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MEDIN DAC WG Meeting 6
11:00-16:00 Thursday 15th June 2017, Uni. Liv. in London, London

	Attending

	Jon Parr (Chair)
	MBA
	Jens Rasmussen (Skype 13:00-16:00)
	Marine Scotland

	Lesley Rickards
	MEDIN
	Dan Lear (Skype)
	DASSH

	Clare Postlethwaite
	MEDIN
	Fraser Cunningham
	Met Office

	Chelsea Bradbury
	Crown Estate
	Louisa Matthews
	ADS

	Mary Mowat
	BGS
	Robin McCandliss (minutes)
	MEDIN

	Apologies

	Peter McKeague
	HES
	Gareth Edwards
	RCAHMW

	Mark Halliwell
	UKHO
	Kay Thorne
	BODC

	Mary Brown
	Cefas
	Paul Henni
	BGS




1) Round table introductions 
The meeting started with everybody introducing themselves.

2) Review actions last meeting

Table 1: Actions from DAC WG meeting on 22nd November 2016

	New actions from DAC WG meeting 22 November 2016

	Action
	Progress

	5.1
	Clare to push Defra about archiving datasets for MSFD
	Ongoing. CP is liaising with Defra (Tarquin Dorrington) for dates for Data Task Group to meet.

	5.2
	DACs to report whether they could archive snapshots of the MSFD data sets with DOIs
	On hold. Need clarity from Data Task Group about exactly what is required.

	5.3
	Add re-accreditation timetable to web-site; Lesley to pass to Hannah
	Ongoing. Info is ready. Hannah will upload when she is back from career break.

	5.4
	Add accreditation information to web site (i.e. dates of accreditation). Lesley to pass details to Hannah 
	Ongoing. LR is finalising INSPIRE table.

	5.5
	Request DACs include INSPIRE compliance information in Annual Reports
	Closed.

	5.6
	DACs asked to report what the financial implications of Brexit are likely to be
	Closed. DAC core funding unlikely to be affected by Brexit, but EU funding streams that DACs have will be hit.

	5.7
	DACs to clarify whether twitter to be included in DAC information on web-site
	Done

	5.8
	Data deposit form (for single and multi-DAC data sets) to go on ‘Submitting data’ section of the web-site
	Done

	5.9
	Advertise Help Desk and data deposit form at workshops and in Marine Data News
	Ongoing. Need to check that it is happening.

	5.10
	Report from MCZ work required from BGS
	Done

	Actions outstanding from earlier DAC WG meetings

	4.1
	Clare to make the Archive data URL field mandatory in UKDMOS.
As of 11/10/16 14/276 have real time URL, 76 have archive URLs. This will be checked again following content update.
	In progress

	4.3
	Pete Edmonds to review the Argyll and Atlantic arrays archive costs and advise whether TCE will provide funds to archive the data in the DACs.
	Overtaken by events, no longer applicable. Closed.

	3.1
	Following Clare/Lesley review, send a template to DACs that lists UKDMOS monitoring programmes; DACs to check list and identify the programmes where DACs should be/are publishing and where other services are publishing.
	Ongoing. Needs LR to check list.

	3.8
	DACs provide input to Hannah Williams to indicating which INSPIRE themes are applicable to their data to include on MEDIN website.
	Ongoing. HES, UKHO, Met office and BODC have provided info.

	3.10
	Jens to attempt to re-engage NI with the FishDAC.
	Closed. On agenda.

	2.3
	Clare to circulate the portal specification and user requirements to the DAC Working Group.
	Done. Gaynor circulated specification for the redevelopment of the MEDIN discovery metadata portal for comments by 19th May before going out to tender.

	2.13
	Hannah to request 4 images from each DAC and give information on the format required. Then to mock up some pages and circulate them before the next meeting.
	Ongoing – Hannah working on pages and will request images when she is sure about the dimensions required.

	2.15
	Clare to arrange an autumn workshop in Scotland with MPA organisations to ensure suitable data management plans are in place. Should involve BGS, DASSH, JNCC, SNH, Marine Scotland, Natural England and any other DACs that are interested.
	In progress – a meeting date is being arranged. Possibly 27th July in Edinburgh.

	2.18
	Clare to speak to JNCC about possibility of them becoming a Bird DAC.
No further progress. Concentrating on litter and noise in 2016/17.
	On hold. Though at last Sponsor’s meeting, JNCC mentioned they may be interested in becoming a Bird DAC.





