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Subjective tags and its implications on information indexing

Abstract

The rise of Web 2.0 reveals a participant-centered social network. One of its key
concepts, tagging, encourages users to create keywords with natural thoughts. Once tags
serve as the ‘nodes’ for information indexing, users are allowed to associate information in a
subjective manner. And the urgent task for current research is to understand how users index
or associate things. This study believes that a fundamental research on tags will enhance our
understanding on collaborative indexing.

The researcher conducted a qualitative study to explore the characteristics of tagging.
Based upon the data retrieved from Taiwan flikcr homepages by the date January 8, 2010, 19
photos and a total number of 356 tags are analyzed. Each tag is assigned a priority meaning,
which depends upon a thorough analysis on its context. Nine categories of tagging are then
extracted: (1) Main description of the photo (34%), including What (19%), Where (10%),
When (2%), and Who (2%); (2) Secondary description of the photo like shape, size, color,
and brand (7%); (3) Information about the camera type (8%); (4) Groups, or the communities
self-organized by users (30%); (5) Personal albums (5%); (6) Individual use (3%); (7)
Appraisal or subjective comment on the photo (5%); (8) Feelings such as empty, alone, etc.
(3%); and (9) Association of experiences recollected by the photo (5%).

The result clearly shows that the proportion of traditional indexing nodes such as
spatiality (Where), temporality (When), and intentionality (Why) are relatively low in flickr
tagging activities. Categories 4-9 are very subjective and affective, implying that both
rational and sentimental dimensions are equally significant for information indexing (49% vs.
51%). Accordingly, the study recommends several possible projects regarding the
applications of subjective tagging: (1) a restaurant pageranking system embedded in
Facebook, to retrieve information from worldwide blogs and rank them primarily by the joint
evaluation of connected friends, (2) a sentimentally classified music system which
customizes different colors to manifest a person’s emotions. By this way, users can
immediately retrieve a set of songs following their moods, or discover potential friends who
share similar emotional tags on the same songs in the web community, and (3) an
experience-oriented university memory sharing system illustrated with a school map and
timeline design. Students can stamp the place and time and share their subjective experiences.
The emotionality of the collective experiences will be displayed again by the depth of
different colors.

Key words: Tag, indexing, classification, sentimental, subjective tag, groups
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INTRODUCTION

The rise of Web 2.0 reveals a participant-centered social network. One of its key
concepts, tagging, encourages users to create keywords with natural thoughts. Once tags
serve as the nodes for information indexing, users are allowed to associate information in a
subjective manner.

Traditionally we search information objectively. The library indexing model arranges
catalogs alphabetically or numerically, while the event-indexing model adopts protagonist,
spatiality, temporality, intentionality, and causality as the nodes for event updating (Zwaan,
Langston and Graesser, 1995). These taxonomical models demonstrate the rational part of our
epistemology, but human mind does not run this way. As the computer pioneer Vannevar
Bush (1945) pointed out, human mind operates by association. While grasping an item, the
next item will emerge along with the complex nodes and paths elicited by association of
thoughts. And the urgent task for current research is to understand how users index or
associate things. This study believes that a basic research on tags will enhance our
understanding on collaborative indexing.

A qualitative research on Taiwan flickr homepage photos is conducted to explore the
characteristics of tagging activities. The study then places its interests to the discussion of
subjective tags, since they are beyond our knowledge of classification which may create new
possibility for information indexing. Based on the research findings, the researcher suggests
several ideas for web platform design to facilitate the reorganization of web content and user

communities.

