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1) Introduction and Welcome

Apologies received from Roger Coggan, Steve Gonterak, Andre Cocuccio, Becky Seely, Paul Henni.
2) Minutes of last meeting

Minutes of the meeting were accepted. APs were either completed or being addressed in the agenda. The following APs were discussed further:

· JCOMM require a six page document saying why the standards should be considered by JCOMM.  

AP: MC to write document RL & SW to proof read the document

· A populated Oracle relational database will be available to GeoData for the end of June in order for them to work on a tool to convert metadata in an oracle database to xml.  Another document providing a users guide to populating the tables needs to be written.

AP: HF to write document, circulate and publish on website
· The spatial extent automatic fill in will hopefully be finished by the middle of July.  It is thought that the template is not necessary as the function can be obtained through the import and export functions but further information on how to do this is required.
· Use of “unknown” in spatial resolution; Spatial resolution is conditional in INSPIRE; GEMINI 2 changes proposed to make it conditional in line with INSPIRE and also allow encoding of resolution by scale denominator.  In the MEDIN metadata standard spatial resolution is mandatory and it was suggested that the option of unknown should be allowed.  In light of GEMINI 2 adopting a conditional approach MEDIN could change spatial resolution from mandatory to conditional.  This will be dependent on the proposed GEMINI 2 changes being accepted. 
· The executive team are happy for any tools funded by MEDIN to be used by partners, except where a tool is used for commercial reasons.
· Multibeam workshop – BGS discussion document to MCA; meeting organised on Thursday between BGS, JNCC and NOC Southampton to discuss backscatter processing, guidance to what the users want BGS to do with backscatter data and volumes. It was thought that a workshop was not nessesary but the topic needs to be reviewed.
AP. DC to discuss with MCA, BGS and JNCC further

3) Discovery Metadata Standard and Tool
3.1. Discovery Standard 

GEMINI 2 committee fed into the INSPIRE changes; there are only minor changes, some provide clarification, but not all the issues that GEMINI 2 have brought up have been addressed.  
GEMINI 2.1 will be publically consulted by British Standards Committee in July. The proposed GEMINI 2 changes are unlikely to have a fundamental impact on MEDIN.
The GEMINI 2 proposed changes include:

· Topic category changing to mandatory – as in MEDIN
· Temporal extent is conditional in GEMINI, mandatory in INSPIRE
· Dataset reference date to be expressed more clearly as in MEDIN
· Extent - change to free text, can help MEDIN and include ICES squares; we suggest controlled vocabs.
· Vertical extent; EPSG registry supported
· Spatial resolution changed to conditional
· Data format to include encoding for version as well as name
· Limitations on public access – to exclude the code list and only use “other constraints” and express those restraints, include more free text.
· Resource type conforming with INSPIRE; dataset, series and service; model output is a dataset.
· Conformity - express whether dataset conforms to specification – Further guidance on this is required in the MEDIN documents to conform to new INSPIRE guidance and also to promote the inclusion of MEDIN Data Guidelines
· Keyword – combining keywords with the relevant controlled vocabulary as one element Responsible organisation – there is still a difference in roles between and GEMINI 2; GEMINI 2 doesn't require custodian – difference in validation but important in MEDIN for roles of DACs
AP: MC to circulate document on GEMINI 2 proposed changes 
AP. Once GEMINI 2 changes have been signed off, MC to revise MEDIN guidance and send for approval to RL, BS, JR to implement any changes in the tools. In particular, edits to the elements Resource Type vocab options and further information on Conformity will be required.

It has been raised that an extra element to link datasets to series may be required in the MEDIN discovery metadata standard. It was agreed that first an assessment should be made if NERC Metadata Service can handle this requirement and how it would practically work in the portal and then the findings passed back to the MEDIN standards Group for consideration. 

AP: DC and GE to clarify with portal developers how they envisage this element practically working

The controlled vocabs in the MEDIN guidance document are not necessarily the most up to date version which could mislead users. It was suggested instead to give the web address of the live version and information on when the table was last updated in the guidance document. 

AP: MC to alter guidance document.
Some concern was expressed on how to avoid the duplication of metadata records from different sources being shown on the same portal such as data.gov. It is clear that the role of custodian and data flow needs to be clearly defined.  For example the NBN publishes to GBIF, however, the dataset held by the NBN would be a derived dataset from the original held by a countryside agency (for example) and therefore the metadata would be metadata for that derived dataset.   There are 2 different identifiers used in a metadata file: first, the identifier given to the dataset which is given by the data custodian (Unique Resource Identifier (URI)) and is held within the metadata (element 6 in the MEDIN standard); secondly an automatically generated unique file identifier for the metadata which is system generated. There was concern that these may not be sufficient to avoid duplication in a portal if the same metadata record is served from 2 different sources or the same metadata record is updated.  INSPIRE states that there should be only one reference dataset so metadata records should have same URI however this is a simplistic view.
AP. SW to clarify his concerns in a document and send to DC and JR

