CMR Project Meeting Notes
Feb 5, 2019

Attendees:  Valerie Dixon,  Steve Berrick, Chris Lynnes, Yonsook Enloe, Allan Doyle, Tyler Stevens, Michael Morahan, Elli Pauli, Alicia Aleman, Erich Reiter, Doug Newman, Scott Ritz

[bookmark: _GoBack]Next telecon:  Next CMR Project tag-up – Tues March 5, 2019  9am ET


Discussion:

· Erich reported on the status of several UMM documents.  UMM-Services v1.2 draft is out to internal team.  Erich has received comments from staff at LPDAAC and MSFC.  Not sure who notified LPDAAC and MSFC to provide review and comment but he will be responding to these comments.  UMM-Granules 1.5 draft is being worked on.  UMM-Variables 1.4 draft will include the size estimate service and more generic metadata.  
· Erich also provided an update on the shortened targeted review process he is thinking through.  He has a whiteboard drawing of it.  He will provide more concrete documentation as he develops the concept.  
· Valerie provided an update on the CMR User meeting that is scheduled for Monday March 18th.  It will be a full day meeting.  The agenda for this meeting is still in development.  The focus of the meeting will be to provide inputs/challenges for the UMM-S.
· Tyler provided an update to the GCMD Keywords review expected in mid 2019.  The Measurement terms for UMM-Var will be worked in towards the end of PI 19.1 (Jan 28-April 20).  The Web Services Keywords for UMM-S will not be worked until PI 19.2 (April 21-July 13) at the earliest.  Both sets will be ready in June/July 2019.  Since there is not an urgent need for the Measurement Terms for UMM-Var,  the public ESO review of the keywords can be scheduled at that time range.  
· Tyler also discussed the draft Keyword Review and Release Process that he has documented.  He would like ESDIS feedback on that process.
· Michael discussed the DIF 10.2 vs 10.3 versions.  The DIF 10.2 is currently operational.  The DIF 10.3 is scheduled to become operational later in 2019.  The main difference between the 2 versions is that there are new optional fields for Access Constraints and Use Constraints.  If a data provider has metadata info for Use/Access Constraints it  is currently in freetext.  In DIF 10.3, the data provider would have to change their collection record to use the new structured fields.  
· Chris Lynnes noted that we need to limit the impact to international partners for any new versions of the DIF.  Data partners should not have to change their metadata to conform to new versions of the DIF.   There is a general design principle that a non-required field should be backwards compatible or we should handle the change for them.  
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