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1) Introduction and Welcome

Apologies from Monica Jones, Steve Wilkinson, Steve Robinson, Duncan Hulme

2) Minutes of last meeting
Minutes of the last meeting were accepted and action points completed, to be discussed within the agenda or progressed as follows:

AP. MC to put short document on differences between MEDIN and GEMINI2 on website

AP. JS, BS to identify if the messages from schematron could be made more understandable

Under the AP to query if new vertical coordinate reference systems could be added to EPSG via the Location Programme or to a list managed by the Location Programme it was felt that they could be. To test this it was felt that MEDIN should put forward an example to be added. This broadened the discussion to the poor level of understanding by users of how to record depth using the MEDIN Standard and issues about how to deal with legacy data that was referenced to a datum but not a reference system. It was suggested that 

AP. RKL to send JP example of XML encoding of depth and datum in the SeaDataNet CDI standard

AP. BS to draft a FAQ document on recording of depth in the Discovery Metadata Standard

3) Feedback from Executive Team

Funding had been secured for a further 3 years although at approximately 30% less. It is assumed that the Standards WP will also have 30% less funding available as a result of this. The drafting of a Data and Information Strategy had been discussed but it had been decided not to be pursued. However the Marine Science Coordination Committee would be reminded of principles of data management that they should be adhering to. MEDIN will be acting as a thematic node within the UK Location Programme – a document outlining the link between MEDIN and the LP is available.
AP. DC to arrange for the document to go on the MEDIN website

4) Discovery Metadata Standard and Tool.
4a) Guidance Document

A number of issues raised by the NERC metadata group were circulated and raised at the meeting. There was general agreement that we should continue to lobby for these changes however until they had been introduced by ISO, INSPIRE and GEMINI then we should not make any amendments to the MEDIN standard. One clarification was made that the GEMINI2 schematron does not fail datasets whose bounding boxes cross the 180/-180 meridian; it simply tests that the east and west bounding coordinates are within the range -180 to 180. The ability to have multiple bounding boxes was appealing and MEDIN should lobby for changes in the GEMINI2 standard.

In addition the following changes were discussed: 

Addition of a sub-element ‘function’ to resource locator – it was felt that until GEMINI2 allows terms other than ‘download’ to be included then we should omit this sub-element from the MEDIN Resource Locator element.

It was questioned which vocabularies we should use the Anchor element en-coding rather than the Character String for. It was decided all vocabs should be encoded with Anchor element this way and that for vocabs that do not have a ID Code and title then we should put those vocabs onto the NERC vocab server and allocate our own ID Code.

AP. BS to identify which vocabs this applies to; MC to draft spreadsheets; RKL to load to NERC vocab server.







How the end date of temporal extent is used for ongoing datasets was raised. It was clarified that for legacy data where the end date was not known then an approximate date should be given. In the event that the resource being described is ongoing then this sub element should be encoded as <gml:endPosition indeterminatePosition="after">2010-01-25</gml:endPosition>

With the date being the system date and time. It was discussed that the date of last revision could be used but as this conditional in the MEDIN metadata standard then it may not be available and therefore there would be no date to use for the encoding. It is suggested that the metadata tools will state that if the date set collection is ongoing then this Sub sub element End Date should be left null and the tools put in the necessary xml encoding into the xml record.
AP. MC to amend guidance and re publish; JP, BS to make necessary changes in tools.

It was suggested that the Date of publication in the MEDIN standard will be changed from Mandatory to Conditional as it is not possible to complete accurately for a dataset that is not already published.
AP. MC to check the obligation for the element in GEMINI2 and if it is not mandatory then revise MEDIN guidance to make it conditional and then re-publish.

In summary 
MEDIN will lobby for:

· Clarification on the encoding of the URI

· Allowing Spatial Resolution to be in dimensions other than meters

· Allowing multiple bounding boxes

· Allowing other terms than ‘download’ for the Resource Locator sub element ‘function’

MEDIN will make changes to
· Obligation for Date of publication if allowable by GEMINI2
· Encoding of vocabularies

· Encoding of end date for datasets that are ongoing

4b) Tools -  Schematron, ESRI ArcCatalog plug-in, DASSH on-line form, Metadata Maestro.
Once the above changes have been made to the Guidance document the MEDIN schematron will be re-released. The ESRI ArcCatalog stylesheet tool will not work in Arc 10 due to the different way in which the metadata is handled and is not an easy fix. Some concern that if we derive a method then it could become costly supporting different versions as ArcGIS develops. Felt in the first instance to explore the cost. Also felt that this was not simply a MEDIN need but a need throughout the whole GIS community and that we should raise in LPIB to see if a UK tool could be generated a supported.

