Minutes of Content Administrators Meeting 

July 28, 2008, 3:00 – 4:30 p.m. (DRAFT)
	Attendees
	Organization

	Sherita Alai
	Emmes

	Robinette Aley
	NMDP

	Steve Alred
	Oracle

	Becky Angeles
	ScenPro

	Asther Asmelash
	

	Alice Birnbaum
	NIDCR

	Brian Campbell
	EMMES

	Suzette Czech
	NHLBI

	Janice Chilli
	SAIC

	Mary Cooper
	SAIC

	Tommie Curtis
	SAIC

	Bilal Elahi
	

	Kathleen Gundry
	SAIC

	Larry Hebel
	ScenPro

	Jocelyn Leatherwood
	SAIC

	Brenda Maeske
	SAIC

	Michele Nych
	NHLBI

	Dianne Reeves
	CBIIT

	Baris Suzek
	Georgetown U

	Nicole Thomas
	MSD

	Denise Warzel
	CBIIT

	Claire Wolfe
	TerpSys

	Wendy Zhang
	NHLBI


1. Introduction/Approval of Minutes
Tommie Curtis reviewed the content of the last set of minutes and asked for and received approval of the minutes.  

2. Data Standards Update
There were no new updates to report.

3.  
Registration Status Proposal Discussion
Tommie continued the earlier conversations about using registration status to indicate whether CDEs were good candidates for reuse.  She reviewed existing business rules about the Registration and Workflow statuses and how they are to be used in combination to communicate about reusability of CDEs. She said that they sometimes indicated the status of the metadata (completeness) rather than other critical indicators of quality.  Many of the CDEs in the caDSR have a status of Released which means that the metadata content is complete, and is generally approved for reuse.  But, the reusability of the content in the Released category is highly variable and there is no easy way to discover the best content for reuse.  Dianne Reeves said that there were questions about what released means.  

The group brainstormed some ideas to improve the situation.  Suggestions included:

(1) improve the help in the browser to get users quick access to help on how to apply statuses, (2) creation of FAQs on the wiki on how to find reusable items, (3) review content and consider retiring or changing the registration status for items that are not intended for reuse.

The Standard status is a clear indicator of reusability.  Brian Campbell said that the current set of data standards didn’t meet most of the needs in the community.  He said that since most of the content is registered as Qualified, it doesn’t mean anything any more.  He suggested creation of another workflow status.  Brian suggested broader use of the Phased Out status that indicates that there is no intent to reuse the item.  This would require Content Administrators to review the status of their items to find items that should be marked Retired Phased Out as part of a review and clean up process.  Tommie suggested that the Suspended status perhaps should have been used for CDEs that were considered by the VCDE as standards and then not promoted to Standard status.  

Registration status applicability – Claire Wolfe pointed out that model-loaded CDEs never had a registration status.  Kathleen Gundry said that maybe they should be assigned a status of Application Data Element.  Claire said that Application Data Element status implied incomplete metadata, but the model loaded CDEs do have complete metadata. Dianne clarified that the model CDEs were modified as a group to have Qualified applied as a status when the workflow status is changed from Draft New to Released.

Janice suggested a need for improved visibility of released/qualified data elements that are used by a variety of applications and forms, or high impact CDEs.  Dianne said that Mukesh Sharma is identifying high impact CDEs that could be promoted for standardization.  It was questioned if his approach was limited ton only model content.  Baris stated that ICR is using this same approach could be used based on the caDSR content.

The group agreed on the need to retool the Qualified status to provide a more programmatic review of these CDEs to determine if the items are truly qualified as indicated by reused in other applications and contexts.  Only CDEs with a threshold of reuse would be called Qualified; threshold limits need to be determined.  This would make Qualified a more restricted status – not just a status assigned to every item that that has complete metadata.  This would trigger the cleanup and separation of truly reused items; not just complete items.  

4.  
Report of Data Cleanup Workgroup
Tommie presented the results of an Object Class cleanup small group. They reviewed a cleanup approach suggested by Oracle.  They proposed a revised process:

1.  Begin with Concepts, instead of Object Class or Properties, in order to have a clean list of fundamental building blocks.

2.  Synchronize the caDSR and EVS concept list.

3.  Replace concepts based on non NCIt sources.

4.  Schedule regular (monthly) cleanup.  
The remaining issue is the feedback mechanism for communicating concept changes with EVS.  Tommie said that they would have to work with Oracle to revise the work in progress.  The group agreed on taking this approach.  

5. 
Best Practices for Using Representation Term Qualifiers
Brian Campbell presented on best practices for using Representation Term Qualifiers.  