2.1 Matters arising
2.1.1 UKDMOS
There is confusion about how UKDMOS fits with MEDIN. Gaynor has drafted a simple document to illustrate the relationship. It is being reviewed externally by SEPA and once finalised, will be put on MEDIN website.
Action 6.1: Clare Postlethwaite to ensure UKDMOS/MEDIN document is made available on MEDIN website once finalised.

2.1.2 Minutes last meeting
The minutes for the last meeting (November 2016) are in preparation and have not yet been completed.

3. Review of DAC Work Plan 2016/17
3.1 Deliverables in 2016
Some tasks that were not completed in 2016/17 have been carried forward into 2017/18 (e.g. NI in FishDAC, identifying MSFD datasets to be managed by DACs).
3.2 DAC project reports
· BGS, BODC and DASSH gave a brief presentation on their development projects (Direct Access to Data). These projects mean that MEDIN have achieved its aim to double the number of datasets available within 2 clicks from a MEDIN metadata record.
· BGS, BODC, Cefas updates given on their small data archiving projects. These projects have increased access to data from the aggregates, ports and fishing industries.

3.3 Historical Environment workshop
CP and JP attended a meeting on 23rd March 2017 with the existing Historical Environment DAC members and other interested parties. The meeting was held at DAERI in NI. They reviewed the current status of the DAC and highlighted the benefits of being in MEDIN (e.g. increased visibility, sharing technology expertise).
Department for Communities in Northern Ireland is aspiring to accreditation as a MEDIN DAC and are actively looking at adopting MEDIN processes into their systems. Historic England is not looking for accreditation, but supports MEDIN and makes some of its data available through ADS. There is other data that is not currently archived with ADS, but they are keen to close that loop.
There is no concrete timescale for NI accreditation, but engagement will continue in the form of an annual meeting.

3.4 NI to join FishDAC
On 22nd March, CP and JR attended a meeting with AFBI in NI in order to re-engage them with becoming a FishDAC. AFBI are keen to progress their application for accreditation as a FishDAC and it is hoped that it will be submitted in Q3. They have also increased their sponsorship of MEDIN.
Jens suggested that as Marine Scotland and Cefas are due for re-accreditation this year, it would be good to do the entire FishDAC accreditation as a joint exercise.
Action 6.2: Robin McCandliss, Jens Rasmussen and Mary Brown to liaise regarding FishDAC reaccreditation, to allow for a joint submission in 2017/18. 

3.5 Draft annual report
There was a brief discussion about the metrics we gather for the DAC annual reports. It is recognised that it is not realistic to compare metrics across DACs. The metrics should build on the baseline for each DAC to show growth. However, it is still proving difficult to understand some of the information the DACs provide. For example, the granularity reported can be difficult to determine. It is not clear, for example, if ‘requests for data’ results are showing web page hits or actual downloads. LR asked if we are doing it in the right way, and whether we can improve how we capture and present the DAC metrics.
· JR asked whether we could pull some of the metrics from the MEDIN catalogue - this would cover usage stats but not necessarily new data sets archived.
· CP is reluctant to re-baseline the metrics as the Sponsors are used to what we have and like the graphs showing progress
· For the Historic Environment DAC, it would be worth ADS, HES and RCAHMW agreeing on some figures that would better represent their holdings, or provide a footnote to explain their numbers, as is done for the Met Office.
· If DACs feel that the annual report is not representing their DAC in a good way, then they should report back to LR and RM.
· There is no easy means of separating out the requests to the DACs as MEDIN or as BGS/BODC/DASSH etc. This is fine as long as we are explicit about it.
Action 6.3: Lesley Rickards to initiate an email discussion to redefine/clarify the metrics we report for the DACs, to ask for what web tools different DACs are using to pull out their stats (e.g. google analytics etc.), and to report back at next DAC WG meeting.

3.6 DAC INSPIRE compliance
LR is checking with each DAC to see if the INSPIRE compliance table is up to date. UKHO data is fully compliant. There is a range of compliance and question marks across the other DACs.
Action 6.4: Fraser Cunningham (Met Office) and Louisa Matthews (ADS) to check whether any their data comes under INSPIRE.
Action 6.5: Lesley Rickards to add a column for clarifications and ask all DACs to update the table along with explanations in the clarifications column.

4. DAC network status
4.1 Update from DACs
The DACs gave a brief verbal update on latest progress. Points of note:
· Mark Halliwell will be changing roles in UKHO and will no longer be on the DAC Working Group. UKHO are planning to continue to have active involvement.
· BGS have been archiving backscatter data from bathymetry survey data archived at UKHO. There is a need to clarify where the resource locator for the data points to.
· Any new data archived at DASSH will be issued a DOI.
Action 6.6: Mary Mowat to consult with UKHO about where resource locators in the MEDIN catalogue should point to for data that are held both at BGS and UKHO.