LITERATURE REVIEW

Why tagging matters? Foucault (1994) in his famous book the order of things gave us a
distinct example. Cited from Jorge Luis Borges, he discussed a bizarre classification system
in the alleged Chinese encyclopedia, in which animals are divided into: (a) belonging to the
Emperor, (b) embalmed, (c) tame, (d) sucking pigs, (e) sirens, () fabulous, (g) stray dogs, (h)
included in the present classification, (i) frenzied, (j) innumerable, (k) drawn with a very fine
camelhair brush, (1) et cetera, (m) having just broken the water pitcher, (n) that from a long
way off look like flies. Such a classification system might not exist at all since there is no
evidence to prove that Chinese ever had published that encyclopedia. But it demonstrates the
possibility of people from different worlds with different order of things. Therefore,
classification is not simply a technology. It is a philosophy for information organization. The
taxonomy to which we are used has no truth value. It looks like the truth simply because we
take it for granted without challenging its legitimacy. If we abandon this faith on traditional

taxonomy, classification can be very flexible, just like tagging.
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Tagging and folksonomy

The idea ‘tagging’ has received a great deal of attention since the rise of Web 2.0. Being
an approach to collecting metadata, tagging allows users to choose their keywords freely
(O’Reilly, 2005). Once users need not follow the canonical rules of classification, their
tagging activities will go beyond taxonomy on which our knowledge is based and lead to a
grassroots concept called folksonomy (Tapscott & Williams, 2006).

The goal of taxonomy such as biological Linnaean System or Dewey Decimal
Classification System is to organize all human knowledge into a parent-child structure.
Taxonomical vocabulary is controlled, adopting a top-down, one-thing-in-one-place model
(Smith, 2008). Such characteristics like hierarchy and exclusiveness have deeply rooted in
our schema, formulating our epistemology of perceiving the real world. Folksonomy,
however, directs us to a different kind of classifying practice. With a bottom-up, organic
nature, tagging encourages users to keyword their content with natural thoughts. Users do not
have to set up keywords objectively. Rather, they create a connection with the content based
upon their subjective experiences. Just like folk classifications that have long existed in our
everyday life, tagging demonstrates our brains’ links between formal structure and social
context (Ellen & Reason, 1979).

The experts of taxonomy attribute relationships between terms or between concepts
referred to by terms. The relationships between tags are inferred based on their usage patterns.
As a result, there are no formal relationships in a folksonomy, other than perhaps degree of
social relatedness (Smith, 2008), implying that tags are used not only to connect content, but
also to connect people. Tapscott and Williams (2006) revealed that people who use similar
tags are likely to have overlapping interests or experiences. These shared interests and
experiences provide an incentive to find out who might be other like-minded people? Where
they are and what experiences they can share with people? From this point of view, tagging is
not simply a keyword system for classification. It is an activity of categorization and
collaborative filtering (Mathes, 2004). And this potential of collectivity is changing our

perceptions on the world.

Previous research on tagging

That a large proportion of previous research on tagging is to solve the issue of semantic
ambiguity is not the current concern for this research, since it is not interested in relationships
between terms of tags. In addition to such a focus, researchers aimed to explore another two
issues: Do different users have similar tagging patterns regarding the same URL or the same
content? Can we categorize tags and what are the implications of this categorization (Golder
& Huberman, 2006; Marlow, Naaman Boyd & Davis, 2006; Quintarelli, Rosati & Resmini,
2006)?
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To answer the first question, Golder and Huberman (2006), based upon a study on
del.icio.us, confirmed that there are regular patterns in user activities, tag frequencies, and the
tags in use. Y1 and Chan (2009) compared a selected sample of del.icio.us (user vocabulary)
with Library of Congress Subject Headings (LCSH, controlled vocabulary), concluding that
approximately two-thirds of all tags involved is matched with taxonomical terms, which
means it is possible to link a folksonomy to an authority-maintained system. Heckner and
associates (2006) also supported the possibility of establishing a stable folksonomy despite
they found there is a distinction between personal tagging activities and expert keyword
system. Accordingly, Quintarelli and associates (2006) developed a social tagging system
accommodating top-down and bottom-up features in order to meet both the professional and
the amateur needs.

