Minutes of caDSR Software/Content Administrators Meeting 

June 2, 2008, 3:00 – 4:30 p.m.
	Attendees
	Organization

	Prerna Aggarwal
	Oracle

	Sherita Alai
	Emmes

	Robinette Aley
	NMDP

	Steve Alred
	Oracle

	Brian Campbell
	EMMES

	Rui Chen
	SAIC

	Janice Chilli
	SAIC

	Mary Cooper
	SAIC

	Suzette Czech
	NHLBI

	Kathleen Gundry
	SAIC

	Larry Hebel
	ScenPro

	Amy Jacobs
	MSD

	Jocelyn Leatherwood
	SAIC

	Brenda Maeske
	SAIC

	Michele Nych
	NHLBI

	Marishia Qualls-May
	

	Dianne Reeves
	CBIIT

	Daniela Smith
	BAH

	Jeremy Sturgill
	NHLBI

	Nicole Thomas
	MSD

	John White
	TerpSys

	Claire Wolfe
	TerpSys

	Wendy Zhang
	NHLBI


1. Introduction
Mary Cooper opened the meeting by discussing the planned agenda.  The meeting had been planned to be shared between Content and Software but as the software team had no items to discuss, the agenda is focused on content topics.  

2. Approval of Minutes

Mary summarized the meeting minutes from the last meeting, including a review of the metadata clean up process.  The minutes were approved.  

3. Data Standards Update
Mary called on Daniela Smith to provide a data standards update.  Daniela informed the group that the Family Member Relationship Standard was announced.  She said that a small group was being convened to address the AJCC standard anticipated to come out of the content administrators meeting.  The VCDE is finishing the data standards CDE modifications effort. 

4.  Review of Metadata Clean-up Report
Mary introduced Prerna Aggarwal to give the cleanup report results.   Prerna summarized the process for finding object classes and bringing them into the caBIG context (see Attachment A.)  She identified changes to the data element concepts to eliminate duplication.  This sometimes requires merging of DECs.  Dianne Reeves said she would review the results and perhaps recommend retirement of old content.  Change notes are being used to document the changes.  Information about the clean-up process will be posted in the wiki at https://wiki.nci.nih.gov/x/nqN8.
Brian Campbell asked why DECs are being replaced.  Prerna said that her goal was to avoid duplication and to move the building block objects into caBIG.  It was previously decided that the caBIG context should hold representation terms and object classes.  DECs are only replaced when there is an exact duplicate.  

Prerna showed an Object Class (OC) Log report that shows object classes to be changed.  It shows the old one, and the new object class.  There were 370 that were duplicates.  The Data Element Concept (DEC) log report showed the DECs that were updated showing the old and the new.  The report showed updates to 2000 DECs.  No changes were made to the owning context.  When duplicates are identified as a result of object class changes, a new one is created in caBIG.  Brian said that some qualifiers were dropped off names, resulting in the appearance of duplicates.  It was agreed that the lists needed review before actual changes are made into Production.  Prerna pushed the changes into the data elements, resulting in about 30 duplicates.  Prerna said she had not merged the data elements; just shown those that are affected by DEC changes. Dianne asked that the reports to go to the owners.  Prerna will provide reports to Jocelyn Leatherwood and Tommie Curtis who will distribute.  Content owners can make recommendations on how to handle the duplicates and it will be addressed at the next Content meeting.  

Prerna said that she wanted guidance on how to merge objects if more than one duplicate is identified. The content administrators can validate the reports and the mappings.  Brian asked if some were Meta concepts and Prerna said yes.    Mary said that concepts are the base of the collection as everything is based on them.  Brian said that he thought that the first step was to ensure that all the caBIG concepts were EVS concepts.  Prerna said that merging NCIt and Metathesaurus is an ongoing effort.  

Janice Chilli asked about adverse event descriptions.  She wanted to clarify that duplicates affected more than one context.  Brenda Maeske suggested that everyone needed to see the whole list, not just their objects in their context.
5.  Report of ISO 11179 Meeting

Mary provided Tommie’s summary of the meeting content from the Sydney, Australia Metadata Open Forum meeting.  She showed the link to the information posted on the Internet.  Tommie will summarize meeting results at the next meeting.

6. Use Case for Concept Versioning
Mary presented a real world use case that was provided to her by John White that addresses how versioning worked with UML model content.  This review of the business rules is based on what to do when a concept is retired by EVS.  The concept still appears to be released despite the retirement of its underlying concept.  

The recommended best practice at this time is to contact the Help Desk to retire the concept in the caDSR to match the change in EVS.  In the future, Prerna’s script will take care of this inconsistency. 

The next step is to find an alternate concept (a synonym to the retired one) in EVS and then request that a new one be created in caDSR.  This is followed by identifying the administered items that are linked to (use) the retired concept.  The affected administered items (like object classes) can be versioned (by one tenth) to reflect the change (such as the change in preferred name).  A change note should be made.  The old DEC should be retired.  The UML model should not classify the new versioned DEC until they are actually used in an updated/new UML model.  

Mary showed the resulting, modified components. Dianne clarified that when you version the DEC it results in a major DE change and versioning.  

