Meeting of caDSR Context Curators

December 1, 2003, 3 - 4:30 p.m. (Final)

Attendees:

Val Bragg/Oracle

Peter Covitz/NCICB

Tommie Curtis/SAIC

Jen Flach NCI/DCP

Kathleen Gundry/SAIC

Ravi Rajaram/WESTAT

Dianne Reeves/NCICB

Anne Ryan/NCI/DCP

Ken Sims/ScenPro

Mary Supley/EMMES

Claudine Valmonte/EMMES 

Denise Warzel/NCICB

Tin Wong/SAIC

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss final comments on the harmonization plan, the phasing of the proposed CDE Harmonization process, registration statuses, and use of end dates in the caDSR.

Final Harmonization Plan Comments

Kathleen Gundry reminded everyone that the due date for comments on the draft Harmonization Action Plan was December 3, 2003.  After that, a final plan will be prepared.  

Some additional comments had been received from CTEP, and Peter Covitz had provided a response to Jeff Abrams.  She said that there was agreement with the suggestion to extend the period for context cleanup and CDE designation through January 2004, and asked if that was sufficient time.  As CTEP will complete their cleanup by the end of December 2003, that will leave another month for designation and final cleanup.  There was no disagreement with that proposed schedule.  

One of CTEP’s requests was to add an evaluation step at the end of each phase to determine the appropriate next step(s), if any.  Peter Covitz agreed that this could be done so that the plan remained flexible.  

There was a discussion of the problem of developing duplicate data elements concurrently, due to the inability to share elements before they are registered, or while they have a draft new status.  It was understood that this is a potential problem, but that there are greater problems associated with the alternative, which is to allow designation of data elements that are still in flux, or the relaxation of requirements to register data elements lacking some of the basic attributes.  

Peter Covitz commented that it was important to ensure that traceability of usage of data elements is maintained. 

Phasing for Harmonization

The harmonization team had revised the phasing plan for harmonization, and invited comments.  No further suggestions for change were made.

Registration Statuses from ISO 11179

There was further discussion of how to apply the registration statuses to CDEs in the caDSR.  The harmonization team provided a revised list of registration statuses, with revised mapping to workflow statuses.  

Peter Covitz suggested that Application Data elements might have other workflow statuses, including Released.  

There was a discussion of eliminating the Released non-compliant workflow status.  Some people saw a potential use for it, such as to record data elements from an application data dictionary that are not fully documented according to the ISO 11179 standard.  

There was discussion of automatically assigning some of the registration statuses by setting defaults and triggers.  It was agreed that data elements in the workflow statuses of Released, Committee Approved, Committee Submitted Used, and Approved for Trial Use could be automatically assigned the registration status of Qualified, as it would signify that the data elements possessed the mandatory metadata attributes had undergone some review and were part of a pool of data elements ready for further review by the Registration Authority.

There are rules in place for changing workflow status when an element is designated or in use by other contexts.  Similarly, rules will be needed to change registration statuses.  Rules need to be established for who can change the registration status.  It is likely that the data registrar (or administrator) can make those changes.

Is was agreed that a context could change the workflow status from released to retired, but that it should trigger a review of the element as it may indicate that a new element is being released to replace it.  It would be useful to be able to record what element supersedes another one.  

It was also agreed that initially, registration and workflow statuses may be set for data elements.  However, both statuses could be applied to other administered components.  Denise Warzel suggested that perhaps an element should not be promoted to a released status unless its related components (such as value domains) are also at the released status.  CTEP confirmed that their committees always review value domains along with the data elements.  

There was discussion of the possibility of what would trigger a change in registration status.  It was suggested that cross-context designation would be a trigger for reviewing a data element for candidate status.  However, data elements could also become candidate if they were reviewed by the harmonization team as part of a set of data elements to be considered for a standard.  It was agreed that designation would not automatically trigger a change in registration status, but that notification could be sent indicating that the element should be reviewed for candidate status.  

Similar notifications may be needed for deprecation of data element status, such as a change from released to retired.  
Begin and End Dates

Tommie Curtis introduced the topic of use of begin and end dates by explaining how they can be used to manage a list of permissible values.  End dates can be assigned to a value that is no longer active, as is the case when a country name is changed in the country name list.  

Mary Supley explained that when an end date has passed for a data element, that no other edits could be made to it in the Admin Tool.  So, end dates need to be used carefully, and set slightly into the future so that all edits can be made to the data element before the data element record is locked by the end date.  

An example of application of end dates is to retire a set of data elements used in a new study, and then set the end date as the end date of their usage in the study.  They also could be used for standard data elements if a particular standard had a sunset date.  Data elements in the workflow statuses of Retired Archived, Retired Phased Out, and Retired Deleted probably should have associated end dates.  Retired Withdrawn should not as those data elements might be reactivated.  

Next Meeting

Monday, December 15, 2003, 3 - 4:30 PM EDT

The contents of the “business rules framework” for caDSR content management will be addressed at the next meeting.  
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