Minutes of Content Administrators Meeting

September 22, 2008, 3:00 – 4:30 p.m. (DRAFT)

	Attendees
	Organization

	Sherita Alai
	Emmes

	Robinette Aley
	NMDP

	Steve Alred
	Oracle

	Asther Asmelash
	

	Nadine Azie
	

	Jenny Brush
	Scenpro

	Brian Campbell
	EMMES

	Suzette Czech
	NHLBI

	Janice Chilli
	SAIC

	Mary Cooper
	SAIC

	Tommie Curtis
	SAIC

	Bilal Elahi
	

	Michelle Ellman
	BAH

	Kathleen Gundry
	SAIC

	Larry Hebel
	ScenPro

	Amy Jacobs
	MSD

	Jocelyn Leatherwood
	SAIC

	Betty Lee
	SAIC

	Riki Ohira
	BAH

	Jaime Parker
	TerpSys

	Dianne Reeves
	NCI

	Nicole Thomas
	LM

	Denise Warzel
	CBIIT

	John White
	TerpSys

	Claire Wolfe
	TerpSys

	Wendy Zhang
	TerpSys


1. Introduction/Approval of Minutes 

Tommie Curtis introduced the meeting agenda.   She commented that the team has learned how to identify retired terms in EVS to coordinate with retirement of concepts in the caDSR and that will be addressed in the next meeting.    The minutes from the last meeting, August 25, were reviewed and noted that Denise Warzel’s presentation on Conceptual Domains and Value Meanings from that meeting is included in the minutes.  She asked for and got approval of the minutes which will be posted as final. 
2. Update on 4.0 Testing and Delivery – Summary
Steve Alred gave an update on user acceptance testing (UAT) for the 4.0 delivery of the tools.  He stated that UAT started last Tuesday (September 16, 2008) and will continue until Friday, September 26, 2008.  Comments are being received and stored on the wiki page.  He clarified that a GForge item should be created for items that are identified as clearly broken during UAT.  He reminded everyone that the apps are only available behind the firewall; that if you are not directly on the NCI network or have access via the VPN you will not be able to participate in UAT.  Denise stated that if someone is interested in performing UAT and does not have access, to let Steve know and he will work with you to get you appropriate access.  Steve said that it is unclear when it will go to Production but it is currently scheduled for deployment October 10 with production availability on October 13.  These dates are dependent on meeting the new Dept of HHS security requirements for the caDSR applications.  All caDSR applications except the CDE Browser passed the first test; the Browser is scheduled for a second scan next week.
Denise said that the testing process is new with this release, and thanked Steve for tracking the new process.  She said that a new grid service for the caDSR APIs will be offered and new APIs will be published, offering access to the tools.  She reminded everyone that the Admin tool is only going to be available behind the firewall in the next release and that there would be minimal changes and enhancements.  She suggested that everyone should request a VPN account now if they anticipate needing access.  
Steve introduced Nadine Azie who recently joined the team.  Nadine Azia has been working on a metadata warehouse as a database architect.  She will be picking up Prerna’s role in data cleanup. Steve said that meetings on this topic would be scheduled soon.

3. Update on CDE Reuse Metrics
In support of the discussion of finding items that are used more than once, the use of the Discoverer tool with current views was explored.  The result of this analysis is that some new views may be needed and coordination with Oracle in their development will be initiated.  Steve Alred said that he and Nadine were available to assist in the creation of new views that might be needed for these tasks. 
4. Finalization of New Registration Status Business Rules 
At the 28 July 2008 meeting, the following guidance was discussed when considering ways to identify CDEs that are preferred for reuse:

· Need a way to tell the user community what is recommended for re-use

· Should be clear, consistent within all contexts, easy to understand

· Considered current caDSR statuses and additional statuses from ISO 11179

· Use combination of registration and workflow status.
At that meeting, it was suggested that assignment of the “Qualified” Registration Status be used to identify CDEs preferred for reuse.  Concurrently, we would discontinue the general assignment of that status to all items with a “Released” Workflow Status.  The group felt this might be a way of directing a user to the best registry content.  This would be a change in current practices and require a change in the current definition for Qualified as well as modification to current training.  It was suggested that use by more than one context or group could be criteria for identification of CDEs that might be assigned a Registration Status of Qualified.

