Notes from the WGISS DMPH Project Telecon

June 11, 2009  8am ET
Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Michael Burnett, Glenn Rutledge, Tom Holm, Lyn Oleson, Lola Olsen, Karen Moe, Martin Yapur

Next Telecon:  Thurs July 9th at 8am ET

Action Items:

· June 19 – Ken will send new proposed name of project to project members and then establish the project email list with Courtney
· June 19 – yonsook will talk to Courtney about starting a project website area where all the members have write access.

· June 19 – Ken will send a copy of the GEOSS Con-Ops document to the project members

· June 19 – Ken will ask George Percivall about any lessons learned documentation or info about desired common vocabularies and send that  to the project members.  
· June 19 – Lola will send 2 pages describing the GCMD functionality to Lyn Oleson

· July 6 – Michael Burnett – draft data domain model clarifying relationship between components, services, and the different levels of info – send to the project email list

· July 6 – Glenn Rutledge will send  a collection of use cases from the AIPs to the project email list

· July 6 – Lynn will send a description of functionality needed in GEOSS from a user’s perspective for

· A directory capability

· A decision support capability

· An EO system capability along with the types of questions that the EO system can answer

Discussion:

· Any ideas for a new name for this project?  The “Data, Metadata, Products Harmonization “ name is from the GEO task but this WGISS project is broader than the GEO task.  
· How can we characterize the contents of what is in the GEOSS Components & Services registry?  Can we characterize by capability – discovery, search, visualize, and access?  The registered items have different granularity in the info.  Sometimes the access point leads to a top level website, sometimes to the project website where the user can navigate to search/access capability, sometimes to the search or access point itself.   What categories (discovery, search, visualize, access) are needed and what info is needed for each category component/service to support  the EO users?
· Having a data domain model would be a good idea to clarify relationship between components, services, and the different levels of info.  Michael Burnett will draft one up before the next telecon.

· 2 observations about the components/services registration process from M Burnett

· As more items got registered, additional “required” info was needed for the registration.  But some of the required info, such as spatial constraint, doesn’t apply.  Example – what is the spatial constraint for the GCMD?

· Ops capability not considered well.  During the life cycle of the component or service, what happens when the component or service changes/evolves?  Who gets notified and how? 

· Use cases of user functionality needed for various types of users is something that is needed.  The AIP testbeds have SBA groups that have generated use cases around SBAs.  Glenn Rutledge will collect these use cases and send those to the project email list.
· Glenn noted that use of different vocabulary by each organization made interoperability more complicated – always needed to do cross walks between the vocabs used.  Example:  2 different groups used different vocabs for using GRIB.  Is there documentation on which vocabularies need to be standardized or agreements made?   There should be some documentation from the AIP testbeds on the lessons learned or issues raised.  Ken is going to AIP meeting immediately after the telecon so he will ask George Percivall and send any documentation to the project members.
· Tom noted that we need to look at the GEOSS registry from a user’s point of view.  What functionality can the registry support?  What do the users need?  
· Lyn noted that a target/vision architecture is needed so that we can assess where we need to go from the current state to the target state.  The target architecture can be a guide to assess the strengths and weaknesses of the as-is current state.  Ken noted that there is a Con-Ops document for GEOSS.  This may contain a target architecture.  He will get a copy of the document and send to the project members.  We can then see if the con-ops document has a target architecture in there.

· Three types of users identified by Doug Nebert in his May slides on the status of the GCI .  According Doug, the current GCI supports the discovery capability but not decision support or EO use.  

· Users needing discovery capability – what resources are out there for my needs?

· Users needing decision support capability

· Users needing EO questions answered.

· However, Lyn disagrees with Doug about the GCI supporting discovery.  Lola will describe the GCMD functionality in 1-2 pages and send to him.  Then he and Tom will describe the functionality needed for the 3 types of users (discovery, decision, support, & EO).   At the next telecon, we can compare this with any architecture in the con-ops (from GEO)  and also the data-domain model document from Michael.
· Ken noted that the full scope of this WGISS project will take a look at the registry contents and do an assessment, will help develop the GCI and provide inputs to the AIP testbeds, and also will identify some ops procedures needed.  Thus, instead of being just an input to the GEO DA-09-01b task, we will be providing inputs to the Architecture & Data committee.  Should our name reflect that?  Ken will provide a candidate name for the WGISS project via email.  Courtney can then use that for the email list.

· We need a project website to collect the documents/working papers & notes for this project.  All the WGISS members will need write access.  Yonsook will talk to Courtney about establishing one.

· We plan to have monthly telecons.  After the next telecon, we will probably move the telecons to Wednesdays at 12:00GMT (starting in August).   We will revisit monthly telecon dates at the next telecon.
· We will have an email list as soon as we finalize on the name of the project.  


Notes from the WGISS DMPH Project Telecon

July 9, 2009  8am ET

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Michael Burnett,  Lyn Oleson, Lola Olsen, Karen Moe, Martin Yapur

Next Telecon:  Wed or Thurs August 5 or 6  at 12:00 GMT (8am US ET)

Action Items:

· July 16 – yonsook will send email to wadc email list and ask which day of week is best for telecons

· July 16 – Lola will send 2 pages describing the GCMD functionality to Lyn Oleson

· July 16 – Michael Burnett – draft data domain model clarifying relationship between components, services, and the different levels of info – send to the project email list

· July 30 – Karen will ask SERVIR project for functional description of their system and send the documentation to the wadc email list.

· July 30 – Ken will ask George P about documented lessons learned from AIP2.

