LexEVS Meeting Minutes


	Meeting Name:  
	LexEVS Technical meeting
	Location:
	11-69

	Date:
	01/27/2010
	Time: 


	1:00 PM CST

	Facilitator: 
	Traci / Craig
	Attendees:
	Gilberto, Larry, Sherri, Kim, Jason, Steve, Wil, Dave, Scott, Sridhar, Craig, Kevin, Raghu

	Conf. Line
	866-365-4406, #5388249, Centra ID Mayo_LexGrid2


	Topic
	Discussion Points
	Action Items

	Browser Issue Status – HL7, etc.
	· Per Scott – we pushed out a patch that Tracy loaded today.  It looks as Scott had expected.  One thing to note is that there are coding schemes that have no children in the HL7 world. Some things may say missing and those don’t have anything in the database.  So it does appear we are representing the database faithfully. Description elements were represented as presentation we implemented to it pulled into definition. Per Larry it looks good. Documentation for this would be good – the Gforge item contains a lot of information for this.
· The only other question they had was about ICD9 CM.  In UMLS we pull out by SAB. ICD9 has multiple SABs and our loader isn’t set up for that.  To load it right we’d have to change everything in the source to ICD9 SAB or loader would have to recognize which SABs it would have to pay attention to.  Some changes were made to load it correctly. First it would be good to understand if what is there it looks ok or if not what needs to be represented. Stephanie is following up on this. 
· OBI – we looked at the hierarchy and it looks like the reason this is breaking is because of the namespace. We need to discuss this with Jyoti. 
	·  We’ll set up a meeting with Jyoti and include Gilberto, Sherri, Tracy, and Rob. Also maybe use this to talk more about OWL2. 

	Grid Service Requirements for 6.0
	· Are there any other services that need to be grid services?
	· 

	OWL 2 Discussion
	· They would love to use but are not migrating to OWL2. We would need to plan to support loaders for OWL2. Probably want to have this in a year or so. People may not be coming out with OWL2 ontology. This could be something they need in 6.0. 
	· 

	Multiple Status Discussion
	· In the past there was a need for multiple statuses of a concept.  Kevin had created a workaround for this at one time. But do we need to look at this as a fix instead of using the workaround. Kim believe there is nothing else they need. 
	· 

	Architecture/Design overview during future technical meetings. (value domain, revision, authoring, associations, etc)
	· We’d like to engage the team in reviewing design incrementally.  Our plan is to review sections at this weekly meeting. However is this becomes too time consuming we can always set up separate meetings to review. 
	· 

	Gforge item - #23561
	· This was resolved with the preference file. This Gforge item needs to be updated. 
	· Kevin will update Gforge item. 



	Other Topics?
	· Per Larry there was an ARRA meeting and some of the people mentioned not being able to use LexEVS. So they need to find out more information internally to see how we can figure out the needs and how to meet them. 
· Raghu will be getting back to Craig on the question regarding ECCF. 
	· 

	Adjourn
	Thanks for your participation!
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