Following up on this idea of reuse, Tommie proposed some guidelines for identification of CDEs that could be candidates for preferred for reuse.  She presented the current definition of Qualified (The Administered Component has met all quality requirements, and is ready to be reviewed for usage in all contexts.), and presented the proposed criteria for the identification of items as candidates for qualified status:

1. CDE used by More than one Context

·  CDE must have a “Released” workflow status.

·  CDE is “Used-By” at least one other Context.
OR

2. CDE used in different classification types
· CDE must have a “Released” workflow status.

· CDE used in a combination of the following:

· Model – validated by Alternate Name created in loading displayed on the “Data Element” tab in CDE Browser.

· Form – validated by entry on “Usage” tab in CDE Browser.

· Manually curated – validated by classification scheme designation on “Classification” tab in CDE Browser.

· Identification of criteria for selecting and counting classification types would be needed (e.g. – if an item is used in a new version of the same classification would this count as a second usage?)  

She asked if other criteria should be considered for refining the Qualified content. 
There was a discussion of how to identify the usage programmatically.  Dianne said that not all forms are created in Formbuilder, so their usage will not be captured by the usage tab in the CDE browser.  It was clarified that Qualified status only is applied to items that have mandatory metadata and have a Released workflow status.  At issue is how to measure meaningful usage.  
Janice Chilli showed a CDE that is classified in multiple class schemes.  She proposed that qualified could be defined by:

· must have released workflow status AND 

· must be used by more than one context OR

· must have some number of CS or CSI (the level would need to be defined) to be a candidate for the qualified status.  

Janice presented 2 use cases to help the group formulate thoughts on how we identify the best CDE to be used based on Classification Scheme (CS) and Classification Scheme Item (CSI) metadata.  

· The first case is where a single CS (ACRIN) uses the same CDE in multiple CRFs/content areas captured by the 6 CSI associated with that CS.  The question posed was should this count as ‘1’ reuse (CS level) or 6 reuses (CSI level) of the CDE?  

· The second case is based on model use (caArray) of a CDE.  Janice pointed out that for the single CS (caArray - 2726654); there were 4 CSIs.  What was different from the ACRIN case is that 2 of the CSI are alias for another CSI.  The point here was that if we were counting unique uses of the CDE, at the CSI level this should be counted as 2 not 4.
The group was tasked to think about these difference and we would discuss these criteria at a later meeting.  Dianne asked whether quantifying reuse makes a CDE the preferred CDE for reuse.  Getting back to those looking at CDEs, how does someone identify content that we would prefer they use?
Janice said that if we were to remove “Qualified” from all CDEs programmatically as previously suggested, how would we select the CDEs that are preferred for reuse within the community?  These criteria are meant to help us in reviewing existing content by allowing us to select and look at CDEs that are currently showing reuse.  In current training, we say that if multiple contexts used a single CDE, then that would be an indicator of one to consider for reuse.  However when looking at the caBIG context, CDEs may only be in that context (not designated by other contexts0 but they are being used in multiple places within the caBIG context such as by several models, applications, and other data sources.  Selection of items only based the criteria of multiple context usage would not capture this reuse.  Therefore, there is a need to look at some other usage indicators such as reused captured in the CS and CSI metadata.
Denise said that if statuses were going to be assigned by software would manual assignment still be allowed?  Janice said that the idea was to use scripts to find the CDEs that met these criteria, for evaluation, but not to automatically assign the status to “Qualified”.  The initial pass would be to see how many CDE fall into the criteria category, and to analysis the data to come up with a recommendation on where the CS or CSI level would be appropriate to denote reuse.
Denise suggested use of the status of Recorded [ISO 11179-6 Definition: All mandatory metadata attributes have been completed.  Usage Note: An administered item in the "Recorded" status shall indicate that all mandatory metadata attributes have been completed.  An administered item in the "Recorded" status implies that the administered item may be shared across domains.  The contents of the mandatory metadata attributes may not conform to quality requirements.] as a Registration Status.  She would like to ensure we use all the ISO 11179 statuses so we can exchange data with other countries.   It was suggested that maybe we should use Recorded to capture the stuff that is not really recommended for reuse.

