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June 28, 2004, 3 - 4:30 p.m. (Draft)
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The purpose of the meeting was continued discussions of the LOINC code load options for use in the caDSR and the philosophical approaches to CDE creation for use by form designers and application developers.  Kathleen announced Dan Gillman of the Bureau of Labor Statistics as special speaker for the July 19, 2004 meeting.

1. LOINC Code Load

Today we reviewed the currently proposed methodology for loading LOINC Codes for lab tests into caDSR.

It was suggested that finding the right LOINC code could be a problem if you don't know the CODE itself and that the fully specified name might be a better unit upon which to base a "Value Meaning" than the LOINC Short Name and Code together, as was currently implemented in the TEST.

The current caDSR searches permit only one search term yet LOINC codes are structured on a six-part name, each part singularly or in some combination may be needed to find the correct code.

Several possible solutions could be implemented in software, such as a "search existing results", similar to typical web search engines that allow you to perform 'nested' searches.  This would be an iterative search:

Find all "Chemistry" Class test codes
--> Find all those for Glucose
-----> in Serum

Another alternative would be to model LOINC in a more structured manner so that some of the existing ISO/caDSR logical relationships might be leveraged to allow more semantic searching, such as equating a LOINC Component to an Object Class, a LOINC Class to a caDSR Classification Scheme.  It was also noted that without a user of the codes upon which to model the most useful approach, as a group, we are a bit stumped.

caDSR Software team will investigate enhanced search features for 3.0. Meanwhile, we will load the TEST LOINC Conceptual Domain with the 52 tests identified by Dianne Reeves into Production, TEST Context, along with a few sample Value Domains for folks to experiment with.

Tommie asked the developers for comments and asked that another example of a panel that could be used by the group for comparison to the test data. 

Dianne was also going to check with the Clinical Center (CRIS) to see how they are going to report out LOINC Codes.
2. Special Speaker July 19, 2004 Meeting

Kathleen announced Dan Gillman for the July 19, 2004 meeting.  He will address issues for managing survey metadata including CDE development and management.  He will speak of his experiences and discuss examples of specific data elements for re-use and stored with data sets.

3. Program Goals and Directions

Peter Covitz spoke to the group about the caDSR and how right now we have a set or requirements and how we need to move our thinking towards activities.  He said that we needed to change the value of how much data we will have in order to achieve useful goals and agree on how to describe data and standards.  We need to re-use semantics that our embodied and structure of data elements.  We need to think broad system-to-system interoperability with data to be shared with value over time.

Peter would like to see the groups move away from paper as being the target of the CDEs and move to electronic.  ISO components need to be re-used/Value Domains, Conceptual Domains, etc.  

Harmonization efforts have gotten off to a good start and Peter announced that more resources would be added to support the different divisions of NCI and to the Harmonization team.  He would like to see a commonality across context.  CaBIG will aggressively pursue harmonization and implementation.  

Hrvoje asked if there would be limits to the amount of context or organizations added to the caDSR.  Peter explained that caBIG would be the ultimate context.

4. caDSR Content and CDE Development Presentation

Tommie, in the essence of time, briefly explained the content of the presentation.  She advised the group to look at how CDEs would be implemented to work with other systems.  Tommie asked the group to review the presentation and provide any comments.  We will discuss this again at a later time.  

Next Meeting

The next meeting is scheduled for July 19, Room 210, 3-4:30 p.m.

1
1

