M-DUC MEETING NOTES

August 23, 1999

Attendees:  Dave Caress, Duane Edgington, Gernot Friederich, Bill Kirkwood, Jenny Paduan, Kim Reisenbichler

1. Proposal Results that effect core data

a. The Tiburon INS and multibeam sonar proposals were not approved so M-DUC will not need to factor navigation improvements for Tiburon into the core data plans.

b. Solid State analyzer - design review being held

c. VIMS - There are concerns among M-DUC members regarding a perceived lack of user input to the VIMS development project. In particular, M-DUC fears that there may still be a  push to provide a real-time, at-sea annotation system. Currently, VICKI is used mostly to mark events and take frame grabs.  Some of the users do not use it because it is not tailored to all users.  As a general-purpose tool, it is probably not sufficient.  There needs to some clarification if the goal is to have the outline version at sea.  Bill K. thought that the requirements need to be reviewed by the users. A design review will be held on August 24, but has not been adequately publicized.  Duane will represent M-DUC at the meeting.  Bill K. suggested having another major requirements review when more science staff can attend.  Dave Caress will let Connor and Nancy J. know M-DUCs concerns.

2. pH Sensor on Ventana

Ed Peltzer had a request to add a pH sensor to Ventana.  Currently, there isn't an easy way to do this.  The only reasonable solution right now is to disconnect the transmissometer and have the pH sensor plugged in its place.  This will cause a ripple effect.  Data being received for the pH sensor will not have the same values at the transmissometer.  The data entering the database will not be correct and there is no current way to flag this data.  The group will suggest to Ed Peltzer that he discuss this request with Mike McCann to see if an IAG support person is available to handle this situation.  

3.
Question:  Is a chief scientist obligated to collect core data even if it is irrelevant to his/her science?

Yes, because core data has been designated as high priority for the institute as a whole.  Changes to normal operational configurations that impact core data streams are possible, but must be reviewed and approved by M-DUC and management. The particular issue of swapping out core sensors (e.g. transmissometer) for other sensors on Ventana would be easier to handle if the ROV and ship configuration could be easily altered to produce data with zero

transmissometer values and to put the new sensor values into an usually unpopulated.column. Solving this problem will require IAG involvement.

4. 
Question:  How do you handle core data streams when dealing with problems at sea? 

You handle things according to your best judgement, as a reasonable person. Just remember that core data streams are an institutional priority.

5. 
Director's statement

Six data streams tagged as being core went to the science staff to approve.  So far, Dave Caress has only received one response.  It looks like the ship and ROV navigation and ship and ROV CTD will fall in the core data stream category.  There is a question on outline annotation and the sample archiving.

3. Core Data Management Plans

Dave Caress and Gernot Friederich will be taking care of the Navigation and CTD data stream management plans, respectively.

4. Moorings - MUC

The MUC have determined that the mooring data streams should continue to be supported under existing projects for at least another year. Thus, MDUC does not need to consider the mooring data streams for core status in the near term. Chris Scholin has asked the M-DUC consider possible core status for a mooring configuration database. This dataset is sorely needed but does not exist, at least in a form accessible to most mooring users. M-DUC thinks that a configuration database is clearly needed and that it would reasonably be considered core if other mooring data streams were also designated core.