· July 30 – Lynn will send a description of functionality needed in GEOSS from a user’s perspective for

· A directory capability

· A decision support capability

· An EO system capability along with the types of questions that the EO system can answer

Discussion:

· New name for this project is “WGISS Architecture and Data Contributions” – WADC – proposed by Ken and accepted by members.  wadc@wgiss.ceos.org  will be our email list.

· Discussion about which day of week is best for team telecons – Wed, Thurs, Mon – order of preference.  Yonsook will poll other people on email list and confirm date of next telecon to be either Aug 5 (Wed) or Aug (6).  Please keep both dates open for now.

· Ken talked to George Percivall and Nadine Alameh about lessons learned from the AIP(s).  The lessons learned should be out in 2 weeks.  Ken will check with them again.

· Michael discussed the data domain model that he will document and send out this week.  We need a data dictionary to define common terms.  Ken suggests that we use the same terms as in the GEOSS Con Ops document so that we speak the same GEOSS language.   Should we include concept of “system” in the data domain model?  Resounding yes from telecon participants.  Michael discussed categories of business, data, service – we will need an ontology at some point.  Do we include data in this diagram?  At what level – to the data type level?  

· What characterizes a decision support system?  A decision support system is a system that people interact with and that represents information in a way that answers a question. Karen noted that SERVIR is a good model for a decision support system.  She will ask the SERVIR people for a functional description of their system and send to the email list.  

· What functions constitutes a directory capability?  Lola noted that a directory capability includes search for collection information, records that are tagged with key word, free text vs normalized search plus keywords.  Multiple types of searches (by source, data center, dataset name, keyword, etc). are needed. 

· What functions constitute an earth observation system?  A directory capability;  capability to search by observation (granule) by time, space, processing level, acquisition parameters;  browse (reduced resolution image) c apability;  access to data via ordering or via http/ftp with online data services such as subsetting, format translation, projection transformations, etc;  

· The search by granule – should specify a collection name or not?  The collection name can be specified by system (in case directed to one database or has “dependent valids” functionality) or specified by user.  Not practical to search across all GEOSS inventories for granules without specifying a collection name.

· What characterizes a decision support system?  A decision support system is a system that people interact with and that represents information in a way that answers a question. Karen noted that SERVIR is a good model for a decision support system.  She will ask the SERVIR people for a functional description of their system and send to the email list.  

· From a user’s perspective, a decision support system provides authorization or pre-certification for users using the system;  bundling together of sensors, data, and models;  user accesses the bundle and tailors it for his region or time of interest .  Decision support system knows certain relationships in advance – and the bundling of the sensors, data, and models done in advance.

·  What is the difference between prediction systems that produce model outputs based on time & fact and sensors that produce data based on seek & request and data acquisition request?  Only difference between observation and model data – users interact with the system during a model run.  

· Discovery of types – directory search;  discovery of instances – granule search


Notes from the WGISS DMPH Project Telecon

August 5, 2009  12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Michael Burnett,  Lyn Oleson, Lola Olsen, Martin Yapur, Lewis McCulloch, Satoko Miura

Next Telecon:  Wed August 19th at 12:00 GMT (8am US ET)

Action Items:

· Aug 12– Karen will ask SERVIR project for functional description of their system and send the documentation to the wadc email list.

· Aug 12 – Michael Burnett will send revised data domain model to the wadc email list, using terminology from the GCI Conops document

· Aug 12 – Lyn Oleson will send revised functional description of an EO system

· Aug 12 – Ken and Yonsook will identify areas for potential WGISS recs 

· Aug 17 – Ken will ask George P about documented lessons learned from AIP2.

Discussion:

· Michael Burnett sent a very rough data domain model to wadc email list on 7/10.  He will revise to complete the diagram and also to use the same terminology as the GCI Conops document

· Lyn Oleson discussed the functionality of a directory capability and an EOsystem – (writeup is copied below).   Distinguished the common search elements for directory search and for inventory search.  

· Yonsook reviewed her discussion with Archie Warnock, developer of the FGDC GEOSS Clearinghouse (email notes of discussion with Archie sent on 8/3).  There are 3 clearinghouses (Compusult, ESRI, FGDC) and 3 Geo Portals (Compusult, ESRI, ESA).  Only common search element set is the OGC common queryables identified in the CSW 2.0.2 spec (copied below).

· Ken discussed Liping’s slides that Liping discussed at the DA-09-01b telecon last week.  Liping gave information about the GCI registry contents – what kinds of entries are there.  Ken noted that majority of the components registered do *NOT* register an associated service – this is due to many of the registered components being project/agency websites.  Liping’s slides can be used as background information for our use.  We can also ask Liping specific questions.   

· Lewis noted that the stats of registry contents are over *ALL* the registry contents, not just the approved entries.  Some entries are not approved because they had faulty info, were obsolete by more recent entries, etc.  He has asked Liping to revise the stats to cover only the approved entries and will make that info available to the wadc email list.

· Team needs at least additional telecons before the next WGISS meeting.  We need to identify areas where WGISS can make some recs, agree on some preliminary recs, and then bring those forward to the WGISS meeting.  Ken and Yonsook will identify the potential areas and discuss them at the next telecon.  We also need to contact additional CEOS agency reps – from Europe, etc. to preview the recs and send comments before the WGISS meeting.