4.2 DAC accreditation process
There was discussion about the MEDIN accreditation process for DACs. It can be difficult to get reviewers to assess the reaccreditation forms. The MEDIN process is similar to other external accreditation processes, e.g. Data Seal of Approval (DSA) and the ICSU World Data System (WDS) regular membership. Both the DSA and WDS accreditations are at a core or foundation level and the accreditation form takes around 24-48 hours to complete, over a period of a month as several people from within the data centres or repositories are involved in the process.
Over the last few years WDS and DSA have worked together (as a working group of the Research Data Alliance) to produce a set of common requirements (and procedures) for Core (basic / foundation) level certification. The RDA accepted the recommendations of the DSA/WDS Working Group, and the two organisations have worked together to merge the two schemes under a new name—CoreTrustSeal: Repositories requirements and procedures—administered by a cooperative CoreTrustSeal Board. Further information from: https://www.coretrustseal.org/about/.
The CoreTrustSeal Board model is designed such that it is extensible to wider certification efforts. For instance, a global framework for repository certification that moves from the core to the extended (nestor-Seal DIN 31644), to the formal (ISO 16363) level but that could equally be applied to other standards, specifications, and best practices, such as the FAIR data principles.
Additionally, the recommendations of the RDA WG, together with the outputs of 4 other RDA WGs have been put forward as ICT specifications. Regulation 1025/2012 on European standardisation lays down a procedure for the identification of ICT technical specifications which are not issued by European, International or national standardisation organisations that could be referenced in public procurement acts by public authorities, provided that these ICT specifications, proposed by the Commission or by Member States, comply with the requirements set by Annex II of the same Regulation.
The DACs felt that there were benefits in have the DACs externally accredited, as it is more widely recognised, there is a greater pool of reviewers available and there is no financial cost to consider (other than staff time to prepare the application, which should be a lot more than the MEDIN process requires). The ‘core’ DAC requirements could be accredited in this way, but there would still be a need for the MEDIN-specific elements to be covered.
The DACs agreed that adopting a different accreditation scheme is something that could form part of the next MEDIN Business Plan (beyond 2019).
Action 6.7: Clare Postlethwaite to include adoption of wider accreditation scheme for DACs in next MEDIN Business Plan.

5. Review of Work Plan 2017/18
One of the Sponsors has commented that the DAC work plan is dull and needs to demonstrate more activity. 
Action 6.8: Jon Parr to look at DAC Work Plan 2017/18 and update with terms that give it more zing.
5. 1 future work plans
The current Business Plan is very ‘top down’ driven, and the DACs have little involvement in what goes into it. CP would like the DACs to be more involved in developing future Business Plan. She asked the DACs to come to the next DAC meeting with ideas about how they would like the next Business Plan to be structured, what they want the DACs to be achieving. We will include a session on business plan development at the next meeting.
Action 6.9: Robin McCandliss to add business plan development into next DAC agenda

5.2 KPIs
The DACs reviewed the KPIs for 2017/18 (some of which are out of date and need updating). Suggested adding: 
· Fill in a geographical gap in the DAC network by accrediting a DAC.
· Make guidance available on the MEDIN website for DOIs in the marine domain.
· Evaluation of openness of DAC data on 5-star rating.

5.3 Timeline for small data archiving projects
Similar funding is available for small projects in this FY. CP will put out a call for projects next week. The emphasis will be on improving systems and links to industry data rather than just archiving data. Proposals deadline is mid-July.
Action 6.10: Clare Postlethwaite to put out call for small projects by 23rd June.

6. Promoting the DAC Network – web pages review
The web page for the DACs on the MEDIN website (http://www.oceannet.org/data_submission/) is in need of updating. There is a nice wheel diagram illustrating the DACs, but there is a lot of other text underneath (e.g. guidance for depositors, information about past data archiving projects) that would be better on a separate page with some pictures to make it appear more interesting. The sponsors have approved funding (£15k) to rehash the MEDIN web site this year.
Action 6.11: DACs to feed ideas for improving the MEDIN DAC web pages to CP/LR/RM.