AP. JR to explore approximate cost of building a ArcCatalogue 10

AP. MC/DC to explore possibility of a UK wide tool being funded and developed
The DASSH on-line tool had been significantly improved however there are still a few items remaining outstanding. Metadata Meastro was demonstrated which was well recieved. It is possible to first select the metadata standard and then complete the entry which writes the xml in the backround and tests it against the schematron as the record is filled out. Other features include being able to save a template, batch validate against xsd and schematrons and transform metadata records using a stylesheet. The tool will cache vocabularies so it can be used in stand alone mode but upon opening the tool will ask the user if it wants to search for updates. It is expected that development will be complete in 2 weeks which will be followed by some user testing by DASSH, Crown Estate and NERC. Expected release is start of May.

AP. MC/MM to request a NERC rep to test the tool. 

With the development of many tools it was felt that although the schematron should ensure that the encoding is consistent it is possible that some differences in output may occur. Suggested to let a contract to somebody independent of MEDIN to test the xml output of the tools is consistent; that outputs can be imported by other tools and were GEMINI, INSPIRE and ISO complient.

AP. MC to let contract.

A general discussion on the MEDIN standard and tools followed. It was felt that the rate of change to the discovery standard was reasonable given other changes to discovery standards, however a greater focus on the impact of the changes was required. A formal process of adding terms to the controlled vocabularies (especially P021) was needed. It was agreed that any proposals for additions for P021 should be sent to mecha@bodc.ac.uk in the first instance who will discuss with RL. This process should be added to the FAQ list.

AP. BS to add addition of new terms to P021 to FAQ

The discovery standard and tools all had different version numbers and it was felt it would be best if they all had the same version number as the guidance document so users can identify if there is a delay between changes in the guidance document being made to the tools. 

AP. BS, JR to name the version of their tools according to the version of the guidance document which they are compliant with.

4c) Update on Location Council Metadata WG

The group was meeting on a more ad hoc basis by telephone conference. There was no immediate feedback to report.
4d) Update on BSI IST36
IST36 is meeting on the 4th April. The main point of discussion will be the revision of documents in the 19100 series. Any comments on the revision of ISO 19115 should be sent to MC to collate and present. Generally felt that changes to the way in which code lists are dealt with are positive.
AP. ALL to feedback any comments to MC to collate.
5) Discovery Metadata Support Work
Metadata Discovery support work had been ongoing and included:

· site visits to listed organisations (included in the last 6 months: NBN,WSO, CCO, SEPA, SNH, CCW, MESH and others.
· general support to MEDIN partners; 
· identifying extra organisations not on the initial list who could provide metedata 
· operate MEDIN metadata helpdesk; 
· support DACs for metadata generation

· identify list of marine services and generate metadata records for. 
· DASSH had also held a workshop for some wind farm contractors which was useful for feedback of which one comments was that the guidance document was to complex. 
AP. MC to write condense simple version of the guidance document and publish on website
AP. BS Write a FAQ on discovery metadata and publish on website  
6) Data Guidelines

6a) Contracts let for review of guidelines

Generally felt that the review of the guidelines had been useful. The proposed improvements in the distributed paper were accepted. For the revision of the guidelines it was agreed that the biological ones will be prioritized and the others progressed in mid may. 

AP. MC, BS to progress re-development of Data Guidelines
6b) MCA/UKHO/MEDIN Geophysical Seabed Survey Guideline, Noise, Recreation

The Noise Data Guideline had been finalised and the Recreation and Leisure Guidelines are in progress. The Geophysical Seabed Survey Guideline will not be drafted by MCA due to staff shortages. There are suggestions that other projects (INISHYDRO, NZ National Topographic Hydrographic Authority; Oil and Gas Producers Seabed Survey Data Model Group) could be drafting something similar. While the group does not want to ‘reinvent’ the wheel’ previously these other guidance documents had focused on the data acquisition methodology and not the data storage standard. If these other initiatives are producing something similar then if we did tendor for work it would focus the communities minds and ensure we had something to meet our needs. 
AP. MC to enquire about the 3 stated projects and if it appears that they are focused on data acquisition methodology then draft a tendor to produce MEDIN Geophysical Seabed Survey Guidelines. MH willing to assist reviewing draft tendor and proposals. 