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

OGC Common Queryable attribute set  (from the CSW 2.0.2 spec)

Table 1 — Common queryable elements 
	Name 
	Definition 
	Data type 

	Subject a
	The topic of the content of the resource b
	CharacterString 

	Title a
	A name given to the resource 
	CharacterString 

	Abstract a
	A summary of the content of the resource 
	CharacterString 

	AnyText 
	A target for full-text search of character data types in a catalogue 
	CharacterString 

	Format a
	The physical or digital manifestation of the resource 
	CharacterString 

	Identifier a
	An unique reference to the record within the catalogue 
	Identifier 

	Modified c
	Date on which the record was created or updated within the catalogue 
	Date-8601 

	Type a
	The nature or genre of the content of the resource. Type can include general categories, genres or aggregation levels of content. 
	CodeList f

	BoundingBox d
	A bounding box for identifying a geographic area of interest 
	BoundingBox, 
See Table 2

	CRS e
	Geographic Coordinate Reference System (Authority and ID) for the BoundingBox 
	Identifier 

	Association 
	Complete statement of a one-to-one relationship 
	Association, 
See Table 3

	a Names, but not necessarily the identical definition, are derived from the Dublin Core Metadata Element Set, version 1.1:ISO Standard 15836-2003 (February 2003) 
b Typically, a Subject will be expressed as keywords, key phrases or classification codes that describe a topic of the resource. Recommended best practice is to select a value from a controlled vocabulary or formal classification scheme. 

c DCMI metadata term <http://dublincore.org/documents/dcmi-terms/>. 

d Same semantics as EX_GeographicBoundingBoxclass in ISO 19115. 

e If not supplied, the BoundingBox CRS is a Geographic CRS with the Greenwich prime meridian. 

f A “CodeList” is a CharacterString taken from an authoritative list of CharacterStrings or Identifiers. The authority may optionally be 


Functional Characteristics of EO Information and Access Systems

Draft, 8/4/09

EO Data Directory or Clearinghouse

· Provides access to metadata directories of multidisciplinary information on scientific data

· Provides discovery and data access links to data collections or data sets
· Goal is to permit rapid and efficient identification, location, and overview information on Earth science data collections
· Supports data collections discovery via the following parameters

· Data Centers

· Projects

· Science Keywords

· Platforms/Instruments

· Locations

· Data Resolution

· Spatial/Temporal 

· Freetext

EO Granule or Item-level Discovery and Access

· Provides functions to query and select individual data granules from data collections or data sets for offline product delivery or direct access or download

· Data granule query and selection parameters include:

· Data set name 

· Date of acquisition 

· Time of acquisition 

· Geographic location

· Point

· Bounding rectangle 

· Polygon

· Geographic place name

· Provide ability to employ data set unique selections parameters such as cloud cover, resolutions, and product options

· Provides graphical aids or data browse, reduced resolution visualization aids to assist and enhance granule selection


Notes from the WGISS DMPH Project Telecon

August 19, 2009  12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Michael Burnett,  Lyn Oleson, Lola Olsen, Martin Yapur,  Satoko Miura, Karen Moe

Next Telecon:  Wed Sept 9th at 12:00 GMT (8am US ET)

Action Items:

· Aug 28 - Michael & Karen to discuss decision support systems and Michael will send a functional description of a decision support system to the email list.

Discussion:

· An EO Clearinghouse that distributes inventory searches to key CEOS agency inventory systems is something that is needed.  Ken is planning on funding that.  Ken will talk about it at the next WADC telecon.

· Michael Burnett discussed the data domain model.  He sent out a revised version on Monday, using terminology from the GEO documents.   In order to key in the data domain model to the parts needed to describe an EO system, he will take a look at the CIP documentation on the WGISS website, in the documents section.  The CIP documents have a data domain model in them.

· Karen Moe discussed the info she got from the SERVIR system development lead, Jackie Kendall.  She sent the slides out in email to the list on Tuesday.  SERVIR supports the building of decision support systems by offering a suite of tools.  By bundling the desired tools and the desired data, a new decision support system can be put together very quickly.  The decision support system profile can be described as data and service chain. Michael will talk to Karen about decision support systems and SERVIR and send out email afterwards that describes the key functionality of a decision support system.

· Satoko discussed the email she sent to the WADC email list about one of her colleague’s user experience using all three GEO portals.  The portals are difficult for the user to use, get different results back, the portals use different terminology to describe same functions, etc.  

· Yonsook discussed  what recs that the WADC will make to WGISS to discuss as WGISS recs. 

(Rec 1 ) :  Data collections discovery via the following parameters
· Data Centers 
· Projects 
· Science Keywords 
· Platforms/Instruments 
· Locations 
· Data Resolution 
· Spatial/Temporal 

· Freetext 
         (Rec 2) :  Data granule/product search and selection parameters include:

· Data set name 

· Date of acquisition 

· Time of acquisition 

· Geographic location  (point, bounding rectangle, polygon, geographic place name)
(((((((Provide ability to employ data set unique selections parameters such as cloud cover, resolutions, and product options
(((((((Provides graphical aids or data browse, reduced resolution visualization aids to assist and enhance granule selection

· For the inventory search recommendation, we need to take a look at the CIP mandatory supported search elements and check if they are listed above.

(Rec 3) – EO Clearinghouse that will be the search distribution point for inventory searches to CEOS agency inventory systems.  

· If we make the WADC recs to WGISS, then the WGISS recs to GEO, and then Ken implements  the rec 3, the EO Clearinghouse using the WGISS rec for inventory search – the WGISS recs will have much more force behind them.  We will use the WGISS meeting opportunity to get agreement on the WGISS recs and then also get partnerships started for the EO clearinghouse.  We will also need to work with a GEO portal provider – maybe ESA?  -- so that there will be a user interface client that can access the inventories.


