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1) Introduction and Welcome

David Cotton chaired the meeting as Steve Wilkinson was not available to attend in person. Apologies had been received from Steve Gontarek, Mark Halliwell Roger Coggan and Duncan Hulme.
2) Minutes of last meeting
Minutes were accepted and the action points discussed as follows:

The action point to identify if the messages from schematron could be made more understandable was being progressed by DASSH by building a  database of common error messages and then mapping those to more understandable messages for the user. Once this is complete in October then DASSH and SeaZone should see how best to integrate it into their respective metadata tools.

The development of a stylesheet to generate metadata using Arc 10 was seen as necessary as there had been demand from users for it. The long term action is to build a relationship with ESRI to forewarn of new versions and possible implications. Short term MC to discuss with JR on options for quick development so that it is available for the workshop in October.
AP. MC to discuss with JR the development of stylesheet tool for Arc 10.

The first data guideline had been provided as a zip file in the new format. The remaining guidelines should be revised. 

AP. BS and MC to revise and publish the remaining data guidelines by end of August in the new format.

The tender for development of Data Guidelines for geophysical seabed survey had been issued. BGS, JNCC and UKHO had expressed an interest in reviewing the proposals.

AP. MC to arrange review of Data Guidelines for Geophysical Seabed Surveys with JNCC, BGS and UKHO.

The following action points were carried over from the previous minutes 

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

AP MC. Do mapping between discovery metadata elements and Data Guideline fields and consider development of tool to run from csv to xml.
3) Feedback from Executive Team

MEDIN was in its second 3 year phase and had a reduced funding level of 30% in this phase for the 3 year work plan. The annual report will be finalised soon and the next sponsors board will be held at the end of September. The proposed Met Office and Fisheries DACs are under development and are hoped to be operational in the next phase. The portal upgrade has been specified following a meeting of the portal users group. 

There has been a push from UKMMAS for MEDIN to address socio economic data which is being carried out through PSEG. The first step for consideration of socio economic data in MEDIN is to agree the scope, see what is already being recorded by who and then identify where the gaps are. Implications for the MEDIN Standards would be requirement for new vocabulary terms. It was suggested that the best way to handle this without a large expansion of P021 (the Parameter Discovery Vocab) is to have a generic term in P021 for socio economic data and link that to another controlled vocab of socio economic terms which can be included in the discovery metadata record. It is envisaged that in the future P021 will be reduced by about a third using deprecation to P022.
Any ideas for generating criteria for the successful uptake of standards would be welcome. Existing ideas are:

· number of datasets provided to DACs in data guideline format, 
· number of records produced by on-line tool
· number of registrations for tools

AP. All consider metrics for the standards work stream

4) Discovery Metadata Standard and Tools.
· Guidance Document

The guidance document had been reissued following the agreed changes at the last meeting. There was a request for a change to make the elements Geographical Bounding Box and Temporal Reference multiple as per the INSPIRE metadata standard (but not originally adopted by GEMINI2). This was agreed.

AP. MC to amend Guidance Document and republish as new version of standard after discussions with the Portal WG. DASSH and SeaZone to amend tools if necessary.
· Review of tools

The review completed by EDINA was welcomed and some suggestions for improvements given. In general there was not a huge number of major issues. It was agreed that a teleconference should be set up to work through the identified issues.
AP. MC to set up teleconference to discuss issues from EDINA report

· Tools -  Schematron, ESRI ArcCatalog stylesheet, DASSH on-line form, Metadata Maestro, Geonetwork
Metadata Maestro had been released. A bug log for Maestro is only internally available at present. 

AP. JR to ask if the Maestro bug log can be made public.

Some organisations had difficulty using the available tools because of firewalls.

AP. LA to draft an addition to FAQ on problems with firewalls 

AP. JD to articulate risk for firewall in SNH to the WG.

· Update on Location Council Metadata WG

It was apparent that the testing of the LP Catalogue services for the web had thrown up some issues which were currently being addressed. 
A general discussion about how the MEDIN tools could be used for cross-domain metadata creation was held. There was concern that if an government agency had the requirement for metadata tool then a marine specific one may not be chosen as the preference would be to have 1 to cover all domains. To start to resolve this a number of actions were agreed:

AP. MC to restart the discussions of extending the LP Geonetwork tool to produce MEDIN metadata

AP. MC to register the MEDIN metadata tools on the LP register

AP. DC to raise at LPIB the need to have tools that can satisfy domain specific requirements.
AP. JR to consider the resource required to amend Maestro for cross domain use

Following from this there was a question if MEDIN metadata is more discoverable due to it’s use of controlled vocabs or is GEMINI adequate for searching for datasets
AP. DC to develop some use cases for a domain specific searches and justify the need for a marine specific standard and how this fits with other domain requirements.
5) Discovery Metadata Support Work