7. Coordinated data archiving
7.1 EMODnet update
LR gave a presentation on the EMODnet ingestion project.
· Involves a network of European organisations
· Working to common standards, data freely available and interoperable.
· UK participation in
· Bathymetry – UKHO, OceanWise, BODC
· Biology – DASSH, SAHFOS and others
· Geology – BGS
· Physics – BODC
· Seabed habitats – JNCC
· Human activities – sparse UK data
BGS have fed MEDIN guidelines into EMODnet for countries that are not as advanced in geological data ingestion, a nice example of MEDIN providing guidance to the wider community.
Action 6.12: Clare Postlethwaite to add this international use of MEDIN data guidelines by EMODnet to annual report.

7.2 Update on TCE Renewable Round 3 data
Offshore renewables data continues to go to TCE. There is good evidence that the industry is making use of the data (~50% of the data downloaded is for use by the offshore industry).
Crown Estate Scotland (CES) is now a separate entity from The Crown Estate. CP is in touch with CES, who are keen on data sharing, but it is not the top priority right now.
TCE assessed their options for the future of MDE last year and have decided to continue to manage it. There is a need to ensure that data being made available via MDE and the MEDIN DACs does not appear in MEDIN twice, e.g. the Tarmac project scans.
Action 6.13: Mary Mowat and Chelsea Bradbury to liaise to identify data sets that are present via TCE and BGS and ensure that it does not appear in MEDIN catalogue twice.

7.3 Pilot of coordinated approach to multidisciplinary data 
The MEDIN Helpdesk has not had any submissions to report on. Need to ensure the guidance is advertised (covered under existing Action 5.9). 

7.4 The Crown Estate Small Works Consents data
TCE is reviewing the seabed survey licence process. They are considering whether MDE should be the first port of call and then push it to a DAC. Because TCE charges for the licence, they would normally take the data free of charge. The DACs would require funds to archive the data.
There is currently a clause in the licence to say that if MEDIN approaches them for the data to be archived in a DAC, then they should supply it.
MEDIN would like an up to date list of the small works consents in order to identify whether there is anything that should be archived at a MEDIN DAC. However, CB noted that the list needs to be generated and is unlikely to happen in the next 6 months.
Action 6.14: Chelsea Bradbury to update on progress with generating list of small consents works for MEDIN at next DAC WG meeting.

7.5 MCZ
The report was in Paper P7. For metadata records it was agreed at the MCZ workshop, December 2016 that the Cefas metadata record for each MCZ site would provide links to the relevant data at DASSH, BGS and UKHO.  BGS hold a copy of the data bundle “as supplied” and can distribute this on request. The MEDIN helpdesk at DASSH will be the contact point for users requiring a subset of the data from an MCZ site.

8. DAC Data Access Services
8.1 Metadata quality check
A check of readability and understandability of MEDIN metadata was carried out by the core team in March 2017. The overall results were presented at the meeting and each DAC will receive an individual report. It is hoped that the DACs will come to the next DAC meeting reporting on improvements carried out (though it was pointed out that this may not be possible for data sets with DOIs as the record needs to be permanent).
The exercise will be repeated on an annual basis. It may be extended to check the actual data linked to the record, ensuring it is the right data set and is adequately described.

8.2 Licence for industry data
MEDIN does not currently have a position on licences for industry data, i.e. there is no particular recommended licence. The DAC WG agreed that it would be useful to collate information about the licences that DACs currently use for industry data.
Action 6.15: Louisa Matthews to collate information on what licences the DACs use for industry data.

8.3 Codefest
There will be another MEDIN codefest, which will be associated with the mega meeting in Q3. Suggestions included:
· How to use DOIs to harmonise access to data
· Showcase the UKDMOS interface to link to data from MSFD.
It was suggested to open it up to MEDIN partners and other interested groups.

9. AOB
9.1 Helpdesk feedback
JR reported that during recent redevelopment of Marine Scotland metadata catalogue, he had technical questions and was impressed by the quick and competent replies received back from the help desk.
9.2 Mega meeting 
Mega meeting – looking to hold it in Q3 in Scotland.
Action 6.16: Clare Postlethwaite to arrange dates for MEDIN mega meeting in Q3.

ACTION LIST
New actions from DAC WG meeting 15th June 2017
	Action
	Progress

	6.1
	Clare Postlethwaite to ensure UKDMOS/MEDIN document is made available on MEDIN website once finalised.

	

	6.2
	Robin McCandliss, Jens Rasmussen and Mary Brown to liaise regarding FishDAC reaccreditation, to allow for a joint submission in 2017/18. 

	Done

	6.3
	Lesley Rickards to initiate an email discussion to redefine/clarify the metrics we report for the DACs, to ask for what web tools different DACs are using to pull out their stats (e.g. Google analytics etc.), and to report back at next DAC WG meeting.
	

