Observations
June 25
Pete,
 Sorry I took so long to reply.  Our IT administrator took a while to load the new CT, and then I got too involved in other duties.  I did drag and drops with several different crop traits, both single traits with multiple accessions and several traits and multiple accessions, and was successful in all cases.  However, I think we still need to directly load the Crop Trait Value Code rather than the Crop Trait Code Value (I believe you sent a method for me to get around this, but I can’t find the email).  I still have to convert my field note codes in order to load (I think you said this).  When the file I’m loading is in field book form (i.e. several crop traits head the columns) and the codes for each trait are different, the conversion to a form the will load to CT takes a considerable amount of time.  I guess there won’t be any way around this.  Handling large amounts of data, especially when some of the data is to replace existing data and some is new, is just going to be more time consuming in GG than CG, even with drag and drop.  I guess the best route would be to enter the relevant accessions in a list, go to Crop Traits, filter for one of the traits, delete the existing data from the data from the database, filter for the next trait, etc., save, then add the new data.  I don’t think I can delete data from the Training database(?), but I think this would be the right procedure for handling this kind of data.  ... Charles
_______________
June 27  ... Hi Charles,
 So glad that the drag and drop for observations is working for you now.  That is indeed good news.  I want you to know that we are working on a solution to allow you to use the ‘raw’ codes in your observation spreadsheet data so that drag and drop would require no conversion for you at all.  We need a little more time to implement a solution to that need so ask that you bear with us a while until we can free up the resource to get that work done.  I’m not sure how much long it will take to get that done, but rest assured that as soon as it is done we will want to have you try it out for us.  In an effort to minimize your involvement would you be willing to send me some sample observation data you have tested?  I’m specifically looking for a spreadsheet of obs data that has two different formats of the same observations.  The first format is the format that worked in the drag and drop operation you just tested (the one that had the verbose ‘Friendly Names’ for traits and codes), and the second format would be the format you would *like* to be able to do a drag and drop with minimal conversion effort on your part (this one would have the codes you currently use in your work).   ...Pete
_______________
Kurt,
I have a suggestion on how to approach this for Charles – I think this is important because I know our curators might want this too.  What would you think about creating a new get_crop_trait_observation dataview (you can copy the existing one to make it easy) and new LU dataviews to accompany it?  This new ‘get’ dataview would be called something like: ‘get_crop_trait_observation_rawcodes’.  The difference would be in the field definitions for the crop, trait, and trait_code fields.  Those fields would point at *new* LU tables that display the ‘codes’ instead of the ‘titles’.   I think there should be 3 new LU dataviews needed to make this happen.  You can make copies of the crop_lookup, crop_trait_lookup, and crop_trait_code_lookup dataviews.   We can give them new names of crop_raw_lookup, crop_trait_raw_lookup, and crop_trait_code_raw_lookup or some other name that makes better sense (hey I’m not too imaginative about naming things – which is why I let my wife name the kids!  lol).   ... Pete
_______________
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From: Endress, Kurt 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 5:21 PM
To: Cyr, Pete
Cc: feedback@ars-grin.gov
Subject: RE: New CT (v 1.8.8) for mass loading observations
Did anyone ever try that workaround I suggested? Change your language in the CT to anything besides English, go in to the lookup table maintenance and reload your Crop Trait Code Lookup (and possibly others, then switch back to English. Voila! Lookups with just the codes! It’s weird, but it works. [Pete:  I have not.  If you would like I can send you the spreadsheets from Charles when I get them for you to try.  One issue with this is that it requires the users to re-load their lookups just to load data – not sure anyone is going to want to do that as part of a ‘normal’ data loading routine.]
Does everyone really want three more lookup tables to manage? I know we were going to have custom dataviews, but users can pretty much ignore those. Extra custom lookups will be on everyone’s machine and clutter of the list of lookups to maintain. I don’t think anyone wants to completely reload their lookups very often. You want to go in and see just which ones need updating, which means scrolling through them all looking for the ones in orange.  [Pete: We are only talking about the CROP area so that users can see codes instead of ‘Friendly Names’.  I don’t think this will be too onerous on the users especially if it lets them mass load their obs data the same way they did in the GC system.]
If we start down the road of custom lookup tables the CT really needs a better way to manage them. Maybe a way of selecting the set of lookups you actually use and want to maintain rather than having to deal with them all.  [Pete: I guess I just don’t foresee many other lookups to add to the system.  In fact, these are the first ones I have heard requested in several years.  I don’t think this is going to get out of hand – it has been stable for a very long time now and these are only being requested because of new testing that uncovered the issue.  I guess I consider this the ‘rewards’ of gap analysis.]
I’d be tempted to create a custom obs dataview that uses no lookups. But then you’d have to drag in the crop_trait_code_id like 316 instead of code 9. Maybe I should point Charles in the direction of my trial loader program, that handles loading CSV files with codes in them just fine.  [Pete: Sure that would be an option too.]
It’s not a big deal to create the custom dataview and lookups. I just don’t like the idea of more lookup tables. How do other people feel about it?  [Pete:  I say let’s give this a try – what can it hurt?  It is just 4 new dataviews that are tweaked copies of existing dataviews.]
Kurt  
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