DASSH had visited DECC, CEFAS, EA, UKHO, and a variety of MCZ projects and plans had been put in place to generate metadata and further discussions ongoing. The Metadata helpdesk had received queries from a wide variety of organisations.
6) INSPIRE Annex 3 Data Specifications
The INSPIRE Annex 3 Data Specifications had been published in draft form and feedback was due by 20th October and final versions to be published in April 2012. The scope of the data specifications (i.e. the data that must be included) and the data model for data that is in scope should be considered by the organisations. The implications are that new data that is in scope should be made available by December 2014 and other data by October 2019.  
SW gave a summary of his involvement in the Species Distribution drafting group. It was apparent that the drafting group wanted to just consider the distribution of species (i.e. maps of distribution) rather than the observations themselves. A similar approach had been taken for Habitat Distribution theme. As such it was envisaged that there was little risk for the UK but as a result the benefit was limited.
KM summarised the outputs from the drafting team for Sea Regions (SR)and Oceanographic geographic Features (OF) which are distinct themes but were drafted by the same team. The INSPIRE committee stated to drafting teams from the outset that the specifications should be simple and generic and should not replace any existing data exchange and should not put disproportionate cost on member states. So for example SR will cover navigation charts but not replace or go into the same detail as IHO standards. The scope in drafting teams can be commented on by SDICs and LMOs and could be extended over time if required. The OF theme covers data collected by existing monitoring networks such as bouys and tide gauges. There was also a link to other legislation such as the Marine Strategy Framework Directive that specifies the use of INSPIRE standards for the reporting of data under that directive. 

Generally felt that the UKLP has not been showing leadership and defining what organisations should be doing. This has lead to many organisations not taking it too seriously. The implications could be significant but that will be dependant on the existing data management structures within each organisation. For example it was felt that the implementation by BODC would not be overly onerous. A number of action points resulted from the discussions that would result in feedback to the drafting teams.
AP. BS and MC to identify which DGs are relevant to INSPIRE specifications. 

AP. MC to look at links between legislation stating to use INSPIRE. Also ask DACs for scope.

AP. DC to request that DACs specify which Data Specifications are relevant and their position w.r.t. their implementation. 

The information gathered from the above points should be collated and a draft response sent round the MEDIN Standards Group. This should include 

· Should the Environmental Observation Framework or UKDMOS have a role in providing information on behalf of organisations for the Environmental Monitoring Facilities (EMF) theme? i.e. should the information be aggregated at a UK level before being made available. Wider feedback on the implementation issues would also be useful.

· Feedback on controlled vocabularies for Environmental phenonema, sea area gazetteers and their governance

· The definition between the Environmental Monitoring Facilities theme and OF 
AP. MC to circulate draft response on behalf of MEDIN to INSPIRE 

7) Data Guidelines

A Data Guideline for Particle Size Analysis should be published.

AP. MC to draft and send to MM for review.

Some users had experienced issues with using the Data Guidelines for historic data as many of the fields were unknown. It was agreed that this should not stop them from using the Data Guideline so it should be stated in the introduction of each guideline that in these cases the users should use the following OGC definitions:

	unknown
	
	The correct value is not known to and not computable by the creator of this information. However a correct value probably exists.

	inapplicable
	
	There is no appropriate value. To be used in cases where metadata elements cannot be set null due to schema constraints.

	
	
	


For colonial organisms the use of ‘presence’ is deemed acceptable.
The generation of a tool to test the Data Guidelines and use of the WoRMs taxon by development of a Import/Export tool between Marine Recorder and UNICORN had been specified and was expected to start in the autumn.
8) World Register of Marine Species (WoRMS)

Teleconferences had been held by a subgroup to progress the development of the UK front end. WoRMs had provided a draft web page with limited functionality which was demonstrated to the group. The next stage was to define what extra functionality we would need, have a more formal agreement with WoRMs for this service and organize in the UK how to practically make it work. 

9) Dissemination of the MEDIN standards

The INSPIRE workshop session had gone well and Metadata Maestro had been launched with several downloads since. An e-mail listing for MEDIN Standards had been generated which will be used to alert the wider community of new standards or activities in the future. A standards workshop had been announced in Liverpool for the 26th October which will be run by MC, JR and BS. So far the delegations had primarily been from the marine renewable sector. The partners meeting was to be held on the 2nd November. Any partners wanting to give a presentation on how they are using the MEDIN framework are welcome. A MAST (Marine Alliance for Science and Technology) workshop was being held in Scotland from 23-25th August which MEDIN and DASSH were hosting a session. An article to raise awareness using the Estuarine and Coastal Sciences Association was felt to be a good idea

AP. BS to resend MC details of ECSA.

10) MEDIN webpages on marine standards

Generally it was felt that the webpages had been improved. Any further comments should be directed to the MEDIN core team in the first instance.
11) AOB

No AOB

11) Date and location of next meeting

Liverpool in the 2nd week in January. 

AP. MC to trawl for dates