6c) INSPIRE Data Specifications 
The INSPIRE Annex 3 Data Specifications will be in draft form by end of April which will then be released to the wider community end of May and there will be several months for review. It is anticipated that the Oceanographic and Meteorological Specifications will build on the Observations and Measurements Standard (ISO19156).
6d) Import/Export tool development (inc Marine Recorder)
Exchange of data between the applications Marine Recorder and UNICORN has been under discussion and once the Data Guideline for Benthic Sampling by Grab and Core has been finalized will be progressed.

Further clarification of which fields in a Data Guideline can be reused for generation of a discovery metadata record is required.
AP MC. Do mapping between discovery metadata elements and Data Guideline fields and consider development of tool to run from csv to xml. 

7) World Register of Marine Species (WoRMS)

A subgroup of BODC, DASSH, UNICOMARINE and JNCC had been taking this item forward through monthly phone conferences and much progress had been made. A ‘UK’ view of the WoRMs database had been offered to be developed to MEDIN for free which was generally felt a good idea. It was suggested to be managed through the major holders of marine species data (NHM, MR, UNICOMARINE, DASSH, BODC, NMBAQC) which was well received. Other suggested organisations are IECS and the Ulster Museum.

It was thought that the main purpose of the list would be for organisations to check to see if a species is likely to occur in UK waters and also as ‘a pick list’ which could be incorporated into applications. As such it was felt that the list should not be limited to species that occur in just the UK EEZ but to include the Ilse of Man, Channel Islands and Ireland waters. Preferably it should therefore not be titled the ‘UK’ species list. Possible other titles were MEDIN list and British Isles.
8) Dissemination of the MEDIN standards

MC had met with Crown Estate and DECC and they are actively promoting the use of MEDIN Standards for use in their domains. Other discussions between DC and MMO and MSS had taken place regarding the data clause. SNH had written into contracts the need for adheerance to MEDIN Standards. SAMS had initiated a project for IPADs applications generating metadata during ship deck operations. 

A proposal for a 90 minute MEDIN workshop had also been submitted to the INSPIRE conference. 

In the future it was agreed that MEDIN should hold training workshops for the wider community. In the first instance the community will be asked via the e-mail listing what form such a workshop should be. 1 workshop will then be trailed in September in one of Liverpool, Oban, Southampton, Plymouth, London, Edinburgh. On the back of this more workshops could be held and charged for.

AP. MC to contact community to see what would be useful, BS, JP, MC to organize and hold.

To ensure that we continue to promote MEDIN standards, BS and MC should contact organisations for the list that BS has identified for discovery metadata generation who would benefit from better use of MEDIN Standards.
BS suggested working with a Consultancy to promote the use of standards and engagement with MEDIN DACs. Consultancies have the will to engage but may not be able to justify cost. 

AP. BS to draft 1 page project plan and send to DC to raise at MEDIN executive team meeting.

9) MEDIN webpages on marine standards

AP. ALL.  Send any comments on the webpage to MC.

It may be preferential to revise the webpage into quarters with images for each different topic per quarter.
10) 2011 Work Plan
The following broad work programme for 2011 was agreed as:

· Review of INSPIRE Data Specifications for Sea Regions and Oceanographic Features and understanding impact on Data Guidelines

· Review of outputs from different MEDIN Discovery tools and testing against GEMINI, ISO and INSPIRE requirements

· Continue WoRMs integration and produce UK front end view on WoRMs database

· Produce seabed and subseabed Data Guidelines; Identify other guidelines missing; tools for data guidelines

· Dissemination of Standards, workshops, meetings etc 

11) AOB

None

12) Date and location of next meeting

Mid July: Possibly by tagging onto INSPIRE conference. Location, BGS Edinburgh.

AP. MC to organize.
