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The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the draft Tactical Action Plan for CDE Harmonization.

Harmonization Tactical Action Plan
Kathleen Gundry said that comments on the Tactical Action Plan had been received from CTEP but that she had only received them that morning, so she wasn’t prepared to go through all of them.  She invited the group to express additional comments.

She said that one of the CTEP recommendations was to implement the Action Plan in phases.  She suggested that the group review the harmonization plan recommendations to identify phasing for implementation.

One of the phasing recommendations was to begin actual CDE harmonization after cleanup of the various Context collections so that the harmonization didn’t have to deal with redundant data elements.  Mary Supley reported that CTEP should have their cleanup completed by the end of the year.  They are cleaning up classifications, eliminating redundant draft new elements.  In addition, they are adding new elements.  

CCR has a small amount of cleanup that can be completed by the end of the year.

It was concluded that it was logical to start data element review for harmonization early in 2004.

In the meantime, the harmonization team can work on common guidance for caDSR population and evaluation of external standards.  The external standards review will identify a variety of external standards that apply to NCI organizations, identify potential overlap and conflicts, and recommend what to register in the caDSR.  Since NCI organizations may need to comply with a variety of standards, and some may conflict, it will not be possible to choose one standard to conform to.  All relevant standards would need to addressed, and possibly registered.

Tommie Curtis reported that the team was supporting registration of external standards such as LOINC that have extensive code lists.  A decision will need to be made where to register and curate those lists—as value domains in the caDSR or in EVS – and how list will be made available for display/reuse/download.  Registering external standards will require that the origin of the data element is clearly display, especially since it may introduce duplication of data elements from a variety of sources.  Val Bragg said she would collect requirements for what to display in the search results, such as origin and enumeration information.  

Chitra Mohla said that DCEG wants to begin to develop CDEs.  Peter Covitz recommended that they begin by reviewing the caDSR contents to see if they can reuse existing CDEs and designate them in their context.  He suggested that they could help identify redundant CDEs that need to be harmonized.

Mary said that an automated means of proposing data elements for harmonization, searching and retrieving those flagged for harmonization, and tracking their status would be helpful.  

One suggestion was to create a classification scheme for harmonization that could be used by context administrators using the Admin Tool.  It would serve as a working folder for harmonization candidates and would not be released for public viewing.  It could be used to group related CDEs that are candidates for harmonization.  This would require a software change to allow one context to assign a classification scheme to another context’s data element.  

Another useful tool would be a way to track history on CDEs proposed for harmonization, so that a history of review and decisions could be preserved.  If data elements are considered for harmonization and rejected, perhaps they could have a registration status of “no further action.”  

Val Bragg said that her team would be glad to help by making needed changes to the caDSR tool set. . 
Registration Statuses from ISO 11179

There was further discussion of how to apply the Registration statuses to CDEs in the caDSR.  

In response to the request for comments from the last meeting, Mary Supley provided input on potential matching of the Workflow Statuses to the proposed registration statuses based on the data quality requirements of each.

It was agreed that the relationships between workflow statuses and registration statuses needed to be ironed out, with some workflow statuses serving as triggers for review of a data element for promotion to a new registration status.  

There were concerns about the usefulness of trying to assign registration statuses to data elements that had no potential for promotion to “preferred” levels.  It was suggested that the registration statuses could be assigned starting at the Recorded level, triggered by a workflow status indicating that the data elements were fully populated.  

Peter said that the registration statuses would be the lingua franca of what it means to be harmonized and recommended for use and he recommended coming to agreement on this soon.  He commented that one of the drivers for harmonization is to be able to present an NCI-wide recommendation on a set of data elements so that they can be presented to external standards committees. 

Other Comments on the Plan

Bev Meadows commented that context specific guidance would still be needed in addition to NCI-wide education and outreach and guidance on CDE development and use.

Other Topics Discussed

Kathleen Gundry noted that the harmonization team had been ask to look at data standards that might be relevant to NCI bioinformatics projects.  These standards may come from governmental agencies (such as the Food and Drug Administration), international standards organizations (such as ISO), or other standards organizations (such as HL7).  The team is collecting suggestions for standards to be included in a review report and the group was asked to provide the information to Kathleen or Tommie.

Action Items

The harmonization team will circulate CTEP comments on the Tactical Action Plan, to be addressed at a subsequent meeting.      

Next Meeting

Monday, November 17, 2003, 3 - 4:30 PM EDT
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