Nano WG Meeting October 24, 2013

Attendees:

1. Mervi Heiskanen NCI

2. Bryan Harper OSU
3. Stacey Harper OSU
4. Christine Hendren Duke U.

5. Christy Powers EPA
6. Amy Wang EPA

7. Liz Hahn-Dantona EVS 
8. Sharon Gaheen SAIC-F.
9. Mary Fritts SAIC-F.

10. Stephanie Morris NCI

11. Sharon Ku NIH

12. Dennis Thomas PNNL

13. Nathan Baker PNNL

14. Richard Marchese Robinson University of Liverpool

Fred Klaessig: Pennsylvania BioNano
Nano WG Session at the Nanoinformatics Meeting October 15th, 2013.
Introduction to the NanoWG, see the slides.
Discussion:

· Data curators role: Is data quality responsibility of the curator, quality of paper, research team?

· Is the curator the data police? Data doctor?

· Should it be data collectors responsibility to follow a certain protocol, not only data curators responsibility?

· Need to develop guidelines for curators, a training issue.

· Qualifications for curator: task does not require domain expertise if well documented workflow is available.
· Need to provide guidance for journals what are the data that needs to be submitted.

· Compare checklists, workflows between different registries?

· General workflow covering common elements, as well as domain specific checklists.

· Traceability of material important

· ACN Nano developing standards

Actions: 

· Fred to send follow up contact info from the workshop to Mervi

· Stacey: contact digital curation center to schedule a talk.

· Create curation best practices, workflow.

