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...FishNet Now
• Centralized, data aggregator model
• 75 data providers
• 4.2 million lots (40+ million spms)
• Data harvestor supports: DiGIR, DwC, 

IPT, TAPIR, CSV, TSV, TXT
• Streamlined interface
• Synonym & common name resolution
• Institutional, Taxonomic, Temporal, 

Geographic and Full Text searching.
• Spatial Indexing allows complex 

geographic queries



Project Goals

Georeferencing Details
• 250,000 collecting events
• 18 months
• 12 full time technicians
• Student volunteers
• Collaborative Georeferencing

Expand the number of records within FishNet to approximately 4 million lots 
representing over 30 million specimens

Georeference the "georeferencable" records lacking geographic coordinates 
(approx. half of Fishnet)

Repatriate results to source data providers

Evaluate volunteer vs technician contributions



Collaborators



Methods
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Preliminary Assignments

1.6 million lots in need of georeferencing
321,102 locality records (250K proposed)



Georeferencing
• GEOLocate Collaborative 

Georeferencing (CoGe) framework. 

• Each record was automatically 
georeferenced, evaluated by project 
technicians and either corrected or 
skipped to produce a final result. 

• Skipped records represent those 
records lacking sufficient information 
for adequate georeferencing by a 
technician. 

• Technicians were asked to provide 
comments on each skipped record, 
explaining why the record was 
skipped. 



Each corrected record minimally contains a corrected 
latitude/longitude and a radius of uncertainty in meters. 

Additionally, technicians were encouraged to specify 
polygons (for example along the courses of rivers) to 
further refine the level of uncertainty anytime the 
uncertainty radius significantly overestimated uncertainty. 

Polygons
about 85% of the corrections included 
user-generated polygons

Georeferencing



Similarity Matching



“Corrected”
247,479 localities (88%)

1,172,360 specimen lots

“Skipped”
34,720 localities (12%)

126,881 specimen lots

Total Verified
282,199  localities

1,299,241 specimen lots

113% of project goal

12 Technicians @ 1.5 years of georeferencing



Increasing Research Capacity

• Dramatic increase in georeferenced localities

• Substantial increase in “new” georeferenced localities (i.e. those 
more than 1km from other localities previously georeferenced 
and included in FishNet 2)

State FishNet 2 Since CoGe New
NY 5% 90% 48%
IL 24% 90% 35%
WA 27% 86% 14%
OH 41% 80% 14%
TN 42% 87% 22%



Repatriation
Project wide results were subdivided into 
institutional datasets and made available via the 
FishNet website on January 13, 2015.

For each institution, an overview map was 
generated and results provided in multiple formats: 

• UTF-8 encoded comma separated values 
(CSV)

• Microsoft Access Database (ACCDB)
• ESRI Shapefiles (SHP)

We are also working with specific institutions, as 
requested, to produce data-files with additional 
identifiers and/or formatting to further aid 
integration of results.

The Specify Project is providing integration 
services for collections using Specify.



Repatriation Status @ 4 Months

Status No. Institutions No. Lots % Total Data
Have not yet downloaded the data from 
the website

9 109,909 14%

Have downloaded the data but have not 
yet proceeded any further with the 
process

7 416,046 32%

Have incorporated the data into internal 
database

2 42 <1%

Have reincorporated the data as well as 
made it available online

12 349,243 29%

Unknown / Awaiting Response 29 424,001 24%



Repatriation Site



Repatriation Hurdles
• Local proofing of data
• Lack of resources
• Technical challenges
• Data changes over time
• Lack of reliable GUIDS
• Dealing with new data fields and data 

types (datum, georeferenced by, 
polygons etc.)



Keys to The Cabinets:
SERNEC Digitization TCN

• The Southeast 
Regional Network of 
Expertise and 
Collections (SERNEC)

• Focused on digitization 
of over 4 million 
herbarium specimens 
from the southeast 
United States. 



GUIDS enable
Real-Time 
Data 
Augmentation

Data linkage based on 
Darwin Core Archive occurrenceID
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