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	Comments on MEDIN Tidal elevation and Cetacean photo ID Guidelines updated by Roseanna Wright, MEDIN.

Standards WG asked to discuss these comments as they may impact on structure and content of current and future guidelines.


























Proposed revision to MEDIN data guideline for recording and archiving of digital photographs.

Name, description or recommended vocab/format queries:
While updating guidelines I have made note of some queries concerning field names, descriptions and recommended vocabularies which may need updating or re-wording for clarity. See table below for guideline specific queries for Tidal Elevation and Cetacean Photo ID guidelines in excel format.
	Name, description or recommended vocab/format queries (Excel format):

	Guideline
	Field type
	Field name
	Query

	Tidal elevation
	General Metadata
	surveyName
	Recommended controlled vocabulary or format current guidance:
“Free text or recommended MEDIN format ('Date' 'Originating organization/programme' 'Location' 'Type of survey').”

Do we want originators title as they would normally write it or do we want to encourage them to write as per our metadata guidance?

	Tidal elevation
	Observed water level tidal data
	heading
	Degrees magnetic or degrees true?

	Tidal elevation
	GNSS Tidal data (processed)
	heaveDirection
	Degrees magnetic or true?

	Cetacean photo ID
	Detailed Metadata Guidance
	methodology
	Current description: “Any written methodology used should be referenced and linked. This includes transect pattern, equipment specification, camera specification, number of observers, field of vision of observers (degrees)”

Do we need to break this down into sighting methodology and a separate section for recording of camera details, like in the grab/core guideline?

	Cetacean photo ID
	Detailed Metadata Guidance
	storageMedium
	What is the rationale for this field? 
This guideline is supposed to be about photo-identification so is this field required?

	Cetacean photo ID
	Detailed Metadata Guidance
	analyticalOrganisation
	Recommended Controlled Vocabulary is RLABO http://vocab.ices.dk/. Would EDMO http://seadatanet.maris2.nl/v_edmo/ be more appropriate since RLABO is only laboratories which is a bit restrictive?

	Cetacean photo ID
	Detailed Metadata Guidance
	analyticalOrganisation
	Description: “The laboratory/organisation that analysed the samples.” 
Does this relate to biological samples taken (if taken) or is ‘sample’ analogous to ‘image’? Should the wording be altered to make this clearer?

	Cetacean photo ID
	Sample Event Guidance
	sampleEventID/encounterID
	In all other guidelines this field is sampleEventID, but in this one it is encounterID, should we be consistent between guidelines?
This also happens in other guidelines, e.g. ins detailed metadata sometimes ‘metholodology’ sometimes ‘methodDescription’.

	Cetacean photo ID
	Sample Event Guidance
	sampleEventID/encounterID
	Format (paraphrased) = “xx_xxx_nnnnn where:
“xxx” represents the Europhlukes compatible organisation code which will be provided by CCW.”

CCW no longer exists – was replaced by Natural Resources Wales, need confirmation that they will still supply the relevant codes.

	Cetacean photo ID
	Sample Event Guidance
	endLatitude/Longitude
	Currently mandatory, are they always required – what if the observer is stationary on land?

	Cetacean photo ID
	Sample Event Guidance
	bearing
	Is bearing magnetic?

	Cetacean photo ID
	Image Information Guidance
	n/a
	As well as species code should AphiaID be requested as in other biological guidelines?
Taxonomies of megafauna less likely to change and therefore less likely to need the link through to accepted names from depreciated names but possible.

	Cetacean photo ID
	Image Information Guidance
	imageID & sampleEventID/encounterID
	Descriptions and recommended formats for both fields are exactly the same this could be confusing. 

“xx_xxx_nnnnn
Where:
“xx” represents the species code for the species captured in the image (see Appendix 1).
“xxx” represents the Europhlukes compatible organisation code. “nnnnn” represents a sequentially assigned integer value pre-fixed with ‘leading zeros’ to standardise length. The integer value will increment by a value of 1 for each successive image captured and will run from 1 to infinity.”

During an encounter you may see multiple species, which would you then put for xx?
You may take multiple photos so you could end up with a photo from one station that has the same ID as a different station

	Cetacean photo ID
	Image Information Guidance
	imageQuality
	‘Term list;
0 = Poor quality, not usable
1 = Below average quality, only distinctive animals identifiable
2 = Average quality, both distinctive & indistinctive animals identifiable
3 = Excellent quality photo’

What distinguishes a photo between being Average or Excellent?

	Cetacean photo ID
	Image Information Guidance
	dataSource & copyright
	Recommended Controlled Vocabulary or Format currently free text, should we also include EDMO since photos can be jointly owned by the person that took them and the organisation they represent?

	Cetacean photo ID
	Image Information Guidance
	Latitude & longitude
	Are these fields required here as well as in sample event? 
It makes sense me that they do because a sample event may be a transect with photos taken at multiple locations along it.

	Cetacean photo ID
	Image Information Guidance
	geneticSampleTaken
	Need description as to what this field is actually for, as current description content gives no information.

	Cetacean photo ID
	Image Information Guidance
	dietSampleTaken
	Need description as to what this field is actually for, as current description content gives no information.

	Cetacean photo ID
	Image Information Guidance
	contaminantSampleTaken
	Need description as to what this field is actually for, as current description content gives no information.

	Cetacean photo ID
	Image Information Guidance
	acousticDataCollected
	Need description as to what this field is actually for, as current description content gives no information.

	Cetacean photo ID
	Image Information Guidance
	morphometricsAvailable
	Need description as to what this field is actually for, as current description content gives no information.




[bookmark: _GoBack]The table below outlines guideline specific queries the Cetacean Photo ID guideline in word format.

	Name, description or recommended vocab/format queries (word format):

	Guideline
	Query

	Cetacean photo ID
	Title currently: ‘MEDIN data guideline  for photo-identification of cetaceans and surface swimming sharks’

Should sharks be mentioned in the title? The content is aimed squarely at cetaceans. No sharks in species list and observations discuss mammalian qualities such as surface breathing etc. 
Does the title need changing or do we need to add fields and add shark species to controlled vocabs?

	Cetacean photo ID
	Section 1.2 Scope talks about the protocol developed by CCW. Should we keep it as CCW or mention that Natural Resources Wales has superseded them?

	Cetacean photo ID
	In new section C we give detail on the format data should be supplied in to the DAC information given in the old guideline may be out of date. Could DASSH, as the DAC for this data type, provide a new description of the preferred format? E.g. describe what makes an image fit for purpose for identification, give preferred file type, resolution, notes on good field technique and equipment specifications.
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