Minutes of caDSR Content Administrators Meeting 

April 21, 2008, 3:00 – 4:30 p.m. (Draft)

	Attendees
	Organization

	Prerna Aggarwal
	Oracle

	Sherita Alai
	Emmes

	Robinette Aley
	NMDP

	Steve Alred
	Oracle

	Sharad Bhardwaj
	Oracle

	Brian Campbell
	EMMES

	Rui Chen
	SAIC

	Janice Chilli
	SAIC

	Mary Cooper
	SAIC

	Tommie Curtis
	SAIC

	Suzette Czech
	NHLBI

	Kathleen Gundry
	SAIC

	Larry Hebel
	ScenPro

	Amy Jacobs
	MSD

	Jocelyn Leatherwood
	SAIC

	Brenda Maeske
	SAIC

	Michele Nych
	NHLBI

	Marishia Qualls-May
	

	Dianne Reeves
	CBIIT

	Jeremy Sturgill
	NHLBI

	John White
	TerpSys

	Wendy Zhang
	NHLBI


Dianne Reeves asked who was attending the CTMS face-to-face in Albuquerque next week and several in attendance said they would be going. 

1. Introduction/Data Standards Update
Mary Cooper and Tommie Curtis provided a recap of the last meeting.  Highlights included a presentation of Baseline Metrics and discussion of use of a script to do cleanup.  Mary said that Family Relationships were adopted as a Standard.  Dianne said that Leslie Derr is setting up a meeting to address the AJCC data standards proposal. 

2.  Approval of Minutes

The meeting minutes were distributed.  Tommie asked for meeting minute’s approval.  Not everyone reviewed, but a few people had reviewed and did approve.  

3. Review Metrics for Objects, Properties, and Representation Terms

Jocelyn Leatherwood provided a refresher of the caDSR Metadata Quality Improvement Program, to provide context for metrics.  She reviewed the goals, the process (analyzing metadata content and agreeing on best practices and business rules).  Cleanup efforts include reducing duplication and orphans, and ensuring conformance with business rules.  The metrics are designed to review content status, assign priorities to cleanup efforts, and monitor progress.  The ongoing effort is to document the baseline for the quality of structural components.  This includes agreeing to new business rules, assessing quality, proposing cleanup efforts, and documenting changes.  So far, the team has looked at concepts, Object Classes, and Representation Terms.  Still to be completed are Properties and Value Domains.

Jocelyn presented an updated baseline for concepts.  Metrics show that most of them are in the caBIG context.  There is still work to do in completing definitions, reducing duplicate long names and concept codes, fixing errors in concept codes, and adding missing end dates.  

She said that since the baseline was established, very little change has resulted.  But, the group needs to come to consensus on several business rules, and then run cleanup scripts and manual curation efforts, before the baseline report is run again.

Dianne asked for performance metrics for defect density on the cleanup opportunities table.  Tommie said definitions not available will always be a problem, but a % could be set working with Nicole Thomas.  Number of duplicate concepts should be zero.    Dianne asked for an expected performance % in every category.  The team will update that table before the next Content meeting.  


4.  Finalize Business Rules for Maintenance of Concepts.
Mary presented business rules for concept maintenance.  The purpose of this presentation is to clarify the impact of business rule adoption on UML models and forms.  The goal is to get consensus on business rules for maintaining and versioning concepts in the caDSR.  Use cases will be shown that define the impacts on UML models and forms.  

Mary posed these questions:

1. When do we change the version of a caDSR concept?  

2. What happens to the other caDSR components?
3.   What is the impact on forms and model applications?

She presented some assumptions:

EVS controls NCIt vocabulary, which needs to be in synch with caDSR concepts.  Regular caDSR concept review is needed to coordinate content in the 2 systems.  

She also presented the requirements for content change:

1. A change note with date and description. Prerna indicated that a history could be maintained on concepts.

2. Owners/users are notified

3. Automated changes are documented/reviewed by curator.

Dianne said that she didn’t put a date in the change note; Tommie does – this demonstrates that there is variation in practices.  Some people do; others do not.  Dianne said that the system should capture it so that the curator doesn’t have to remember to add it.  It was agreed that this should be a software requirement for the automated concept update application. 

There was agreement that owners/users should be notified when a concept changed.
Automated changes should be documented/reviewed in a log file by curator.  