Notes from the WGISS Architecture and Data Contributions (WADC) Project telecon

Sept 9 2009  12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Michael Burnett, Lyn Oleson, Lola Olsen, Martin Yapur,  Karen Moe

Next Telecon:  Wed Oct 28th at 12:00 GMT (8am US ET)

Action Items:

· Aug 28 - Michael & Karen to discuss decision support systems and Michael will send a functional description of a decision support system to the email list.

Discussion:

· An EO Clearinghouse that distributes inventory searches to key CEOS agency inventory systems is something that is needed.  Ken is planning on funding that.  Ken will talk about it at the next WADC telecon.

· Michael Burnett discussed the data domain model.  He sent out a revised version on Monday, using terminology from the GEO documents.   In order to key in the data domain model to the parts needed to describe an EO system, he will take a look at the CIP documentation on the WGISS website, in the documents section.  The CIP documents have a data domain model in them.

· Karen Moe discussed the info she got from the SERVIR system development lead, Jackie Kendall.  She sent the slides out in email to the list on Tuesday.  SERVIR supports the building of decision support systems by offering a suite of tools.  By bundling the desired tools and the desired data, a new decision support system can be put together very quickly.  The decision support system profile can be described as data and service chain. Michael will talk to Karen about decision support systems and SERVIR and send out email afterwards that describes the key functionality of a decision support system.

· Satoko discussed the email she sent to the WADC email list about one of her colleague’s user experience using all three GEO portals.  The portals are difficult for the user to use, get different results back, the portals use different terminology to describe same functions, etc.  

· Yonsook discussed  what recs that the WADC will make to WGISS to discuss as WGISS recs. 

(Rec 1 ) :  Data collections discovery via the following parameters
· Data Centers 
· Projects 
· Science Keywords 
· Platforms/Instruments 
· Locations 
· Data Resolution 
· Spatial/Temporal 

· Freetext 
         (Rec 2) :  Data granule/product search and selection parameters include:

· Data set name 

· Date of acquisition 

· Time of acquisition 

· Geographic location  (point, bounding rectangle, polygon, geographic place name)
Provide ability to employ data set unique selections parameters such as cloud cover, resolutions, and product options
Provides graphical aids or data browse, reduced resolution visualization aids to assist and enhance granule selection

· For the inventory search recommendation, we need to take a look at the CIP mandatory supported search elements and check if they are listed above.

(Rec 3) – EO Clearinghouse that will be the search distribution point for inventory searches to CEOS agency inventory systems.  

· If we make the WADC recs to WGISS, then the WGISS recs to GEO, and then Ken implements  the rec 3, the EO Clearinghouse using the WGISS rec for inventory search – the WGISS recs will have much more force behind them.  We will use the WGISS meeting opportunity to get agreement on the WGISS recs and then also get partnerships started for the EO clearinghouse.  We will also need to work with a GEO portal provider – maybe ESA?  -- so that there will be a user interface client that can access the inventories.


Notes from the WGISS Architecture and Data Contributions (WADC) Project telecon

Oct 28,  2009  12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Lyn Oleson, Lola Olsen, Martin Yapur,  Karen Moe, Glenn Rutledge, Wyn Cudlip

Next Telecon:  Wed Dec 2th at 8am US ET – new GMT time because of fall time change!

Action Items:

· Dec 1 – Ken will invite Pier Giorgio (ESA) to designate an HMA rep to the WADC for the development of CWIC

· Dec 1 – Wyn will ask Tom Lancaster about how to get HMA support for CWIC

· Dec 1 – ALL – let yonsook know if you (or someone from your org) can be on the CWIC Design Team!

Discussion:

· All presentations from the WGISS meeting in Pretoria are posted on the WGISS website

· Joint team meeting with GEO Task DA-09-01b (Data, Metadata, and Products Harmonization) with the Data Integration and Analysis Task on Nov 11-12 at the National Academy of Sciences building in DC.   Who is coming to the meeting?  Please Ken know if you are planning to attend this meeting.  Ken reviewed the GEO team meeting draft agenda.  He will send a revised agenda in a few days after he iterates with Rick Lawford.    The initial meeting agenda is copied below.  

· CWIC (CEOS WGISS Integrated Catalog ) – the EO Clearinghouse that will provide directory search through the IDN and a distributed inventory search to WGISS agency systems – want to get started.

· Getting European participation – Ken will contact Pier Giorgio who is the project manager for the HMA system.  Martha is asking for European participation in CWIC at the CEOS Plenary meeting.  Wyn will also ask Tom Lancaster, who is a contractor working on one section of HMA, about how to get HMA support for CWIC

· Data domain model – Burnett plans to keep developing this

· Information model (directory search, inventory search, registry info model) – WADC will need to explore.  Directory search will be the IDN directory search.  Inventory search criteria – we have draft criteria based on past work on CIP, V0, OGC common queryables, and ISO 19115.  We will evolve this after discussion with each WGISS agency system rep.  Registry info model – this will be need to be discussed with the entire WADC group and with the GEO DA-09-01b task.

· Restricted data issues – this is something Satoko brought up at the WGISS meeting.  CWIC needs to be able to support/acknowledge different policies from different agencies.

· Need to identify agencies who will work with WADC to provide inventory search access through CWIC to their systems. 

· Getting started on design – need to establish a design team.   Please let yonsook know if you are able to participate in the design team or who from your organization can. 