	6.4
	Fraser Cunningham (Met Office) and Louisa Matthews (ADS) to check whether any their data comes under INSPIRE.
	

	6.5
	Lesley Rickards to add a column for clarifications and ask all DACs to update the table along with explanations in the clarifications column.
	

	6.6
	Mary Mowat to consult with UKHO about where resource locators in the MEDIN catalogue should point to for data that are held both at BGS and UKHO.
	

	6.7
	Clare Postlethwaite to include adoption of wider accreditation scheme for DACs in next MEDIN Business Plan.
	

	6.8
	Jon Parr to look at DAC Work Plan 2017/18 and update with terms that give it more zing.
	Done

	6.9
	Robin McCandliss to add business plan development into next DAC agenda
	Done

	6.10
	Clare Postlethwaite to put out call for small projects by 23rd June.
	Done

	6.11
	DACs to feed ideas for improving the MEDIN DAC web pages to CP/LR/RM.
	

	6.12
	Clare Postlethwaite to add this international use of MEDIN data guidelines by EMODnet to annual report.
	

	6.13
	Mary Mowat and Chelsea Bradbury to liaise to identify data sets that are present via TCE and BGS and ensure that it does not appear in MEDIN catalogue twice.
	

	6.14
	Chelsea Bradbury to update on progress with generating list of small consents works for MEDIN at next DAC WG meeting.
	

	6.15
	Louisa Matthews to collate information on what licences the DACs use for industry data.
	

	6.16
	Clare Postlethwaite to arrange dates for MEDIN mega meeting in Q3.
	Done

	Actions outstanding from earlier DAC WG meetings

	5.1
	Clare Postlethwaite to push Defra about archiving datasets for MSFD
	Ongoing. CP is liaising with Defra (Tarquin Dorrington) for dates for Data Task Group to meet.

	5.2
	DACs to report whether they could archive snapshots of the MSFD data sets with DOIs
	On hold. Need clarity from Data Task Group about exactly what is required.

	5.3
	Add re-accreditation timetable to web-site; Lesley to pass to Charlotte
	Ongoing. 

	5.4
	Add accreditation information to web site (i.e. dates of accreditation). Lesley to pass details to Charlotte 
	Ongoing. LR is finalising INSPIRE table.

	5.5
	Request DACs include INSPIRE compliance information in Annual Reports
	Closed.

	5.6
	DACs asked to report what the financial implications of Brexit are likely to be
	Closed. 

	5.7
	DACs to clarify whether twitter to be included in DAC information on web-site
	Done

	5.8
	Data deposit form (for single and multi-DAC data sets) to go on ‘Submitting data’ section of the web-site
	Done

	5.9
	Advertise Help Desk and data deposit form at workshops and in Marine Data News
	Done

	5.10
	Report from MCZ work required from BGS
	Done

	4.1
	Clare Postlethwaite to make the Archive data URL field mandatory in UKDMOS.
As of 11/10/16 14/276 have real time URL, 76 have archive URLs. This will be checked again following content update.
	In progress

	4.3
	Pete Edmonds to review the Argyll and Atlantic arrays archive costs and advise whether TCE will provide funds to archive the data in the DACs.
	Overtaken by events. Closed.

	3.1
	Following Clare/Lesley review, send a template to DACs that lists UKDMOS monitoring programmes; DACs to check list and identify the programmes where DACs should be/are publishing and where other services are publishing.
	Ongoing. Needs LR to check list.

	3.8
	DACs provide input to Hannah Williams to indicating which INSPIRE themes are applicable to their data to include on MEDIN website.
	Ongoing. HES, UKHO, Met office and BODC have provided info.

	3.10
	Jens to attempt to re-engage NI with the FishDAC.
	Closed. 

	2.3
	Clare to circulate the portal specification and user requirements to the DAC Working Group.
	Done. 

	2.13
	Hannah to request 4 images from each DAC and give information on the format required. Then to mock up some pages and circulate them before the next meeting.
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Ongoing – Charlotte is looking at the refresh of the website.

	2.15
	Clare to arrange an autumn workshop in Scotland with MPA organisations to ensure suitable data management plans are in place. Should involve BGS, DASSH, JNCC, SNH, Marine Scotland, Natural England and any other DACs that are interested.
	In progress – a meeting date is being arranged. 

	2.18
	Clare to speak to JNCC about possibility of them becoming a Bird DAC.
No further progress. Concentrating on litter and noise in 2016/17.
	On hold. 
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