Enumerations Meeting (2015-04-14)
Attendance
Steve Berrick, Yonsook Enloe, Allan Doyle, Katie Baynes, Elli Pauli, Tyler Stevens, Erich Reiter, Kathy Karr
Meeting Agenda
1. Discussion on what CMR enumerated keywords may need community input (Katie)
1. Proposal for managing enumerations (Tyler)
1. Next steps for keyword document (All)
[bookmark: _GoBack] 
Enumerations
Information taken from: UmmCommon.xsd
https://git.earthdata.nasa.gov/projects/EMFD/repos/unified-metadata-model/browse/collection/1.0
	Name
	Current Documented Values
	Notes/Questions

	Granule_Spatial_Representation
	CARTESIAN
GEODETIC
ORBIT
NO_SPATIAL
	 

	Coordinate_System
	CARTESIAN
GEODETIC
	 

	Role
	DATA CENTER CONTACT
	Should use CI_RoleCode from ISO? Merge with Personnel Role & Organization Type
tc- agree, I do not feel the list is correct as it stands

	Organization Type
	DISTRIBUTOR
ARCHIVER
ORIGINATOR
PROCESSOR
	" "
tc- agree, I do not feel the list is correct as it stands

	Personnel Role
	INVESTIGATOR
METADATA AUTHOR
TECHNICAL CONTACT
	" "
tc- agree, I do not feel the list is correct as it stands

	PlatformTypeEnum
	Not provided
Aircraft, Balloons/Rockets
Earth Observation Satellites
In Situ Land-based Platforms
In Situ Ocean-based Platforms
Interplanetary Spacecraft
Maps/Charts/Photographs
Models/Analyses
Navigation Platforms
Solar/Space Observation Satellites
Space Stations/Manned Spacecraft
	 

	DatasetLanguageEnum
	English
Afrikaans
Arabic
Bosnian
Bulgarian
Chinese
Croatian
Czech
Danish
Dutch
Estonian
Finnish
French
German
Hebrew
Hungarian
Indonesian
Italian
Japanese
Korean
Latvian
Lithuanian
Norwegian
Polish
Portuguese
Romanian
Russian
Slovak
Spanish
Ukrainian
Vietnamese
	Look to changing this to ISO 639-5 
tc- It was my understanding that we were a subset as the full list was deemed to large and that we should not go beyond the ISO standard (is NASA interested in data sets using other languages? This list should be the list that nasa wants to support, kick it to Andy.)
 
tc- ISO 639-5 looks odd, you sure about -5?

	CollectionDataTypeEnum
	SCIENCE_QUALITY
NEAR_REAL_TIME
OTHER
	Potentially adding an "ON DEMAND" type in near term
tc- Done. added "ON_DEMAND". Let me know if it should break local convention and not use the underscore.

	ProductFlagEnum
	DATA_PRODUCT_FILE
INSTRUMENT_ANCILLARY_FILE
SYSTEM/SPACECRAFT_FILE
EXTERNAL_DATA
	Maybe moved into UMM-M as something EMS specific

	DurationUnitEnum
	DAY
MONTH
YEAR
	Not sure where this is used
tc: ECHO 10 defined it, we just moved it in: /DIF/Temporal_Coverage/Periodic_DateTime

	SpatialCoverageTypeEnum
	Horizontal
HorizontalVertical
Orbit
Vertical
Horizon&amp;Vert
	 

	PhoneTypeEnum
	Direct Line
Primary
Telephone
Fax
Mobile
Modem
TDD/TTY Phone
U.S. toll free
Other
	Is this mapped to ISO in anyway? How is this captured in current DIF -> ISO translation
tc- if ISO has a list we should use that, I think the list is made up based on apparent ECHO data, DIF only needs "Fax" and "Phone" but we can have our translator map to anything. Please suggest better list.

	MetadataAssociationTypeEnum
	Dependent
Input
Science Associated
	ISO mappings may capture some of this information (e.g. Input association is mapped to Lineage)
tc: have link on more info?

	PrivateEnum
	True
False
	xs:boolean?
This should be done via ACLs, not Enum
tc: ACL, no, it's not access, this field could be renamed as "ready for public use" or "can be included in searches" or something like that. I'm suggesting renaming the field.
tc: with regards to xs:boolean: I know right, I suggested that, but the coords like the enum better because they were thinking of changing the values to represent the status of the metadata, something like "in-review" and then "ready for publication". I can switch back, maybe they don't care any more.

	MetadataVersionEnum
	VERSION 9.8.1
VERSION 9.8.2
VERSION 9.8.2.2
VERSION 9.8.3
VERSION 9.8.4
VERSION 9.9.3
VERSION 10.1
	currently using DIF specific values

	ProductLevelIdEnum
	Not provided
Level 0
Level 1
Level 1A
Level 1B
Level 1T
Level 2
Level 2G
Level 2P
Level 3
Level 4
Level NA
	Change name to Processing Level?
"Level NA" vs "N/A" ?
Controlled Vocabulary might allow descriptions
 
tc: Since we already have a product flag, having a product level is confusing. Documentation seams to go both ways, I'm going with the suggestion and renaming field to Processing Level in dif 10.2. Not checked in yet so raise alarm if people don't like this.
tc: dropping level, sure, I'm up for that, seams redundant.
tc: it is a controlled vocabulary but exported to xsd (conceptually). Coords are trying to describe that process, the Time To Live of these values is pretty long in that they don't change that often making them a good candidate for advertising in the schema. Obviously if we have such a well defined list so close to the authors then the developers might actually be able to add code at all/any layers of the metadata handling process. We (GCMD) want this value in the system to help shape the refinement opportunities that can arise from knowing with certainty what the processing level is at all stages of the metadata life cycle. It is our hope that we would be able to say such things as "as a user I would like to only view easy to use data curated in one portal."
tc: please please keep the list in alphabetical sort order so I can decided that 2P>2G because the alphabet says so. I don't want to see 2W>2Z.

	DatasetProgressEnum
	PLANNED
IN WORK
COMPLETE
	 

	DisplayableTextEnum
	text/plain
text/markdown
	is this an attribute, UMM-C mapping
tc: it is an attribute

	PersistentIdentifierEnum
	DOI
ARK
	 

	DateBoundEnum
	Not provided
unknown
present
unbounded
future
	usage is unclear, UMM-C mapping?
tc: that is so true. I really want help here. I think we can do something great to define NRT and open ended projects dates here. From a code point of view I want to know that a date is not fixed instead of not known.


 
Open questions.
1. When should GCMD publish a new Scheme addressing issues from this table? Currently not scheduled to push any changes for 6 months (now almost 5). However we are open to pushing sooner if requested by the rest of CMR.
1. need standard convention on case. Currently mixed usage. 
1. Should we drop underscores in all cases.
1. Adopt camel case or just lower case where it makes since?
Actions/Decisions
	 
	Action/Decision
	Due Date
	Responsible Person
	Status

	1
	ProductLevel to be changed to ProcessingLevel
	 
	Kathleen Baynes
	 

	2
	Update keyword document to remove detailed reference to enumerations
	 
	Tyler Stevens
	Done

	3
	Initiate internal Jama review of keyword document (5 day review)
	 
	Tyler Stevens
	Done