----------------------------GEO Team Meeting Draft Agenda-------------------

DRAFT PLAN (October 27, 2009)

Planning Document for the Washington DC GEO Alliances and Harmonization Workshop on November 11 and 12, 2009

Critical Information:  

Dates:  November 11, 12, 2009

Location:  National Academy of Sciences Building

         2100 C St. NW

                   Washington, DC
Objectives:

Alliance Sessions

Specific objectives for the workshop/symposium include:
1) Developing the understanding of what a data alliance is.

2) Introducing representatives of data centres to the opportunities within GEO regarding data alliances
3) Launching one or more experimental data centre alliances.
Outputs:

1) A workshop report that summarizes the potential contributions of different data centres to GEO data centre alliances.  

2) Initiate at least one prototype data centre alliance.

Harmonization Sessions

Workshop Agenda and Structure:

NOVEMBER 11, AM:
Joint Alliance and Harmonization Session

·  Welcome:

· GEO representative

· ADC representative

· USGEO Presentation ( Helen Wood)
· The GEO Data Sharing Principles
· Expectations of the Tasks and the Workshop (RL, TK, KMcD)
· Overview of Data Integration and Analysis System Task 

· Analysis of the Phase I Survey for DA-09-02a and plans for future surveys (Rick Lawford)

· Perspectives on Data Centre Alliances (Toshio Koike)
Break

· Overview of the GEO Harmonization Task (Ken McDonald) 

· WGISS Harmonizaton activities (Yonsook Enloe)

· INSPIRE (Max Craglia)

· Australian Geospatial Interoperability Initiatives (Chris Body) 

· Presentation on SIF (Steve Browdy) 

· Discussion 

· Scope of related GEO Tasks

· Coordination/Collaboration of efforts

Lunch

NOVEMBER 11, PM:

Alliance Session

Presentation on the tools developed by ADC and GEO that can encourage convergence
Breakout groups to discuss the Implementation of Alliances

   Group A: Implementation of Alliances (Possibly to include a recommendation for an alliance)

   Group B: Information needed to enable identify potential alliances

Plenary Reports from the Breakout groups

Discussion

Harmonization Session
Discussion of topics and activities underway

GCI content review 

GEOSS way forward

GEOSS domain model

Metadata standards

Leveraging existing capabilities/initiatives

e.g. INSPIRE, WIS, GOS, GCMD, ECHO, etc.

Discussion of issues

Access restrictions

NOVEMBER 12, AM:

Alliance Session

Presentations on Alliances:

Overview of Data Centres and their plans/potential to contribute to a Data Centre Alliance

· DIAS

· NSIDC

· GOSIC

· NCDC

· NASA

· GRDC

· GENESISI

Break

Discussion: Information required to plan a Data Alliance and plan for a prototype data alliance

Harmonization Session
Development of a task plan for the next year
Lunch

NOVEMBER 12 PM: 

Joint Alliance and Harmonization Session


Notes from the WGISS Architecture and Data Contributions (WADC) Project telecon

Dec 2,  2009  13:00 GMT (8am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Lola Olsen, Martin Yapur,  Wyn Cudlip, Michael Burnett, Satoko Miura, Frank Lindsay, Atushi Kawai

Next Telecon:  Wed Jan 13th at 7am ET (12:00 GMT) – new time!

First telecon for CWIC Design Team – either Jan 20th or Jan 21st at 12:00 GMT (7am ET)

Action Items:

· Jan  13 – ALL – let yonsook know if you (or someone from your org) can be on the CWIC Design Team!

· Jan 13 – Michael Burnett – document 2 or 3 use cases for the CWIC

Discussion:

· Team agreed to change the future telecon times to 12:00 GMT which is 7am ET in  the US.  This will facilitate the JAXA team participation. 

· European participation in CWIC is being worked.  Stefano Nativi is a contractor for the HMA project in ESRIN and the INSPIRE catalog activity at JRC. Yonsook discussed the CWIC activity with Stefano at the SIF workshop on Nov 13th.  Stefano is very interested and initiated discussion with Pier Giorgio and Max Craglia.   Ken will send email to Pier Giorgio Marchetti to invite HMA participation.  Pier Giorgio is the project manager of HMA and located at ESRIN.  Max Craglia is manager at INSPIRE and located at JRC.  
· Satoko noted that Martha did ask at the CEOS Plenary meeting for the European participation in CWIC but no formal action items were imposed on the European team for a response.  

· All presentations from the GEO Joint workshop on Nov 11 & 12 are online at the WADC website.  Good attendance at the workshop.  The Alliance activity is a consortium of data centers.  Rick Lawford took the action to identify at least 2 data centers in the Alliance who will apply Michael Burnett’s data domain model to their data system.  Other joint activities are documented in the meeting notes which will be distributed within a week.

· Michael Burnett presented a new page in his data domain model.  GEOSS users use GCI to discover what’s out there.  GCI is a view on what’s out there.  Then users access the offerings directly instead of through the GCI.  This access model is aligned with SOA.

· CWIC Design Team is expected to kick off activities in late January.  What should be the inputs to the CWIC Design Team?

· Lessons Learned from CIP and other catalog activities

· Document the characteristics of the data provider partners – kind of data, volume of data & metadata, services supported, protocols used for search & access, and current and future access through CWIC

· Document 2 or 3 use cases that define the search and access that we want implemented initially.  Burnett will initiate this activity

· CWIC Design team work

· General architecture of CWIC and how it fits into GEO architecture

· Identify the standards that will be used

· Identify the capabilities of CWIC

· Directory search to IDN

· Distributed inventory search – probably in parallel to multiple partners

· CWIC have any knowledge of which inventories are located where?