Dianne Reeves said that the original challenge was to define a way to tell people what is best for reuse. She wasn’t sure this would solve the problem.  She thought that an additional attribute of “recommended for reuse” might be needed.
Kathleen Gundry suggested having a guidance page that described how to interpret the registration statuses to find reusable content.  She said that until there are more standards, people will have to look at proposed and candidate, and some subset of qualified.  This means some evaluation of qualified is needed to improve the reusability of that content.

5. Report from the CTMS F2F in Memphis, TN – September 8 – 9, 2008

Dianne showed protocol forms within caBIG, and how the status of CDEs will be tracked.  She said that workgroups are going through community comments on the proposed NCI standard template forms.  These are actually modules of CRFs.  She also showed a view of this data in Formbuilder – where Demography CDEs have been released (other modules are draft new).  She showed how the conditionality of the CDEs related to CRFs is shown – including Conditional, Mandatory, and Optional.  She also showed how reference documents are linked – providing access to module template instructions.  The workgroups are going into round 3, including staging of disease, outcomes of treatment, and agents.  Riki is helping to facilitate these groups.  All CDEs on the demography template will be moving through the VCDE standardization process. 

Denise asked if more metadata was needed in the caDSR to help register and communicate these form modules.  Dianne said she couldn’t think of anything right now.  Tommie said that the conditionality of the CDEs within each form could be shown on the Form Usage report.  Denise said that there might be a better way to surface the optionality of the CDEs on the form, clarifying conditional and optional meanings.
The only data that could be used was “Answer is Mandatory” and right now we are only registering the mandatory items – but only mandatory in certain conditions.  This could be misleading.

Dianne said that other requirements might be identified as more data is registered.  

Information on the F2F meeting will be posted on the caBIG website.
6. Report from Imaging F2F at Stanford – September 9 – 10, 2008.  
Janice Chilli gave a report on the Imaging F2F meeting held at Stanford University.  She talked about the tools under development in the workspace.   The tools being developed by an outside commercial vendor was reviewed and there was an opportunity for community input into the need for use of standards in the tool. 
NCIA is working on a silver review.  She described some issues with the tools – inability to attach semantics (underlying concepts) to alternate names.  (Image Rows as alternate name associated with Image Row Count) and that a user could search the grid by either name and get the data.  Denise said that the Grid Team needed to address this issue – allowing groups to use their own name to query, while ensuring semantic/meaning consistency.  Denise mentioned that there was group with Daniel Rubin looking into querying information on the grid using the registration portion of 11179.
There was a discussion of management of images – what metadata needs to be stored to manage information about images.
7. Other Topics
Denise wants to follow up on the use of conceptual domains to find semantically equivalent value domains.  She wants to get consensus on evaluating value domains, and assigning them to a conceptual domain.

The next Content meeting is October 6, 2008.

Dianne announced the Oct 27-29 – Chicago – Arch/VCDE F2F meeting. 

8. Meeting Summary
Tommie asked the group whether we should proceed with the analysis of Qualified using these criteria.  This will enable evaluation of cleanup of the content in the Qualified status, and facilitate decisions to promote or demote the content.  There was agreement to proceed with identification of content based on the criteria listed above and have a report at the next meeting.  
Decisions Made
1. The group approved proceeding to develop a report to identify the potential number of CDEs that would meet the following criteria for “Qualified”:

a. CDE must have a “released” workflow status.

b. CDE must be :

i. used by more than context group



OR

ii. have one or more sources (model, form, CSI) from different application/source.



OR

iii. be used in __ (number) different CS or CSIs (which level?).
2. Group to review reports to refine criteria for what makes a “Qualified” CDE.
2008
09/29 - Software
10/06 - Content
10/13 - Holiday –Columbus 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
	Provide definitions and concept codes on the metadata clean-up reports.
	Prerna Aggarwal
	New
	

	6
	Provide use cases on how non-enumerated (or enumerated by reference) value domains are represented in the caDSR
	All
	New
	

	7
	Rewrite definitions for Registration Statuses, develop new best practices and an approach to cleanup and present at next meeting.
	Tommie Curtis
	8/11/08
	

	8
	Prepare presentation of the approved Registration Statues to present at a future VCDE meeting.
	Baris Suzek
	New
	

	9
	Work with Oracle on the Object Class Cleanup. 
	Tommie Curtis
	New
	

	10
	 Develop metrics for Workflow Statuses and form small group to work out the details.
	Tommie Curtis
	New
	


