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Introduction.

This policy outlines KMBRC’s commitment to ensuring that all data held and shared through KMBRC reporting systems is of the best possible quality. In order to do this, all new data arriving at KMBRC must be verified and validated by the relevant local specialists prior to use in reporting. 
Principles:
Validation and verification are terms that may be easily confused but both are important in determining the quality of any individual species or habitat record.
Validation refers to the process of checking a record to ensure it is valid. Does the sighting include the four key elements needed to make that individual sighting scientifically valid? If the record does not include the “Who, What, Where and When then it becomes difficult to then go on to verify the record. 

Validation will require the person assessing that record to check that the species name, the location of the sighting, the date of the sighting and the person who recorded the sighting are all included. 

However, validation alone is not enough to be able to accept a record. For example, (and this is a real record submitted to the centre by a well know local recorder due to spreadsheet formatting error) a record of Monkey Orchid in flower on 1st January 2009 on Hampton Pier, Herne Bay Grid Ref, TR158676 recorded by J. Bloggs passes the validation stage as it has all of the elements required to make the record valid. There is a date, six figure grid reference and the recorder is well known as a good botanist. However we must then consider the verification of the record.
Verification, in recording terms, means that we ask the person or group checking the data to make an informed assessment as to whether records would be likely to be correct based on the location, skill level of the person who recorded the sighting vs difficulty of accurate ID and other factors such as the time of year the sighting was recorded. 

For example, a record of a grey squirrel recorded by a previously unknown member of the public walking their dog in woodland in April is likely to be accurate based on ease of identification, known distribution of the species and the habitat in which it was seen.

If however we go back to our monkey orchid record we then start to raise questions regarding its accuracy. The recorder is a well-known botanist who would be able to accurately ID a monkey orchid so that’s fine but Monkey orchids flower in May, are only known from two sites in the County, of which Hampton Pier is not one of them, and the habitat (Victorian wooden pier) is not suitable for the species in question. Therefore, this record cannot be verified and must be referred back to the recorder for further information. In this case it transpired that a recording card had been used and the wrong abbreviated name had been ticked. 
KMBRC has two different mechanisms for data checking. We either enter the data onto Recorder and mark it as unchecked before extracting all unchecked data once every few months and passing it onto the relevant experts for checking or in the case of bat and herp data we pass the records straight to the recording groups in their raw form and we then take a fresh copy of their databases every few months once they have checked and entered the data onto their systems. This not only ensures that both we and the recording groups hold the same datasets but that all data is checked prior to use in reports and that duplication is avoided wherever possible. 

The table below shows the current list of experts willing to undertake the checking of records and the mechanism by which the data is handled. Protocols D2 and D3 should be used in conjunction with this policy to show how data is handled and used by the recording groups and KMBRC working in partnership. 
	Species Group
	Organisation
	Contact
	Mechanism of data return to KMBRC

	Herpetofauna
	Kent Reptile and Amphibian Group
	Mike Phillips
	Data to be validated by group and then added directly to the active database at K&MBRC

	Mammalia
	Kent Mammal Group
	Stephen Headley
	Data to be validated by group and then added directly to the active database at K&MBRC

	Chiroptera
	Kent Bat Group
	Shirley Thompson
	Data to be added to group database after validation and returned to K&MBRC via updated dataset

	Hymenoptera
	Kent Field Club
	Geoff Allen
	Data to be validated and added directly to the active database at K&MBRC

	Orthoptera
	PlantLife/Kent Field Club
	Richard Moyse
	Data to be validated by group and then added directly to the active database at K&MBRC

	Lepidoptera
	Butterfly Conservation 
	Ian Ferguson 
	Data to be added to group database after validation and returned to K&MBRC via updated dataset

	Odonata
	British Dragonfly Society
	John and Gill Brook
	Data to be validated and added directly to the active database at K&MBRC

	Coleoptera
	Kent Field Club
	Tony Witts/Norman Heal
	Data to be validated and added directly to the active database at K&MBRC

	Flora
	
	Geoffrey Kitchener
	Data to be validated and added directly to the active database at K&MBRC

	Algae/Seaweeds
	Kent Field Club
	Ian Tittley
	Data to be validated and added directly to the active database at K&MBRC

	Arachnidae
	Spider Recording Scheme
	Tony Russell Smith
	Data to be validated and added directly to the active database at K&MBRC

	Diptera
	Kent Field Club
	Geoff Allen
	Data to be validated and added directly to the active database at K&MBRC

	Fungi/Lichens
	BSBI/Kent Field Club
	Joyce Pitt
	Data to be validated and added directly to the active database at K&MBRC
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