Meeting of caDSR Context Curators

January 12, 2004, 3 - 4:30 p.m. (Final)
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Chitra Mohla/NCI/DCEG

Ravi Rajaram/WESTAT

Fred Rosenberg/Kevric

Michele Smerek/EDRN

Mary Supley/EMMES

Claudine Valmonte/EMMES

Denise Warzel/NCICB
The purpose of this meeting was to discuss registration/workflow status triggers and issues related to rules for versioning, designation/reuse, and ownership.

Registration/Workflow Status

Tommie Curtis presented the latest draft of the registration/workflow status list from the Tactical Action Plan and asked for any additional comments on any automated triggers that could be added to the software to for promotion or notification for review.  It was pointed out that some of the comments from the last round of review were not included.  These will be added to the list and redistributed to the group.  It was agreed that setting a workflow status of Released, Committee Approved, Committee Submitted Used, and Approval for Trial Use would trigger a Registration status of Qualified.  Moving from Qualified to Candidate and/or Standard would require curator action.

Changes to Versioning Rules

Tommie asked if there were further comments on the Booz Allen Hamilton issue discussed at the last meeting regarding versioning of CDEs and value domains.  For their automated process, which extracts CDE information from the caDSR for DCPs CSAERS application, they are concerned with having more than one “Released” version of a CDE.  The group discussed using a combination of the Last Change Date, workflow status, and version number to indicate which is the latest version or the version accepted for use.
It was agreed that this issue should be deferred until a representative from Booz Allen Hamilton could be present to discuss the issue.

Reuse/Designation Limitations
Data elements that are conceptually the same but are associated with different questions limit the ability to reuse the data element.  The group discussed whether different data elements are necessary or whether more generic terms could be used to expand the use of the data element.  Also creating a one-to-many relationship between the data elements and the questions would allow users to associate different question forms with a data element.  However, it was also stated that another goal is to encourage the development and reuse of common questions.  The group agreed that developing some vocabulary would be helpful.  CTEP has an internal word list that they will share with the group.  Additional vocabulary from other contexts will be added to the list.

The group also discussed the need for guidance on populating and reusing administered components.  Several business rules have been posted on the caDSR Web site and the Harmonization Team is drafting a Business Rules Framework that will provide additional guidance.  Tommie said that the Harmonization Team could also provide advice and training. 

Denise Warzel discussed an issue raised by Dianne Reeves regarding allowing someone to add an alternate name to a CDE that was created by someone else.  Dianne would like to reuse existing CDEs, but she needs to create alternate names to meet Oracle Clinical’s name length restrictions.  She would also like to be able to add a change note and origin to identify the change.  It was suggested that Dianne talk to Ravi, who has found a way to work around the issue by storing CDE IDs in the database.  It was agreed that further discussion might be necessary to resolve issues concerning allowing non-owners to add information to a CDEs.

Adding Value Meanings to Conceptual Domains

Denise said she has asked for comment on adding value meanings to existing conceptual domains.  She received some comments from EMMES, and wanted to know if there were additional thoughts.  The issue involves whether users should be allowed to add value meanings to a conceptual domain created by someone else.  An alternative would be for users to create new conceptual domains to add value meanings, but this could result in the creation of several similar conceptual domains.  Tommie suggested creating some globally owned conceptual domains, to which locally owned conceptual domains could be added.  Denise and Tommie will continue collecting comments on this issue.

Workflow Status for Object Classes, Properties, and Representation Terms
Denise said that the caDSR Tools assign default workflow statuses to Object Classes, Properties, and Representation Terms.  The Admin tool assigns “Unassigned” and the Curation tool assigns “Draft New.”  She suggested that both tools be revised to assign “Released” to these administered components.  These administered components are selected from a controlled vocabulary (EVS).  After a brief discussion, it was decided to change the default workflow to “Released” in both tools for Object Classes, Properties, and Representation Terms.  The assignment of default workflows for other administered components was deferred for later discussion.

Denise reported there are a number administered component records that have a status of “Unassigned” or “Under Development.”  These are no longer valid workflow statues and cannot be used to retrieve the records.  CTEP has asked that all the data elements in that context with a status of “Under Development” or “Unassigned” be changed to “Draft New”.  Other contexts should review their information and provide direction on how to cleanup the “Under Development” and “Unassigned” items.  The batch loader will be modified to ensure that it is making the proper assignments during registration.  Denise will email the caDSR Users list to remind them to send her comments on this issue.

Next Meeting

The Form Builder tool will be demonstrated at the next meeting.  The group will also discuss other caDSR software requirements for the next release.  The next meeting is scheduled for Monday, January 26, 2004, 3 - 4:30 PM EDT.
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