LexEVS Meeting Minutes


	Meeting Name:  
	LexEVS Technical meeting
	Location:
	11-69

	Date:
	03/17/2010
	Time: 


	1:00 PM CST

	Facilitator: 
	Craig (Scott signing into Centra as Craig)
	Attendees:
	Kevin, Deepak, Sridhar, Scott, Leon, Cindy, Harold, Jason, Larry, Kim, Rob, Alberto, Sherri, 

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


	Topic
	Discussion Points
	Action Items

	· Status (Scott B)
· DAO Layer(Kevin)
· Loaders - UMLS and XML (Kevin, Scott)
· Design Documentation – Mapping, Authoring/Revision (Harold, Sridhar)
· Gforge Item Prioritization
	· DAO Layer: Reworking some internal items to perform retrieval methods to include graphics.  Will soon be ready for testing.  Will need help with performance testing.  Looking for large search testing to help test our search capacity.  
· XML loader is being rebuilt to accommodate authoring/versioning requirements. Effectively should improve performance.  UMLS loader will need minor adjustments and should be functional within a month - will monitor this.  May include MRMAP in the development.  

· Harold spoke to the mapping requirements.  Initial suggestion mapped out a basic proposal for Mapping as to what we could provide for mapping. I.e. 

· Return what mappings that are available

· Return what source and target mappings provide

· Create simple one to one mapping

· Possible pre-ordered concept code to post-ordered concept

· We are currently reviewing feedback on mapping documentation.  SNOMED to ICD9 mapping needs further work.  Would require an API, methods and interface to address this complex mapping.  Is the community ready for a standard mapping API?  How much do we want to support now?  What is reasonable to provide in the near future?  Should we store mapping?  Harold suggested we could store MRMAP row as a single attribute, that is, store the delimited values without the tags.  A more full fledged MRMAP implementation may well be out of scope. LexEVS as is today is not a good base for this. 

· Larry Wright mentioned the CTS requirements for mapping.

· CTS equates mappings with associations. Besides simple one to one mapping creation it also suggests Lexical and Rule based mapping.  Suggestion for a solution for those values that “map to nothing”  based on an Owl 2 “nothing” expression. What we call mapping is very different than what NCBO refers to mapping.  May be beneficial to identify the distinctions.    Suggest to put out a proposal for feedback and may then put this topic on a future agenda
· Larry pointed out that MRMAP is closer to what they would like to see  with good metadata based on the subset.

· Planning to finish the design document by the end of this week for Authorizing/Revision.  What about security?  Currently no time has been spent on this.  Needs further discussion to ensure architectural basics are addressed. 
	· Mayo will prepare a proposal to address mapping options in new release
· Mayo to schedule meeting to discuss Authoring/Revision security

	· Browser Issues (Jason/Larry)
	· No discussion at this time
	· 

	· Gforge Item Review (in-scope for 6.0)  (Scott B) 
· Deferred Bugs

· Feature Requests
	· No time for this assignment
	· These items were postponed until next week.

	· 
	· Mayo will be meeting to discuss what is occurring with the error messaging - may be trying to call a temporary folder.
	· 

	· Other Topics?
	· Rename value domain - looked at several options.  Numerated is very long, value set is also being used by HL7.  “Value set definition” is our recommendation for the API and model.  
	· Mayo to draft a proposal email for renaming the value domain to include documentation in Gforge

	Adjourn
	Thanks for your participation!
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