Gulf of Maine Ocean Data Partnership

Technical committee meeting - by conf call
June 1, 2005 9-10 AM EST
1) Geographic scope of project and type of data wanted – Executive Committee's thoughts

2) Update on Lou's metadata project

3) Discuss the survey. Will we be able to begin developing our guidance on the following based on the results of the survey and Lou's project?
- authority of data
- species, parameter, and gazetteer lists
- constructing metadata
- data access methods
- data interoperability

4) Next steps (filling out the survey, compiling results, and drafting the guidance)
Meeting Notes:
Those present: Lou Van Guelpen, Deb Soule, Jim Manning, Bob Groman, Chris Polloni, Seth Barker, Dave Mountain, Steve Hale, Tom Shyka, Sylvia Most (notetaker).

Type and Geographic Scope of Data Collections – Focus on collections with surface water/ocean component, using Gulf of Maine Times watershed map as the defining area. Other areas, such as south of Cape Cod and Nova Scotia are grey areas – don’t want to exclude data that some believe are important; just wish to focus efforts to the extent possible especially in the beginning. Outer ocean boundary has not been explicitly stated – Northeast Channel, Brown’s Bank included, probably as far as Georges Bank. Many partners will be supplying all of their data, with instructions on how to access the subset relevant to the Gulf of Maine.
Lou’s project – Contract extended to the end of May. Of the 5 partners, 4 are complete and the 5th is about half way done (will be completed ASAP). Data authority information is available for four of the partners. The project was a bit like pulling teeth (too many priorities for the partners). Overall mechanism for collecting metadata was effective; the deadlines would not be a problem in the longer term. Each partner entered the metadata themselves. They used the GeoConnections portal which is now mirrored in the Global Change Master Directory (GCMD). This simplifies publishing. There are some idiosyncrasies on the GeoConnections portal, and the GCMD may be the longer term better choice. As an aside, XML import/export functionality not available. Therefore, can’t work on metadata offline and import to GeoConnections at this time.

Regarding data authority, Lou posed three questions to the partners in his pilot project– Are you the primary creator/collector (owner)? Who will correct the errors in the dataset? Should the data user contact you or the originator prior to use? Most answers were the partner in question, with the exception of the last one where the answers were a bit more varied. 
Tom reports that GoMOOS has entered into a cooperative agreement with FGDC which involves two projects related to the partnership.  First is a metadata training project with Coastal Services Center (Anne Ball). This is loosely defined - we can tailor it to our needs based on the results of Lou’s project. Goal is to enable the partners to publish to the GeoSpatial One-Stop. Need to establish link between GCMD and GeoSpatial One-Stop. We will find out what literature/material is already available from FGDC. Representatives of NOAA Coastal Services Center would provide the training on behalf of FGDC for the Ocean Data Partnership. The survey that we are currently working on will generate the minimum metadata set; the partners will be able to attend the training to develop more complete metadata. The training will likely take place in the fall, 20-25 people for 2 days. USM may be able to provide us with a computer facility for little cost. WHOI has a facility for this sort of training as well. Ultimately, this training will be valuable to get all of the partners on the same page as far as formats, approach, tools, etc. to enable consistency. Tom suggested developing a metadata training subcommittee to help guide/develop the training session.
Survey recap – Expect will be available by Friday, June 3rd for partner input. We will give people two weeks to fill it out. Steve asked if survey was completely compatible with metadata sites (such as lat/long formats etc.). Sylvia said data would be put in database and could be manipulated to fit a particular format. Tom and Sylvia will check the survey again to make sure it’s ok. For partners with many data sets, filling out the survey for each data set could take some time. Ask them to start with most representative dataset first. For other datasets, they could copy and paste into the survey or contact Sylvia for other methods to speed up the metadata capture process.  
Next Steps – Survey data needs to be compiled as an input to the Technical Guidance Statement which should be completed by the end of the summer. A draft of this guidance should be completed by a small group for efficiency. Bob Groman, Deb, and Sylvia to work on a rough draft. Lou to help with the constructing metadata piece. Draft guidance will be distributed to the entire committee for comment/editing. Form metadata training subcommittee – Anne, Chris, Seth, Lou to assist Tom and Sylvia.

Recap of assignments:
Tom/Sylvia - need to ensure that the fields in the survey match up with the FGDC metadata record or the GCMD

Sylvia - get survey out, back and compiled by the end of June.

Bob G./Deb/Sylvia - get draft guidance statement together by end of July.

Tech committee – review draft guidance statement by end of August

Tom/Sylvia – arrange metadata training subcommittee meeting.

Note: Marine Metadata initiative – Tom/Steve to keep the tech committee informed of progress.
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