· CWIC to do any result set metadata mapping or send as is?

· Results set management & buffering

· Directory search criteria will be the IDN search criteria

· Iterate and finalize inventory search criteria

· CWIC Design Team – participants expected from USGS (1), NOAA (at least 2), JAXA (1), NASA.  European participant is still tbd and being worked.  


Notes from the WGISS Architecture and Data Contributions (WADC) Project telecon

Feb 17, 2010  12:00 GMT (7am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Lola Olsen, Martin Yapur,  Michael Burnett, Satoko Miura, Frank Lindsay, Kengo Aizawa, Karen Moe, Stefan Falke, Lyn Oleson, Atsushi Kawai

Next Telecon:  Wed March 17th at 8am ET (12:00 GMT) 

CWIC Design team kickoff telecon :  Thurs Feb 25 at 12:00 GMT (7am ET)

Discussion:

· Stefan Falke gave a presentation on the AC portal.  The AC portal will release alpha version this spring (around April?) to a limited set of users.  Talk raised the following issues:

· Should AC portal create an atmospheric composition community catalog or can an existing catalog or planned catalog (CWIC) serve that purpose?

· With multiple community catalogs feeding GEOSS, it is inevitable that some data access web services will be registered will be in multiple catalogs.  How is redundancy handled in the GCI?   How are the versioning issues resolved with multiple copies?

· Is formal registration of metadata in catalogs the best approach?  How about just providing public access?

· Yonsook discussed the community portal issue.  WADC is thinking that community portals targeted to specific user communities (ex:  AC portal) should be encouraged.  These community portals would serve a different segment of users than the general purpose GEO portals.  Recommendations to consider:

· All portals should be registered in components/services registry

· The GEO homepage and the GEO Portal page should have information about community specific portals, with a description on the targeted user community and the types of information and data available through the community specific  portals. 

· Ken and Frank provided an update from the GCI Coordinating Team.  GCI Coordinating team is holding its first meeting next week in Geneva.  The focus of the meeting will be to select leadership for the group, define the group TOR, and discuss GCI testing.  Frank is planning to attend.  Ken did talk to Ivan Petiteville about WADC participating in the GCI testing but Ivan had concerns about whether WGISS could support a 5 year activity in terms of resources and long term commitment.  

· Mike Burnett sent the use case survey to the WADC email list.  Lyn Oleson provided some comments already.  Mike will revise in response to Lyn’s comments and resend before the CWIC Design team telecon.

· Yonsook noted that the CWIC design team kickoff telecon is scheduled for Thurs Feb 25th at 12:00 GMT (7am ET).   Reviewed topics for the first CWIC Design team telecon.


Notes from the WGISS Architecture and Data Contributions (WADC) Project telecon

Feb 17, 2010  12:00 GMT (7am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Lola Olsen, Martin Yapur,  Michael Burnett, Satoko Miura, Frank Lindsay, Kengo Aizawa, Karen Moe, Stefan Falke, Lyn Oleson, Atsushi Kawai

Next Telecon:  Wed March 17th at 8am ET (12:00 GMT) 

CWIC Design team kickoff telecon :  Thurs Feb 25 at 12:00 GMT (7am ET)

Discussion:

· Stefan Falke gave a presentation on the AC portal.  The AC portal will release alpha version this spring (around April?) to a limited set of users.  Talk raised the following issues:

· Should AC portal create an atmospheric composition community catalog or can an existing catalog or planned catalog (CWIC) serve that purpose?

· With multiple community catalogs feeding GEOSS, it is inevitable that some data access web services will be registered will be in multiple catalogs.  How is redundancy handled in the GCI?   How are the versioning issues resolved with multiple copies?

· Is formal registration of metadata in catalogs the best approach?  How about just providing public access?

· Yonsook discussed the community portal issue.  WADC is thinking that community portals targeted to specific user communities (ex:  AC portal) should be encouraged.  These community portals would serve a different segment of users than the general purpose GEO portals.  Recommendations to consider:

· All portals should be registered in components/services registry

· The GEO homepage and the GEO Portal page should have information about community specific portals, with a description on the targeted user community and the types of information and data available through the community specific  portals. 

· Ken and Frank provided an update from the GCI Coordinating Team.  GCI Coordinating team is holding its first meeting next week in Geneva.  The focus of the meeting will be to select leadership for the group, define the group TOR, and discuss GCI testing.  Frank is planning to attend.  Ken did talk to Ivan Petiteville about WADC participating in the GCI testing but Ivan had concerns about whether WGISS could support a 5 year activity in terms of resources and long term commitment.  

· Mike Burnett sent the use case survey to the WADC email list.  Lyn Oleson provided some comments already.  Mike will revise in response to Lyn’s comments and resend before the CWIC Design team telecon.

· Yonsook noted that the CWIC design team kickoff telecon is scheduled for Thurs Feb 25th at 12:00 GMT (7am ET).   Reviewed topics for the first CWIC Design team telecon.


Notes from the WGISS Architecture and Data Contributions (WADC) Project telecon

March 17, 2010  12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Lola Olsen, Martin Yapur,  Satoko Miura, Frank Lindsay, Karen Moe,  Lyn Oleson, Wyn Cudlip

Next Telecon:  Wed April 21st at 8am ET (12:00 GMT) 

Action Items:

· April 19 – Wyn will send copy of Catalog Guidelines doc to the WADC email list

· April 19 – Ken will send EOS data pyramid info to the WAD email list 

· April 19 – yonsook will send written  rec about importance of community portals and need to make them more visible to WADC email list for discussion at next telecon.

