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The purpose of this meeting was to review status of data cleanup of object, property and representations, discuss current usage of Origin, review loading of LOINC information in the caDSR, and follow-up on Dan Gillman’s presentation.

1. Review of Harmonization Priorities and Data Clean-up Status

Previously the caDSR Administrators had suggested several areas as candidates for data harmonization efforts.  Included were Adverse Events, Lab Results, Units of Measure, Contact Identification, and Patient Demographics/Patient Medical History.  Kathleen reported that work is being done on Adverse Events by DCP and CTEP, and a list of Units of Measure being used by HL7 has been prepared.  The group has already looked at Date and Time representation for data exchange.  Bev Meadows suggested Performance Status as a candidate for harmonization since there are currently several CDEs with very similar lists of values.  This topic will be added to the list of harmonization candidates.  It was agreed that Patient Demographics was still one of the highest priorities.  A Contact portion of Patient Demographics can be based in part on the Patient Registry CDEs.  Dianne Reeves said that some of them were already registered in the caDSR.  Tommie Curtis said that there had been a request for standard Race and Ethnicity CDEs within the Patient Demographics domain, so the team will present that information at the next meeting.  It was suggested that there should be a nomination process for possible harmonization candidates.  It was also suggested that the harmonization process should be documented fully.

Denise Warzel asked for creation of use cases for the planned addition of a comparison feature to the caDSR software tools.  The possibility of adding a “Google-like” search to help in finding related caDSR content was briefly discussed.  General consensus was that it would be helpful when searching for reusable CDEs.  Denise will explore further how this broader searching feature could be added.

2.
Registration of External Standards in the caDSR

Kathleen presented a summary table of external standards from the External Standards Review document.  She noted that items designated with an “A” are candidates for NCI standardization, items designated with a “B” are for further evaluation for standardization, and items with a “C” are not recommended for standardization as they may not be applicable, or they may not be sufficiently mature.  The summary table had an additional column, providing information about the current status of curation of the standard in NCI’s EVS or caDSR.   It was suggested that the harmonization team present the “A” standards to the context administrators for consideration for registration in the caDSR.  This presentation would include an analysis of how the standard compares to current caDSR CDEs, and whether there are conflicting standards for that domain.  Some topics may have multiple formats/values that will need to be registered (for example, grading scales).  The group suggested that the demographics area should be the first considered for registration.  Bev mentioned that she would send a list of CDISC standards to the group for review.

3.
Review of Current Usage of the Origin Field

Brian Campbell presented a list of the information currently in the Origin field and some proposed cleanup of the data.  The group discussed whether origin should contain coded information or provide free text.  Currently, the caDSR contains 400 origins—could that collection be collapsed to a smaller number?  It was agreed that information about Source Documents (to be stored in Origin) should be separated from information about the submitting committee (to be stored in Organization).  
It was suggested that clarification and guidance be developed describing the data to be entered in various fields before making changes in the Origin field.   Denise reported that there has been discussion about including additional contact information in the caDSR, such as Submitter and Data Steward.  She noted that inclusion of this information is supported by the current model but has not been made available to users.

4.
New Workflow Statuses for Protocols

Denise had asked that the group review the current workflow statuses that are being used for protocols (Attachment 1).  A mapping from current statuses to a new shorter list of permitted values was presented to the group.  CTEP presented the workflow statuses they currently use for documents for consideration.  It was decided that the new statuses would be added to the caDSR and then the group would harmonize/migrate at a later time.  The users will see the old list as well as the new list of workflow statuses for protocols.  The current status will be maintained until the harmonization is completed and any tools that are dependant on the statuses have been updated.  ScenPro was asked to host a teleconference and to include users of the CRT and representatives of all contexts to get more input on workflow status usage.

Next Meeting: September 13, 2004, 3-4:30 PM

Proposed Agenda Items:  

1. Review standards development process.

2. Begin review of specification of demographic information with Ethnicity and Race.

3. Review status of caDSR changes to access lists of values maintained in EVS.

Attachment 1

Proposed Workflow Status with Mapping to Existing Data

	Protocol Status (20 char limit)
	Definition (60 char limit)
	Mapped to Previous Statuses (Definitions) # Protocols with this status

	Under Development
	Under development and not ready for review.
	UNASSIGNED (Status to be replaced with Draft New.) 8

UNDER DEVELOPMENT (Status to be replaced with Context-selected Status.) n/a

DRAFT NEW (Newly created administered component.) 3

	Submitted
	Ready for compliance review.


	PROTOCOL TO GRP REV (All the new elements of protocol are ready for Group input.) 7

	Noncompliant
	Reviewed and found noncompliant.
	PROTOCOL GRP RV COMP (The NCI has completed the review of the Group Response.) 1

	Compliant
	Reviewed and found compliant.


	PROTOCOL GRP RV COMP (The NCI has completed the review of the Group Response.) 1

	Retired
	No longer in use.


	RETIRED PHASED OUT (Administered component rejected for general release.) 5

	In Use Not Submitted
	In use but not submitted for compliance review.
	

	Released
	Compliant and approved for use.


	APPRVD FOR TRIAL USE (Fully specified administered component, CRFs CDE-compliant.) 6

	?
	
	CRF DE TO GROUP (The CRF initial review is ready for Group response.)


1
1

