M-DUC Meeting Notes

February 14, 2000

Attendees:
Dave Caress, Judy Donaldson, Duane Edgington, Gernot Friederich, Ken Johnson, D.J. Osborne, Keith Raybould, Kim Reisenbichler, Rich Schramm

1.
Introduction

Dave introduced and welcomed D.J. Osborne to the MDUC group.  He will be replacing Drew Gashler as the DMO rep.

2.
Photo Policy

Dave asked that all members please review the Photo policy guidelines distributed by Marcia.

3.
Possible MOU regarding GIS data sharing

Dave noted that he had encouraged ITD to sign off on an MOU regarding sharing of GIS data as part of the Central Coast Joint Data Committee. Gerry Hatcher is active with this group. It ties in with the California Marine Habitat Task Force, and could help us gain access to mapping and other habitat related data from state and local agencies a year or two from now. The MOU contains language objectionable to MBARI, but Connor has indicated she will submit a version including revised language and see what happens.

4.
Mooring Data Streams


The purpose of today’s meeting is to review the list of data streams collected from the equipment on the moorings and recommend which of these streams satisfies the data criteria to be considered core.  Ken Johnson and Francisco Chavez were invited to provide input that may be needed to make these decisions.  First Dave reviewed the procedure for making recommendations (see Core Data Policy; add link here).  Dave would like to complete this review to give enough time for data management plans to be included in the 2001 project proposal cycle.  Currently, we haven’t been through a cycle of a current core data stream experiencing a problem and working through to solve it.  We also have not reviewed any of the data streams except the ROV and Ship navigation.  


The “Likely to be core” list was reviewed first.


Question:  Should we consider data streams across all mooring platforms or establish a core mooring?  It was agreed that we would only consider MBARI-sponsored moorings.


a)
Met data


Question:  Who processes it?  Processing happens as it is brought in from the mooring.  Bob Herlien wrote a program to do this.  The raw data is then stored on Tsunami.  NPS takes this raw data and provides the QC.  NPS is currently a no cost partner included in a proposal that expires at the end of 2000.  Currently the QC data is not keep here.  The current data published to the web is the unprocessed data. There are multiple versions of the data out there that have not been published and they are not easily found.  This loop needs to be closed.  Fred Bahr at NPS is responsible for dumping the corrected data back to the Tsunami file.  There could be some constraints here when the funding stops.

T-string and CTD data are also treated the same way as the met data. We need to consolidate the location of the processed data.  Francisco is working to accomplish this by end of year 2000.  

Question:  Is there a need to keep both sets of data?  After QC processing, we could store the raw data on a CD.  

Question:  Will the new mooring controller change the data streams?  The data will be the same.  If we profile the data it will be done differently.

b)
CTD Surface Data


Question:  Should the fluorometer and transmissivity data be included with this data stream as it is done on the ROV CTD?  These instruments are not stable enough to be considered core.  

Question:  Is it worth separating it out?  Right now it is collected together.  They should be quality controlled.  Suggest putting together a list of mooring core instruments and add in other data sets as they become stable.  We are not there yet.  We should provide a list that could later be considered core.

c)
ADCP


The files are not easily interpreted.  It comes off mooring in binary data and requires a great deal of work.  We are unable to decide in what category this data stream fits.  It is currently only used by physical oceanographers.  This data stream falls into the NPS loop for QC.  A post deployment calibration also needs to be done to the data.  Add this instrument in the “Likely to be core” category.

d)
Mooring Configuration Database


Chris Scholin’s concern is how this database is being handled.  It should not be buried in the other data.  Would like an automated way to track the changing of equipment.  This is required for QC.

e)
PCO2 Sensor


Currently, this data stream does not have  a wide user base.  It also does not require careful watching. The sensor is located on M1 and M2.  The resource for monitoring this data is now included in Gernot’s project, which runs through 2001.  It is currently reaching the stability stage.  Could easily be added in as core

f)
Spectroradiometer


This data stream is not ready to be included as core data.  

g)
GPS


Question:  What is the OPS perspective on this data?  Does this stream need to be archived or just looked at in real time?  D.J. will check with OPS.  This information could be used to track the location of the mooring.  No QC is needed.  This data stream falls into the same class as the ADCP.  The information is processed when it arrives.


h)
Miscellaneous Loose Ends

-
We need to define the effort that NPS is providing and include it in an MOU.  Francisco to provide answer in two weeks.

-
Should we pursue pushing this QC work off to someone else or process it here?  

-
What if NPS falls through?  Can we support this data stream without adding resources?

5.
CTD Data Management Report


Gernot reported that the CTD data is back on track and the data processing backlog is complete.

Preliminary Classification of Mooring Data Streams

Currently meet core data criteria:

· Surface CTD

· T- String

· Met Data

· GPS

· ADCP

· PCO2
Potentially could meet core data criteria in future

· Spectroradiometer

· Transmissiometer

· Flourometer