Dianne said that ISO doesn’t agree with capturing semantics in the Value Domain, but there is a need in the caDSR implementation for qualifiers which will add semantics.  The model would need to be extended to add semantics to Value Domains in a different way.
Originally value domains were generic, with added terms in the name (so you could find it) but then curation practices changed and we started adding concepts to rep terms to capture the semantics of the rep term.  Brian provided an example of Email Address Text, with a Representation long name of Text and a concept name of Text, where the qualifier Email Address is present in the value domain long name without storing the concepts for Email Address with the rep term. This was created before qualifiers started being added to the rep terms.   He also showed Person Academic Degree, with Value Domain details of Academic Degree Suffix Abbreviation Text, where the concept for Text was associated with the rep term and the other terms were captured as rep term qualifier concepts.  Dianne provided Celsius Scale Value as an example.  The concept for Celsius Scale exists in the DEC as the Property and is also used as the rep term qualifier, but the Value Domains is still generic.  Dianne also gave the example, Alcohol Use Pattern Type, with specific qualifiers for representation concepts in order to clearly indicate that the Value Domain is designed for alcohol use, and is not as generic as possible.  

Denise Warzel said that one option was to change the software to allow adding concepts to the Value Domain to insert semantics.  She also suggested that better use of Conceptual Domains to capture semantics that would be used to group value domains.  In this case you could keep Representation Term of Type.  Brian said that the fundamental issue is whether adding qualifier concepts to the Representation Term makes the Value Domains so specific that they cannot really be reused.  He pointed out that when you combine the generic Value Domain with the Representation Term concept, you add the semantics to the resulting CDEs.  Brian proposed that if the concepts are already captured in a DEC, there is no need to repeat those concepts as Representation Term qualifiers, but the terms can be added to the Value Domain name, to make that VD easier to search.  A decision needs to be made on the best practice of duplicating qualifiers in the rep class that are already in the DEC.  Janice Chilli asked whether it was important to have concepts themselves in the Value Domain, for use for searching on the grid or in the SIW.

Denise clarified that only Value Domain short name is required to be unique.  She said there can be the same Rep Term used across multiple Value Domains. The caDSR Team is working on ensuring uniqueness of value domains by comparing all attributes to avoid duplication. She added that you can associate a concept with a rep term or value list, and the semantic term searches these concepts.  

Larry asked whether this is just a failure of the ability to search for a Value Domain by its related concepts, rather than just for a value domain.  Denise said that the logical item to search is conceptual domain but it is not implemented.  

Denise said that these Value Domain requirements are pressing due to the current need to support for dynamic extensions, sub setting Value Domains and improvement in Conceptual Domain meaning and implementation.  She thought these model changes might be a priority for a near term release.  Brian asked if Denise could present on how Conceptual Domains would be implemented to improve curation practices.  She may present these at the August 4 meeting, then we can revisit this at the next content meeting.  

6. 
Discussion of Use of Concept Person vs. Patient vs. Patient Person
Brian Campbell asked about best practices for person, patient and patient person.  Tommie presented his questions and issues, related to UML models (with inheritance of concepts), some standard CDEs, and some CRF CDEs.   

Baris said that other person roles were also part of the issue – participant, subject, etc.  He said that participant and patient are sub concepts of person in NCIt.  He said that some parts of the community had an issue with this but he feels that Person should be the object class, with many different roles for the person.  

Denise commented that data elements are supposed to fully and completely describe a data item; the NCIt is related, but the semantics need to be embedded in the CDE, not just included in NCIt.  Denise said that CTMS BRIDG will provide a backbone model for the community.  That proposes the person object class that can be associated with or inherit multiple roles.  

Tommie asked how an item would be curated for Patient Gender.  Denise said that the:

Object Class is Person

Qualifier is Patient

Form question text might be patient gender

Claire said that when the UML models are loaded, 2 CDEs are loaded as a result of the model inheritance, one for Person Gender and one for Patient Gender.  Denise said a specific session needed to be held on this topic.  Kathleen suggested a shared content/software meeting on this topic in August.  Denise asked that it be scheduled on August 19.  

The next content meeting is scheduled for August 11. 
Decisions Made
1. The group agreed on the need to retool the Qualified status to provide a more programmatic review of these CDEs to determine if the items are truly qualified as indicated by reused in other applications and contexts.

2. The group agreed on starting the clean-up process by cleaning up the currently available concepts then working on cleaning up Object Classes.
2008
08/04 - Software
08/11 - Content
08/18 - Software
08/25 - 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
	Update Metrics table with expected performance % in every category.
	Jocelyn Leatherwood
	5/5/08
	TBD

	3
	Check to see if the date is captured automatically with the change history.
	Software Team
	5/5/08
	TBD

	4
	Look at the process of Change Notification whether Automated or Manual
	All
	5/5/08
	TBD

	5
	Review Clean-up reports and make recommendations on how to handle duplicates.
	Content Team
	6/2/08
	Completed

	6
	Provide definitions and concept codes on the metadata clean-up reports.
	Prerna Aggarwal
	New
	

	7
	Provide use cases on how non-enumerated (or enumerated by reference) value domains are represented in the caDSR
	All
	New
	

	8
	Rewrite definitions for Registration Statuses, develop new best practices and an approach to cleanup and present at next meeting.
	Tommie Curtis
	8/11/08
	

	9
	Prepare presentation of the approved Registration Statues to present at a future VCDE meeting.
	Baris Suzek
	New
	

	10
	Work with Oracle on the Object Class Cleanup. 
	Tommie Curtis
	New
	