Claire Wolfe asked about the impact on new models.  She said that the old model version would be pointing to the retired concept in EVS.  She said there needed to be a notification about the changes to ensure they don’t use the retired concepts.
John White asked if there is usually a related, similar concept to be found.  Mary said that the model owner might have to request creation, or the semantic integration process might identify the need to create a new one. 

Dianne said that curators never know when something is retired.  Mary noted that often the problems are found by accident.  Nicole Thomas commented that the history table is published every time the NCIt is updated; it could be parsed for retired content.

Claire asked if this would be part of the cleanup process.  Dianne asked whether retired items should just be eliminated from display or shown with a note that it is retired.  Dianne argued for adding a retired status note.   Mary said this could be added to the wiki.

Claire asked what if the long name or definition has been changed.  She said the SIW might help to identify this, but that it wouldn’t result in versioning and changing.  Mary said this should be a GForge item.  Mary said the UML loader should look for a new concept when one is retired.  Mary said the UML loader probably shouldn’t be automatically versioning anything.

7.  Meeting Summary
Mary reviewed the action items related to the cleanup review and decisions made.      

There was a brief discussion of the annual caBIG meeting in June.  Mary discussed the content of the meeting.  

The next content administrator’s meeting is June 16th.  

2008
06/09 - Software
06/16 - Content
06/23 - Software
06/30 - Content
07/07 - Software
07/14 - Content
07/21 - Software
07/28 - Content
08/04 - Software
08/11 - Content
08/28 - Software
08/27 - Content
09/01 - Holiday – Labor Day
09/08 - Content/Software
09/15 - Software
09/22 - Content
09/29 - Software
10/06 - Content
10/13 - Holiday –Veterans Day

10/20 - Content/Software
10/27 - Software
11/03 - Content
11/10 - Software
11/17 - Content
11/24 - Software
12/01 - Content
12/08 - Software
12/15 - Content

12/22 - Software
12/29 – Content
Decisions Made:
	 Item
	Decision

	1
	All retired concepts will have a status note added.

	2
	UML Loader should look for a new concept when one is versioned.  The loader will not automatically version administered items.


Follow Up/Action Items:
	Action Item
	Task
	Assigned To
	Date Due
	Date Completed

	1
	Send out Agenda to be reviewed for next meeting
	Tommie Curtis
	biweekly
	Ongoing

	2
	Update Metrics table with expected performance % in every category.
	Jocelyn Leatherwood
	5/5/08
	

	3
	Check to see if the date is captured automatically with the change history.
	Software Team
	5/5/08
	TBD

	4
	Look at the process of Change Notification whether Automated or Manual
	All
	5/5/08
	TBD

	5
	Create Cleanup Wiki page.
	Jocelyn Leatherwood
	5/5/08
	5/5/2008

	6
	Distribute Clean-up reports to Content group.
	Jocelyn Leatherwood

Tommie Curtis
	6/2/08
	New

	7
	Review Clean-up reports and make recommendations on how to handle duplicates.
	Content Team
	6/2/08
	New

	8
	Summarize meeting content from the Sydney, Australia Metadata Open Forum meeting at the next content meeting.
	Tommie Curtis
	6/2/08
	New


Attachment A
	Report Name
	Summary
	Report Function
	Basis for “Merge”
	Objects Merged
	Comments

	OC_LOG
	370 Dups

749 that are not duplicate, but exist only in non- caBIG Context – change to caBIG to avoid future Dups 
	List of Object Class changed by the exercise. 
	Based on duplicate Concept derivation rule.  If OC does not have at least one concept associated with it, it is ignored by this exercise. 
	All associated metadata classes: Reference Documents, Object Class Relationships, Alternate Names, Alternate Defs, Classifications. Retire old OC
	The question here is whether to create new OCs, or just change the Context programmatically? 

Changing the context means a lot more DEC changes that may not be necessary except to maintain the original OC created by the original context owner for historical purposes.  

	Dec_log
	2268 updated
	List of Data Element Concepts that would be updated with a new OC by the exercise. Includes ‘new’ caBIG OCs (749) 
	OC was either one of the 370 Duplicates, or DEC OC was changed to be associated with the new caBIG OC 
	Update OC association
	If we don’t move the ‘orphan’ OCs into caBIG, but change the Context instead, then many of these updates would not be necessary.  Only the DECS associated with the 370 

	Dup_dec_log
	98 Dups
	Duplicate DECs after updating the 2268 
	Associated with the same OC and Prop by Public ID and Version
	Reference Documents, Classifications, Alternate Names and Alternate Defs.  Retire Old DEC. 
	These are due to the 370 Dup OCs. the others created a new OC in caBIG Context, and since the OC didn’t exist before, no duplicate can exist.

	De_Log
	153 Updated
	List of Data Elements changed as a result of merging DEC
	These result from finding a DEC Duplicate,  the Des associated with the Duplicate DEC has to be associated to the merged DEC
	Update DEC association
	For the 2268 DECs updated, only 98 are duplicate.  Of the 98 duplicate, 153 Des associated. Of the 153 updated, only 33 were duplicate.  

	Dup_De_Log
	33
	Duplicate DE created as a result of merging DEC
	The DE had the same DEC & VD public id and Version
	
	This is just a report to show the duplicates that will be created. No action is actually taken


