IDEA Center Tsunami Use Case Kickoff Meeting NOTES 4/23/08
Attendees (partial list): NDBC – Richard Bouchard, Steve Collins, NGDC – Kelly Stroker, Susan McLean, CO-OPS – Natalia Donoho, IDEA – Uday Kari, John Marra, SAIC – John Winship, Lee Napravnik

Meeting Notes:

1) There is a strong need for the data flows (client/server, publish/subscribe) to be automated to as great an extent as possible.  This was mentioned several times and will be worked in as a key part of the design.  (as much as possible)

2) NGDC expressed a desire to be able to obtain information about an event, as opposed to just grabbing data over a time slice.  More information on this will be retrieved during the data gathering and requirements analysis.

3) NDBC currently just publishes all data, and it is up to the client side to parse out the actual data they need. Mechanisms to pick and choose data items need to be put into place.
4) Ability to manipulate data on the client side was raised as an issue of importance.  However, given limited time and budget, we are focusing on the base case of “Level 0 to Level 0” data transfer right now.

5) A direct connection into NDBC database is not feasible for a number of technical and security based reasons.  To that end, most data gathering may occur directly from the web pages.  This is a notional design idea at this time.

6) False and non-seismic events were brought up and discussed as an issue.  I believe the discussion was tabled for the moment until NDBC had a chance to look further into how they handle these.

7) Desire to keep the specs “open” and if possible, allow for PTWC and ATWC (specifically) fields within any schemas we set up.  When possible and impact is small, this will be done, however the focus must remain on NDBC to NGDC.  If the architecture is developed as an open spec, expanding to include other data needs should not be an issue.

8) NGDC stated that they are already accepting XML from a variety of sources, including a scripted download from and OAI(?) server.  This needs examined as a possible method to get data into NGDC.

9) Participants agreed, at a general level, that they are able to support this task over the next few months.

10) We are talking about a distributed horizontal integration system, specifically an Enterprise Service Bus (ESB or just "bus") type of product.  As such, the development, testing and deployment of some (or all) elements the bus may be hosted either at NGDC, NDBC or IDEA or any combination of servers.  The components of the ESB will eventually be distributed according technical and security constraints.  This may result in zero components being deployed at NGDC or NDBC, meaning we just work on “wrappers” to what is already being exposed at NDBC (screen scraping, FTP pull etc), and use the existing "pipeline" mechanism to consume at NGDC end, with the ESB facilitating the publish/subscribe messaging mechanism.  In case, we are going to extend legacy or install new software, we have at least three other options A) work on-site B) work off-site with VPN C) work completely off-site and deliver code.  The team felt options B& C would be non-starters, but perhaps something to be clarified with respective IT staff during visits.  One thing may want to look at is the NOAA IOOS Program's Data Interchange Format (DIF) initiative. NGDC is participating in that and perhaps we can garner support for your effort from the NOAA IOOS Program, if it turns out useful for this effort.
Action Items:

1) Uday is to look into setting up a central repository/site where we can keep documents, notes, etc.  Probably be operational mid-May or later.  Until then the documents repository is http://www.sealevelstations.org/usecase.php
2) Lee is to start coordinating visits to support data gathering and requirements definition.  NGDC is intended to be the first site visited to gather their requirements and desired data.