AP: JR raise issue within UKLP working group and ask DC to raise it at UKLIIB, SW raise it with data.gov
3.2. Links to other organisations and meetings
Some organisations whose responsibilities cross marine, freshwater, atmospheric and other domains want one solution to create metadata and a standard to work to. Separate marine and terrestrial systems may be perceived to increase workload. 
AP: JD to talk to Martyn Cox Marine Scotland to discuss getting ‘buy-in’ to MEDIN from the SNH IT team.
AP: MC articulate what the business benefits to MEDIN or the data holding organisation for implementing the MEDIN vocabularies
The NERC metadata subgroup no longer exists, however a number of different groups are being set up to study broader issues with data management in NERC.  NERC will adopt GEMINI 2 as their metadata standard. 
MC attended a IST36 meeting which is the British Standards Institute group which considers geographical data standards. The main points were that ISO19115 is being revised and changes to GEMINI 2 will be publicly consulted on. JR will join the working group on XML maintenance group responsible for all xml output from ISOTC211 standards and making sure examples are valid.
3.3. Tools: Schematron, ArcCatlaog, DASSH online form,
The DASSH online tool is in the second phase of development including the following:
· Addition of controlled vocabulary web services which are downloaded every day at 00.05.  the BODC vocabs are updated at 02.00, so suggest change to 04.00
· Batch export, import, .net web service integrated the schematron to validate metadata

· Keywords drill down from P031 to P021

· Autogeneration of extents to be developed by mid July
The errors when validating the metadata from the creation tool with the webservice schematron could be made more user friendly and a hyper link to the page in the tool where the problem is would aid the user.

AP: Dan Lear to alter update time to after 04.00; amend batch export to allow exporting to file or MEDIN portal; progress the autogeneration of extents.
AP. MC to send round link to new version and ALL to provide comments in particular targeting organisations not involved in the standards process (University of Plymouth, SAMS, JNCC, smaller organisations etc)
AP. DL to edit tool according to comments from the group and publish by 14th July.
The ArcCatalog tool is a stylesheet for transforming ESRI-ISO format XML to MEDIN XML, encoded according to the ISO/TS 19139:2007 technical specification. The tool requires .net installation and is available to use in ArcCatalog with a version of at least 9.x. A guidance document is available. The stylesheet is not restricted to use in ESRI programmes but can also be used elsewhere.  However, MapInfo does not currently have the metadata functionality to enable the use of the stylesheet.  

Schematron: DASSH is hosting the schematron web service and will have to continue doing so as BODC can not support it. It was noted that XML Spy was a recommended program on the website for using the schematron but it is infact not very good for the schematron testing.
AP: MC remove recommendation of XML spy from website

Development of the Seazone desktop tool has been suspended while the new organisational structure is being clarified.
Portal is now live and currently hosted at GeoData however this will be moved to BODC but the URL will stay the same. The OAI harvester is not currently not publishing with CSW but it is planned to develop this at a later date.
It was noted that often the EPSG webservice is not available which may cause problems for the MEDIN portal and metadata creation tool. It is recommended that in these events a copy of the EPSG register should be cached and used.
AP. DC/GE to communicate with the portal group to develop a cache version of the EPSG register.
4) Data Guidelines
4.1 Update on existing guidelines

A new structure to the data guidelines has been developed.  The guidelines instil good practice, specify format allowing easy ingestion of data into DACs and improve data interoperability.  The structure has been revised to fit a generalised model, this model is close to the EOF standard, with similar key concepts.  The process for how these data guidelines are structured and derived is available on the website.  The guidelines are made up of tables stored as separate documents, which makes it easy to start deriving new guidelines.  A schematic is also available on the website.  File format is not always specified.
The Data Guidelines should coordinate with other organisations which are looking at quality control in the same area wherever possible.  Guidelines have been circulated and cross referenced to ICES, NMBAQC and other guidelines wherever possible. 8 guidelines are currently published and many more under development or review. Guidelines to be developed include noise, leisure and recreation and geophysical surveys.
MSCC have the Underwater Sound Forum developing protocols for measuring noise, however, these are not considering how to store the data which preferable the Data Guideline should developed alongside.
AP: MC to continue trying to contact the relevant noise contacts to produce a data guideline for noise.
An added complication for the development of Leisure and recreation guidelines is that there is no DAC with a leisure and recreation remit.  It is thought that the MCA may have information about leisure and recreation and Roger Coggan maybe able to provide information on blue beach and OSPAR 
AP. DC/LJR to consider options for where leisure and recreation data could be archived.
AP: MC to go back to the Productive Seas Evidence Group and find out exactly what they want from leisure and recreation guidelines and whether it is practical and useable for MEDIN to go ahead.
Geophysical Seabed Survey guideline – MCA have not yet started this guideline although it is now being placed as a priority.  The spec will focus on the guidelines for data collected from the 1st return from the seabed and be modular allowing it to be applicable for MCA contracted work and also more general UK work. The work may be partly carried out under a European funding proposal INIS hydro which will be identified this month.  There a number of parties that the guideline will be consulted with including the UKMMAS seabed working group.  It is hoped that a draft will be available in September for comments and finally published in January 2011 so it is in place before  MCA contractors bid for survey work in 2011. It is anticipated that this data guideline will be more descriptive than the other guidelines and will include data transfer formats.  