Mary asked for approval of the maintenance actions (minus the need to record a date).  People voted on Centra and agreement was reached.
Mary presented proposed use cases for business rules for changes to caDSR concepts without changes to semantic meaning and with the recommendation that the version does not change.  Dianne said it should not imply semantic equivalency.  

Use case 1 – missing/invalid definition.  The preferred name is the NCIt CUI.  In some cases, there appears “no definition exists” as one of many placeholders.  Mary proposed that if a change is made to add a definition that the item is not versioned.

Tommie presented the impacts on forms; Mary presented impacts to Models.  Tommie presented the changes to forms and said that the changes to definition text (not versioned) results in no change to the DEC/VD/VM, or DE.  Mary said that in relationship to already loaded models the UML loader will reuse any released concepts.  

Use case 2 -  related to adding missing NCIt CUIs.  Old concepts were created in the caDSR without NCIt CUIs.   When concept codes are added, you will be able to see the new concept code in the browser, but it may not be linkable (to see the definition information).  For UML models, the first pass would generate an error in SIW.  

Use case 3 - retiring a concept.  When concept is maintained, the NCIt maintenance result is a definition change.  Tommie noted that the status of concept is not displayed so you cannot determine those that are retired.  Mary said that there was an impact on UML models.  One possibility is that the SIW doesn’t allow reuse of retired concepts; caDSR can be reused with the retired concept, or the UML Loader would generate an error. 

Mary presented issues for voting.

Changes that do not require concept versioning:  

· adding a definition where there is an existing concept code but no definition

· Adding a concept code where there was previously no concept code, if it matches the thesaurus definition

· A concept is changed to a retired status.

The group voted to agree with this versioning proposal.  

Mary presented two more use cases that do result in versioning.

Use case 4 - Editing a concept changes as existing name/definition. Tommie said that this would result in changes to a related concept name or definition but would not result in changes to the definitions created originally with the old definition.  These would not change until the next time the administered item is updated.  Brenda Maeske clarified that when a programmatic change is made (name to person name) this would result in a need to version items manually. It was emphasized that notification of the owner was key.  Regarding impact on UML model, the components can be reused with retired models, can be remapped to new versions of components, or to new version components

Use case 5 – addition of a missing NCIt CUI changes the concept definition. This requires a new concept version.  

Mary presented issues for voting on new business rules to make a major change to the versioning number where the semantic meaning does not change.  Versioning would be required if you edit an existing name or definition to add a concept code that results in a change in definition.  

The group voted to agree with these rules.  

The proposed business rules are that where the semantic meaning of the existing caDSR concept does change, a new caDSR concept is created.  If the original NCIt concept has been retired by EVS, then the caDSR concept changes to retired archived.  
The group voted to agree with these rules. 
Tommie summarized the meeting and the team reviewed the action items.  

Next content meeting is May 5.  No meeting on May 19th or May 26th.  June 2nd may be a shared meeting.  

2008
04/28 - Software
05/05 - Content
05/12 - Software
05/19 – No Meeting
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
Decisions Made:
	 Item
	Decision

	1
	Approval of the maintenance actions (minus the need to record a date).

	2
	Changes that do not require concept versioning:  

1.  adding a definition where there is an existing concept code but no definition

2.  adding a concept code where there was previously no concept code, if it matches the thesaurus definition
3.  a concept is changed to a retired status.

	3
	New business rules to make a major change to the versioning number where the semantic meaning does not change.  Versioning would be required if you edit an existing name or definition to add a concept code that results in a change in definition.

	4
	If a semantic meaning of the existing caDSR concept changes, a new caDSR concept is created.  If the original NCIt concept has been retired by EVS, then the caDSR concept changes to retired archived.  


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

	7
	Send units of measure to Mary Cooper to extend Lab or Dose Unit of Measure Value Domains.
	All
	2/25/08
	Ongoing

	8
	Update definition of Representation Term - Indicator
	Nicole Thomas
	TBD
	Ongoing

	9
	Versioning Business Rules – UML Model Use Case
	Mary Cooper

Larry Hebel

John White

Janice Chilli
	4/21/08
	4/18/08

	10
	Update Metrics table with expected performance % in every category.
	Jocelyn Leatherwood
	5/5/08
	New

	11
	Check to see if the date is captured automatically with the change history.
	Software Team
	5/5/08
	New

	12
	Look at the process of Change Notification whether Automated or Manual
	All
	5/5/08
	New


