Meeting of caDSR Context Curators

August 11, 2003, 3 - 4:45 p.m. (FINALIZED)

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the goals and process for harmonizing the caDSR content.  Consensus was achieved on a list of candidates for harmonization, items not to be considered for harmonization, and some initial priorities for harmonized items.  Kathleen Gundry began with an overview of the harmonization project. The goals of the harmonization project are to reduce redundant and inconsistent CDEs across contexts ad promote unique data elements and groups of elements for sharing and reuse across contexts.  Tommie Curtis summarized her findings from discussions with context curators on issues concerning caDSR harmonization.  The following issues were identified: 

1. Create common business processes for registry maintenance.

2. Create process for business rules development and approval.

3. Increase feedback into the process, e.g., posting comments on a Web site

4. Cleanup content according to the business rules.

5. Establish a vocabulary for conceptual domains.

6. Improve tools for data maintenance and harmonization (e.g., develop compare feature for reviewing similar elements across contexts).

7. Create an approval process for CDEs to be used across contexts.  

8. Develop groupings of commonly reusable elements (e.g., mailing address)

9. Consider other standards for reuse and registration in the caDSR to create “credentialed” content

10. Improve software usability and semantic content of the data to improve ability to find data elements. 

The group discussed the need for developing an NCI context for a relatively small set of data elements for use across contexts.  The pros and cons of such an approach will be discussed at a subsequent meeting.

Peter Covitz defined a harmonized component as an item that is generally agreed upon as acceptable for use in the caDSR.  He said that the harmonization process involves selecting and promoting common data elements and discarding redundancies.  The group agreed that the focus of the harmonization approach should be the semantic content of the data element (e.g., the definition and permissible values) more so than the name. 
The group identified items from the ISO model to consider for harmonization:

Candidates for Harmonization

1. Data Element Concepts

2. Value Domains (including permissible values and value meanings)

3. Data Elements

4. Conceptual Domains

5. Workflow Status (administrative status)

6. Registration Status

7. Context

8. Protocols

9. Forms (maybe form templates)

10. Modules (blocks within a form)

11. Versioning

Not Candidates for Harmonization  

Note:  Some items have already been harmonized.  Other items may not be immediate candidates for harmonization, but may need to be considered some time in the future. 

1. Classification Schemes

2. Object Classes

3. Properties

4. Representation

5. Qualifiers

6. Class Scheme Items

Mary Supley commented that CTEP has implemented controlled word lists for object class, property, representation, and qualifier terms because CTEP uses these components to develop their standardized names.  A controlled list makes the names, in general, more meaningful and more useful to people when searching.

It was suggested that we globally harmonize a subset of the EVS for use in object classes and properties.  This is being done by some contexts and may be reused.  Consensus was achieved on a starting point for the harmonization process.  The process will begin with data elements.  Harmonization of data elements may also involve harmonization of data element concepts and value domains.  

Next steps:

Prioritize the list of harmonization elements.

Develop an overall approach to harmonization.

Begin developing a specific harmonization process for each component, beginning with data elements.

Action items:

Each context needs to identify the most common data elements across contexts as initial candidates for harmonization.
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