property wizard from the Value Domain screen since those semantics are captured in the Data Element Concept.  

The list of 38 preferred primary Representation Term concepts that the content group agreed to was added to the curation tool.  Larry asked that if there are changes to the list of preferred terms, that an email be sent to either Tommie Curtis or Dianne Reeves requesting changes.  He will only accept changes from either one of them.  Larry said that these changes would occur in the 4.0 Release.  Some changes will be added to the 3.2.0.5 release.  

Larry then showed the different search options.  A new flashlight icon search was added.  Every Representation Term where that term is the primary concept with qualifiers is now searchable by clicking on the flashlight icon.  Tommie said that we do not want to lose the hyperlinks to the NCIt that we have currently.  Larry noted this and will make that change.  Tommie also asked that the terms be sorted by name rather than by Public ID.  Larry noted that the new search feature alphabetically searches caDSR first, then NCI Thesaurus, this function has not changed.

Another added feature was the copy and paste icon.  This will copy the text into the search term field reducing the amount of typing required.  This will be added to the 4.0 Release.
Larry also noted that they are still working on the clean up scripts.

4. Priorities for Software Requirements
Tommie sent the list of “Top Ten or So 4.0 Software Requirements” to the group before the meeting.  Dianne reviewed the list and explained that curators are forced to use workarounds in many cases to do their work.  Robinette Aley has a current GForge ticket #1230 that she desperately needs to have resolved. 
Denise Warzel asked Tommie to make a note of GForge item #1332 for #2 on the Top Ten list.   Item #5 on the list references the addition of semantics to the Value Domain.  Denise asked about this.  Dianne said that this was a code set issue.  Denise asked Tommie to make a note on this one to consider using Conceptual Domains to aid in identification of semantics.  For Item #9 Denise asked if the group still wanted this and Dianne said that there is still a need.  
Tommie mentioned that she had a question from Rakesh about a change in concept.  How can we make the relationship from the original concept to the new concept?  Denise asked if he versioned the CDE or model.  She said that this was an SIW loader issue.  Denise said that there is no way to create a relationship electronically that this would have to be done manually.  Tommie added #2 in the SIW section - “Ability to create relationship to a previously used CDE.  The use case noted that the concept code was changed so a new DEC was created.  There is a need to be able to relate to previously used CDE.”  
Tommie added #3 to the list – “Semantic connector overwrites annotations when it runs on a file after roundtrip unless EVS verified has been checked, even if human verified has been checked”.  Claire Wolfe said that she had raised issues with this before and there is an open GForge tracker for this.

Denise asked the content group to prioritize the list.  She noted that she and her team would look at the list and come back to the content group with the items they could include with the next release.  She said that 4.0 would be released sometime in February.  Dianne asked when the 3.2.0.5 Release was coming.  Larry is finishing development and hopes to have the changes in QA the first part of January.  Dianne wants to avoid User Acceptance Testing over the holidays and expressed concern about that.  She also asked if there was a list of enhancements.  Larry responded that there is and he would send them to her by the end of the day.

Tommie said that if anyone wants to add to the software requirements list to please send her an email and she will add it before she sends it to the software team.
5. Demonstration of Issue Editing with Value Meaning
Tommie demonstrated how to edit a Value Meaning with a different definition than what is currently in the caDSR.  She searched, as an example, on the concept “Low”.  An error comes up with that the Value Meaning pair exists and shows two different Value Meaning pairs.  She then looks to see where these Values have been used.  The next step is to search the concept Low and Validated.  She noted that if this is saved then all applications using this concept will be changed. 

Dianne asked if there was a way to streamline this process.  Steve Alred said that he would work with Larry and look at this issue from the use case point of view.  Larry noted that it would be better to build this into the 4.0 Release.  The content group agreed that they would like to see this in the 4.0 Release.  Denise said that she and Larry would look to see if they can get it in by February.     
6. Using Units of Measure – Proposal from caBIG/VCDE Leadership Group
Dianne reviewed the options proposed from the VCDE Leadership group.  There were two options:


[image: image1.emf]Option #1

• Model quantitative measures 

and associated units as 

separate CDEs

• Advantage:  Scalability

• Disadvantages:

– Semantics of quantitation is 

void without the 

accompanying unit of measure

– End user needs to know to 

query both CDEs

– Hinders seamless 

interoperability as 

quantitations with different 

units of measures need to be 

converted by some 

mechanism before they may 

be compared

cd BRIDG Model - Release 1.0«Release 1.0»

LabResult

+  name:  CD

+  textResult:  String

+  numericResult:  Float

+  numericPrecision:  Integer

+  numericUnit:  CD

+  unitOfMeasureCodingScheme:  CD

+  referenceTextList:  CD

+  referenceRangeLow:  Float

+  referenceRangeHigh:  Float

+  referenceRangeComment:  String

+  reportedResultStatus:  CD

+  asCollectedIndicator:  Boolean

Name:Package:Version:Author:BRIDG Model - Release 1.0BRIDG_Model1.0BRIDG THC

  


[image: image2.emf]Option #2

• Embed semantics of unit of measure within quantitative measure CDE

• Disadvantages:

– Not scalable for generalized models

– Applications may need to convert the measure

• Advantages:

– Single CDE contains all of the semantics

– End user can query single CDE

– Facilitates more seamless interoperability

cd Logical Model

Person

-  height:  double

-  weight:  double

alternate::Person

-  heightInMeters:  double

-  weightInKilograms:  double

• Model unit of measure in 

VD

• Model unit of measure in 

DEC and VD


Denise said that she has concerns with adding the Units of Measure to the DEC.  She said that they should only be in the Value Domain.  Denise said that she would be happy to go back to the VCDE leadership group and talk to them about the ISO 11179 implementation guidelines.  Dianne said that she would send the leadership committee a note regarding the concerns.
Brian Campbell said that he understood that Option #1 was the preferred option for capturing units.  Mary noted that Option #2 was preferred by the leadership group and that George Komatsoulis said that there should be written guidance to go out with this proposal.
The meeting was adjourned.  The next meeting is January 7th.

Meeting Schedule for 2007 and 2008:

2007
12/24 – No meeting

12/31 – 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
	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

	3
	Review list of value domain types and add examples and text for each.
	All
	TBD
	Ongoing

	4
	Send training workbook examples of value domains to Tommie Curtis to be included in best practice document.
	Jenny Brush
	5/29/07
	Ongoing

	5
	Send suggestions for possible standards candidates to Dianne Reeves.
	All
	11/05/2007
	Ongoing

	6
	Send email to CDE Leadership group regarding the UOM options.
	Dianne Reeves
	TBD
	