AP. RS/AC to present an update and draft at MEDIN Standards meeting
BGS have expressed interest in producing the sub-bottom geophysical data guideline which should be closely linked to the MCA one and preferably be produced as the same document.
AP. PH to progress with MC 
It was felt that while the current Data Guidelines produce a good structure, the file transfer format to present the data to a DAC should be better specified. In the interim csv file format should be used where applicable but other formats such as Ocean Data View (ODV) should also be considered to standardise ingestion of data into DACs.

AP. MC to send around information on ODV format and add to next meeting agenda.
AP: To go through the standards and decide whether or not to include a file transfer format of csv. MC to look at the oceanographic standards DL/BS to look at the benthic guidelines.

4.2. Contracts for using guidelines
The Standards Working Group are looking to support a number of contracts for organisations to use the guidelines that have been produced in a planned survey and provide feedback.  In the draft announcement of opportunity there is no mention of submitting data to DACs or producing metadata.  It was decided that there should be a sentence included recommending this, but that there will not be additional funding for this through this contract.
AP: MC to include sentence recommending the use of DACs and advertise as an Announcement of Opportunity in Marine Data News, the MEDIN e-mail contacts list and target other users e.g. commercial operators, POL, CEFAS.
AP. Any further comments on the draft AO to MC by 5th July.
INSPIRE data specifications –ocean geographic features and sea regions is being considered by a working group chaired by Kieran Millard. A discussion was had on the update given by Kieran and felt that at present it was in early stages. It was enquired who the other members of the group are. 
AP: MC ask KM which other representatives are involved with the INSPIRE data specifications and if there are any further requirements from the MEDIN standards Group.
5) World Register of Marine Species (WoRMS)

WoRMS provides a taxon list of marine species and is based in Belgium.  MEDIN is working to promote its use.  There are 2 main applications; marine recorder and UNICO Marine.  Unicorn has matched 98% of its terms to the WoRMS list and MEDIN have provided funds to WoRMS to match the remaining terms.  JNCC is in the process of letting a contract to match remaining terms within Marine Recorder.
Pan European Species Initiative (PESI) is a European project that MBA are involved in which aims at harmonising species dictionaries across Europe.  In the UK the Natural History Museum is producing a standardised list and tagging the taxon names with extra attributes such as life history.  Once JNCC and UNICO list matched to WoRMS these can be combined and provide a national list managed by WoRMS.
6) Dissemination of the MEDIN standards
A number of dissemination activities have occurred including:

MC gave a presentation on MEDIN standards and guidelines prior to ISOTC meeting and a MEDIN poster was presented at the International Marine Data and Information System (IMDIS), which attracted a lot of interest.
Links between data guidelines and sampling protocols documents are being developed. Greater uptake of the MEDIN standards and better coordination with oil and gas industries standards would be advantageous. 
AP. SR to consider better coordination and use of MEDIN standards in the Oil and Gas sector.
MEDIN standards leaflet – there is an MEDIN leaflet which is soon to be changed probably to a 3 fold, and it is thought that the standards leaflet could be slipped inside the broader leaflet.
The leaflet firstly states the justification for using standards and guidelines and then what MEDIN standards and guidelines have to offer.  Next steps are for comment, revision and then production.
AP: JR to email Mark text to best describe the ArcCatalog stylesheet
AP: MC to ask Richard Downer (BODC) to change the urls for more “friendly” urls and then to change in the leaflet.
AP: All - comments on leaflet by 5th July
7) Standards WG work programme 2010
It was thought to mention that it may be worth thinking about contingency measures in case the noise and leisure and recreation guidelines do not come to fruition. 
The CSW (catalogue services for the web) requirement has been moved onto the portal work stream
8) Forward Look 2011-2013 
MEDIN is developing a Business Plan for 2011-13 and we should consider the type of work we feel needs to be addressed. Stated also that many standards are developed in response to a need from a another MEDIN WG so we can also expect further requirements in the future. Two main work areas were identified:

1) Considering and adopting if necessary many of the marine standards that are coming to fruition including observations and measurements (ISO 19156), Sensor ML, W3C web consortium which  specifies metadata to enable plug and play into a distributed observatory. INSPIRE data specifications on monitoring facilities and sea areas and oceanographic features.  
2) Ensuring that the adopted standards are used, applicable and identifying gaps in subject areas which would benefit from standardisation by reviewing existing survey work.
9) 
MEDIN webpages on marine standards
The webpages on marine standards are under constant revision. Please send any comments to MC.
10)  AOB 
ESRI may be a trademark – need to consider and if required change the leaflet and webpages  
11) Date and location of next meeting 

Location – Peterborough

Approx date – week beginning 18th October

