Minutes of Content Administrators Meeting 

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

	Sherita Alai
	Emmes

	Robinette Aley
	NMDP

	Steve Alred
	Oracle

	Alice Birnbaum
	NIDCR

	Brian Campbell
	EMMES

	Rui Chen
	SAIC

	Mary Cooper
	SAIC

	Tommie Curtis
	SAIC

	Suzette Czech
	NHLBI

	Kathleen Gundry
	SAIC

	Larry Hebel
	ScenPro

	Brenda Maeske
	SAIC

	Roxanne Martinez
	TerpSys

	Michele Nych
	NHLBI

	Jeremy Sturgill
	NHLBI

	Baris Suzek
	

	Nicole Thomas
	MSD

	John White
	TerpSys

	Claire Wolfe
	TerpSys

	Wendy Zhang
	NHLBI


1. Introduction
Tommie Curtis opened the meeting by stating that the small group to discuss cleanup had not met, but they planned a meeting this week.  

She said that many had attended the caBIG annual meeting this past week.

2. Approval of Minutes

Tommie summarized the meeting minutes from the last meeting and the minutes were approved.  

3. Requirements Update
Steve Alred said he wanted to share recent progress with the group, and discuss the planned requirements to be included in the 4.0.0.0 release.  
Most of the 4.0.0.0 release software development is complete, and is moving into QA review.  It needs to be a single, comprehensive release.  He said he would be requesting support for user acceptance testing in the near future.  He said that FormBuilder would be a standalone application and that has taken more effort than previously thought.  The next generation for the metadata registry will be released, including a new “cart” to support various download requirements.  

The development team has had to deal with some unexpected requirements to repair security problems to meet new HHS security requirements.  An external review of vulnerabilities will be part of the final release process.  

He expects late July deployment, though there are schedule risks from security requirements and QA testing.  

A top ten set of priorities for Content Administrators was previously identified.  Steve reviewed the status of various requests.  He said that he had reviewed and categorized the other requirements based on which tools were affected.  

He confirmed that establishing value meanings as administered components is part of the 4.0.0.0 release.  A customizable download is a major focus for Version 4.0.0.1.  The team has also dealt with the metadata cleanup.  A new contractor is coming on board to make enhancements to the forms applications. He said that a new database design would facilitate making changes to tools individually.  

Steve said that Friday meetings to discuss the requirements and their status would resume soon.

He asked for clarification on a couple of requirements.  Mary Cooper and Tommie Curtis discussed some of the issues related to the requirement related to Edit previously created Reference Document.  They also described the need to browse various administered components – including value domains, conceptual domains, value meanings, data element concepts, object classes, properties.  Mary and Tommie said that browsing capabilities like those in the SIW would be good – where you could search for items and select them for reuse, but not edit them.  He said that batch loading was at the top of the list but it was not clear what the next steps were at this time.  Alice Birnbaum at NIDCR said that batch loading would support their objectives since they often curate by entering metadata from spreadsheets, but she’d want to ensure that the appropriate terms would be applied to the concepts.  

Steve said that several of the requirements would require the business rules to be better refined and defined to enable the software team to make changes to the software.  For example, there is a need to resolve business rules and methodology to add semantics to value domains.  Tommie said that the content administrators would put this issue on their meeting agenda.   Steve said that some decisions also need to be made about sub-setting value domains.  Tommie said that the content administrators would need to bring up some of these issues again to clarify the rules to be instantiated in the software code.

He showed how the team planned to use the Wiki to improve communication about future changes.  He said that draft Scope documents will be put on the Wiki to enhance communication.  Once approved, they would move to GForge.   

Tommie said that there are plans to make changes to a lot of conceptual content in the caDSR, and she wanted to know who to contact to coordinate changes to GME.  Steve said that Scott Oster at Ohio State is the main point of contact for GME.  But, at this time there is no content in GME so if changes are made soon; there will be no impact on GME.

Baris asked about caGRID and Service Loader.  Steve said he would have to investigate that.  He asked if updates to the caDSR updates Larry Hebel said that meetings over the next 2 weeks would address delivery schedules for GME related products.

Tommie brought up the registration status topic previously addresses.  There had been a request for suggestions on how to categorize historical and legacy content.  She said that if no comments were received, these statuses would be brought to the next meeting for a vote.  

4.  
Enumerated by Reference Value Domains
Tommie said that Dianne Reeves had asked that the group address enumerated and non-enumerated value domains.  Organization Name is an example of a non- enumerated value domain.  Another example is Population Frequency Value which is non enumerated value domain that has a range of acceptable values noted in the Explanatory Comment.

CDC Ethnicity Codes references an external source of the values, but it is non enumerated value domain.  In some cases, the referenced value lists are local (GForge) and in some cases they are listed on an external site.  

The issue is whether to describe these as enumerated or non-enumerated domains, Current training is to describe them as non enumerated if the list of values is not in the caDSR.   

Baris said that in CTMS workspace, max and min values need to be established on value domains.   Larry said that max and min range are attributes in the value domain and if value domains are registered with ranges of values, they should be recorded using those attributes.  

Mary asked if the ISO standard provided guidance on reference documents or value domains.  Larry said that the computability resides in the attributes within the model – such as in the permissible values.  Reference documents are free form documents.  A well formed CDE should programmatically verify information and facilitate computational operations. Reference documents are not under control of the registry, and do not add to the computability.  Larry says that the registry has to be able to resolve requests about information that is not well formed.  A reference document type could be a documented, structured XML schemas.  Baris suggested that the caDSR could navigate to a list on an external site and extract that.  Larry said that the issue was that it wasn’t in control of the caDSR, and presented versioning problems.  She said that Valid Values might be the appropriate descriptor of the document type.

An enumerated list requires validation or control.  Enumerated reference types should have standard formats. Referencing outside the caDSR requires an agreement with the external owner on how to manage and publish the data.  IT needs to be self-documenting.  

Tommie solicited additional use cases on how non-enumerated (or enumerated by reference) value domains are represented in the caDSR.  Either the values have to be collected and loaded into an enumerated into a value domain in the caDSR or we have to have a good agreement with the publisher of the values to make sure that the data is versioned in a controlled way and published in an executable format (like XML).

Baris asked about a use case where reference documents generated on the fly in a format acceptable to the caDSR.  Larry said that an enumeration by reference is used at the user’s risk, not knowing the version of the data.  He said that this might be acceptable if the community understood and accepted this.  

5.  Meeting Summary
The next meeting is on July 14. 

2008
06/30 – Content/Software
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
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
	TBD

	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
	Distribute Clean-up reports to Content group.
	Jocelyn Leatherwood

Tommie Curtis
	6/2/08
	6/6/08

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

	7
	Provide definitions and concept codes on the metadata clean-up reports.
	Prerna Aggarwal
	New
	

	8
	Review metadata clean-up reports and decide how to handle the clean-up.
	Dianne Reeves

Brian Campbell

Brenda Maeske
	New
	

	9
	Provide use cases on how non-enumerated (or enumerated by reference) value domains are represented in the caDSR
	All
	New
	