Discussion:

· Satoko Muira noted that JAXA will not participate in the CWIC prototype.  JAXA’s budget does not allow for this activity.  The contract to Kengo Aizawa’s company was not renewed for the next fiscal year which starts in April.  

· The WADC team needs to recruit additional partners, particularly outside the US, for the CWIC prototype.  Especially important are any international sites with key or important satellite data.   

· Ken discussed the ADC meeting couple weeks ago.  The meeting took place in Buenos Aires.  The meeting was small in terms of the number of attendees but additional people attended via the webex.  The architecture and data tasks gave reports.  Lots of info on the GCI development task and the AIP3 that is ramping up.  The multiple GEO clearinghouses and portals will be reduced to one each.  

· Frank gave status on the GEO Coordination team meeting he attended a few weeks ago.  ESA and INPE are leading the testing.  It’s thought that a single clearinghouse and single portal will be better for GEO branding.  There are no co-chairs yet for the GEO Coordination team.  Ivan Petiteville and the ESA guy are co-chairing.  The GEO Coordination team will generate recommendations for long term GCI operations.

· Martin and Frank attended the OGC meeting the previous week in Frascati.  The AIP kickoff had about 80-90 people attending and well represented by the Europeans.  Rules of engagement and expectations were discussed.  

· Information Model – this is an area where WADC should issue a rec – an information model for satellite data.  What should be included?  What should be excluded?  Directory/inventory hierarchy?  Search criteria for directory;  search criteria for inventory – Is this info in the Catalog Guidelines doc?  Wyn thinks so.   How about the EOS data pyramid?  Explaining how ancillary data, calibration data, and qualify info fits in with satellite data & metadata.  

· Yonsook discussed the community portal issue.  WADC is thinking that community portals targeted to specific user communities (ex:  AC portal) should be encouraged.  These community portals would serve a different segment of users than the general purpose GEO portals.  Recommendations to consider:

· All portals should be registered in components/services registry

· The GEO homepage and the GEO Portal page should have information about community specific portals, with a description on the targeted user community and the types of information and data available through the community specific  portals. 

· Yonsook will provide a written rec for community portals by next telecon.  WADC will discuss and then take the rec to the WGISS meeting for endorsement as WGISS rec.

· Yonsook noted that the CWIC design team kickoff telecon went well.  The CWIC Design team will continue to have their own telecons.  

· May WGISS meeting coming up.  We will need to plan the presentations for the May meeting.  


Notes from the WGISS Architecture and Data Contributions (WADC) Project telecon

April 21, 2010  12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Lola Olsen, Martin Yapur,  Satoko Miura, Frank Lindsay, Lyn Oleson, Wyn Cudlip, Chris Lynnes, Mike Burnett

Next Telecon: 

·  WADC Information Model telecon:  Tues April 27th at 8am ET (12:00 GMT) 

· WADC telecon:  Wed June 16th at 12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Action Items:

· April 23 – Chris will send strawman outline of information model to WADC email list (done)

· May 3 – yonsook to send the community portal rec to the WGISS-all email list for discussion at the WGISS meeting

· May 10 – yonsook to send the search criteria v0.1 to the wgiss-all email list for review and discussion at the WGISS meeting

· May 3 – yonsook to send final agenda for WADC session at WGISS 

Discussion:

· Chris Lynnes discussed how the satellite information model is changing with the advent of web services.  Currently, most data centers have their satellite data organized as dataset and granules (data files).  Each granule contains multiple parameter values over a specified time and space.  But the WCS coverage contains a data file that contains one parameter value over a continuum of space and time.  It’s like subsetting all granules for one parameter value and then putting the subsetted granules back together again at the one parameter value.  It’s a different way of slicing the data.  Satellite data can be modeled in a three layer hierarchy .  But how to define the third layer when it’s sliced orthogonally to the dataset/granule slice?  AC portal is implementing this through 3 layer hierarchy but 2 levels in the catalog.  

· CSW server can return 2 views – (1) return granule id ;  (2) return entry into WCS services that serves the same data

· Chris will send a draft of the strawman outline to the WADC email list by the end of the week.  We will schedule a special topic telecon on Tues Apr 27th to discuss the strawman outline.  The focus of the telecon will be to revise the strawman outline and to make plans to complete the document.  

· The V0.1 WGISS search criteria (for inventory searches) has been reviewed and commented by JAXA, USGS, ECHO, and DLR.  The search criteria was also sent to Stefan Falke (AC Portal) and he promised to review.  He will also send to the AIP participants.  We are also comparing our search criteria with that used by ESA’s HMA project .  Yonsook will send revised search criteria to wgiss-all 2 weeks before the WGISS meeting and discuss during the WADC session.

· Reviewed the written recommendation for higher visibility of community portals that yonsook sent to the email list and made some revision at the telecon.  Yonsook will send this rec to the wgiss-all email list.  We will discuss this rec as a WGISS rec at the WGISS meeting.

· Discussed the draft list of talks for the WADC session at WGISS.  Martin noted that the WADC session will get either 2 hrs or 2.5 hrs.  After the final time allocation is known, Yonsook will finalize the list of talks and time allocations and send to the WADC email list.


Notes from the WGISS Architecture and Data Contributions (WADC) Project telecon

June 16, , 2010  12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Lola Olsen, Martin Yapur,  Lyn Oleson, John Faundeen, Chris Lynnes, Mike Burnett

Next Telecon: 

·  WADC Information Model telecon:  Thurs  July 1 at 8am ET (12:00 GMT) 

· CWIC  telecon:  Tues June 29th  at 12:00 GMT (8am ET)

· WADC telecon:  Wed July 7th at 12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Action Items:

· June 18 – Ken will contact Greg (USGS) to ask him to work with Mike to help define user use cases for data quality (done)

· June 18 – Lola will send the IDN data quality info to the WADC email list (done)

· July 6 – Mike Burnett will send the data quality use cases to the WADC email list

Discussion:

· Ken gave an overview of the OGC meeting that is taking place in Silver Spring, hosted by NOAA that is occurring June 21-25.  Ken gave a talk about WGISS and the activities within WGISS including CWIC at the ESS working group.  He gave the background on CEOS, WGISS and highlighted couple of tasks – WADC/CWIC, portals, and sensor web and the grid projects.  Dan Mandl (NASA) is giving a talk on Friday about the NASA sensor web.  

· Chris Lynnes gave the status on the WGISS Domain Information Model paper.  We are working on  filling out the executive summary and purpose sections of the paper.  What can WADC provide to WGISS for the next WGISS recs at the Sept meeting?  

· How about a recommendation to adopt a common language for directory and inventory.  Say something about the satellite domain is the WGISS domain.  This is how we support it.  Here is an agreement and understanding of the satellite domain.  Bring our credentials to the forum and bring the domain model.  

· Lyn Oleson noted that he is the one who recommended writing 2 separate papers, one to identify the problem and one to provide a recommendation for the problem.  Reconsidering now.  We should consolidate into one paper.  Don’t just bring the problem but bring the rec also.  The rec may not be the full problem solution but can address what parts can be currently addressed with current standards and knowledge.

· Recommendation on common language – definitions in the domain model paper – that would be good.  

· Michael – should we include processing levels definitions in the paper?  The original domain model that he developed had packages.  Expand the usage package?

· Lola reported on DIF’s data quality field.  There is no standard representation for quality.  No controlled keywords for quality.  The DIF quality field is free text.  Data providers describe widely different aspects of data quality.  

· QA4EO – standardize language for quality?

· Chris Lynnes noted that the Land Cover Validation group is working to classify the different validation levels.  

· We need a set of use cases for data quality.  What do people mean when querying for data quality?  End user use case needed.  

· Next WADC telecon – discuss data quality with Greg (from USGS who is part of QA4EO).  Invite Greg to the telecon.  Mike will work with Greg to define the data quality use cases before the next telecon.

· Lola will send to the WADC email list the IDN quality info.  


Notes from the WGISS Architecture and Data Contributions (WADC) Project telecon

July 7, 2010  12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Lola Olsen, Lyn Oleson,  Mike Burnett, Wyn Culip, Greg Stensas

Next Telecon: 

·  WADC Information Model telecon:  Tues Aug 17th at 12:00 GMT (8am ET)

· WADC telecon:  Wed Aug 18th at 12:00 GMT (8am ET)

· CWIC  telecon:  Wed July 21st  at 12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Action Items:

· July 9– Lola will identify POC for IDN interface 

· July 23 – Lola will send current info on IDN fields mapped to ISO even if the mapping is not completed

· Aug 9  – Greg Stensas will identify data quality use case content in LSI and AC areas and give that info to Mike Burnett

· Aug 9 – Lyn Oleson will send edited Info model paper to the WADC email list.  Will include description of the new WGS (Web Granule Service) for data access after a CSW search.

· Aug 17 – Mike Burnett will send the data quality use cases to the WADC email list

Discussion:

· Greg Stensas (WGCV & USGS) joined the telecon to discuss the data quality and QA4EO work that he has been involved in and to discuss how WADC can support the data quality work. 

· QA4EO has guidelines for assessing data quality.  It’s a framework kind of document.  What are the methodologies for creating data quality information?  QA4EO is planning a data quality workshop in April 2011 in UK.    Looking at case studies for data quality maturity in the SBA areas.  GEO and QA4EO implementation group, led by the GEO secretariat – SBA leads to pull together the use cases that should be presented.  

· How about looking at how data quality is assessed in the LSI and AC areas since WGISS is supporting the building of portals for these 2 virtual constellations?  Greg agreed that that the LSI and AC areas would be good areas to target in the discussion of data quality with WADC.

· Info model paper discussion – Lyn Oleson will add description in the info model paper that describe the WGS service, and add any other text and send that to the WADC email list by August 9th.  


Notes from the WADC Info Model telecon

Aug 24, 2010  12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Attendees:  Yonsook Enloe, Ken McDonald, Martin Yapur, Lola Olsen, Mike Burnett, Chris Lynnes, Martin Yapur,  Lyn Oleson

Next Telecon

· Info Model telecon:  Wed Sept 8th at 12:00 GMT (8am ET)

· CWIC  telecon:  Thursday Sept 9th  at 12:00 GMT (8am ET)

Action Items:

· Aug 25 – Chris Lynnes will provide new draft of info model paper with OPeNDAP included as an access mechanism  (done!)

· Sept 7– Michael Burnett will provide new draft of the Info Model paper

Discussion:

· Recommendations for data access should be written per processing level of product and not by the access mechanism.  Have rec for Level 1 & 2 processed products; and have separate rec for Level 3 & 4 processed product.

· Include OPeNDAP as an access mechanism (Chris will send rewrite to include that)

· Audience for the info model paper is first WGISS (partners will find the recs per processed product type useful) and then for GEO (to describe satellite data and the complexities and issues associated with their access).