Regarding the second question, previous research suggested tags are better categorized
in terms of function rather than of things. Golder and Huberman (2006) identified seven
functions tags perform for bookmarks: (1) Identifying what (or who) it is about; (2)
Identifying what it is; (3) Identifying who owns it; (4) Refining categories; (5) Identifying
qualities or characteristics; (6) Self reference; (7) Task organizing. Smith (2008) summarized
these concepts to another seven types: (1) Descriptive; (2) Resource; (3) Ownership/Source;
(4) Opinion; (5) Self-reference; (6) Task organizing; (7) Play and performance. The first three
were for public sharing, while the latter four emphasized personal dimensions. Viewing tags
as functional implies that tagging is goal-oriented. If the goal of tagging is to share, the user
will use a common term. If the goal is quite personal or is for the use of specific community,

the user will use a jargon instead (Lange, 2007).

Research questions

All the above studies were looking for the ‘stable’ dimension of tagging activity,
exploring folksonomy on the foundation of taxonomy. As a result, researchers rationally
categorized adjectives like scary, funny, stupid, and inspirational as ‘qualities and
characteristics’ (Golder and Humberman, 2006). This is somewhat problematic because
folksonomy does not only construct objective relationships for terms as taxonomy does. It
constructs the subjective relationship between the user and the terms he tags. From this point
of view, the use of adjectives is completely fresh to our knowledge of classification. On the
one hand, qualities, characteristics, and what Smith (2008) termed as ‘opinion’ cannot
manifest the descriptive dimension of adjectives, verbs, or even adverbs. On the other hand, it
is very difficult to distinguish public from private in a folksonomy since the private use of the
same tags by more than one individual can yield a collective classification schema, which is
publicly shared. Therefore, it is necessary to take human spirit into account while exploring a
folksonomy. And an examination of tags will be a good starting point to realize the new order

of things.
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The study chooses flikcr, an album management platform, as the case for analysis, since
users will have more subjective experiences when tagging their own photos. It aims to
discuss the following research questions:

Q1: What are the categories of tagging in flickr?

Q2: What are the characteristics of tagging in flickr?

Q3: What are the implications of subjective tags? What projects can we design for
further applications?

METHOD

It is expected that the photos placed on the homepage will be a qualified sample for
study since they collect higher page views. Since early June 2008, the researcher has kept
tracking the homepage photos and its tags from Taiwan flickr website. Surprisingly, those
photos displayed on the homepages were quite consistent at all times, accommodating 19
photos randomly appearing at the homepage once relocating the webpage. Therefore, this
study selected all tags from these 19 photos, with a total number of 356, as the sample for
analysis based upon the data till January 8, 2010.

The researcher began with an open coding process of the 19 photos, on which a table
was created to include title, author, description of photo, URL of photo, and tags. The next
step was to determine the possible meaning of each tag. A semantic issue immediately arose
since most tags were polysemic by nature. In order to find the exact meaning of each tag, the
researcher conducted a detailed analysis on the context of tags, taking into account the title,
the text description of the photo, the forum messages covering the author’s replies, and the
possible match with the names of groups and personal albums. Nine major categories of
tagging were finally extracted: (1) Main description of the photo, with What, Where, When,
and Who as subcategories (4W); (2) Secondary description of the photo like shape, size, color,
brand, or action; (3) Information about the camera type; (4) Groups, the communities
self-organized by users, such as ABigFave, SuperShot, AnAwesomeShot, etc.; (5) Personal
albums named arbitrarily by users for personal archival; (6) Purely for individual use; (7)
Appraisal or subjective comment on the photo; (8) Feelings such as empty, alone, etc.; (9)
Association of experiences recollected by the photo. Usually these tags pointed to people
(Who) or objects (What) which seemed not related to the photos.

Once the categories were formulated, another problem emerged since many tags were
multi-categorical. To facilitate the distribution analysis of tagging activities, the total number
of tags (356) had to remain unchanged. The researcher then assigned a priority category to
each tag based upon the following criteria: (1) Main description and Secondary description
were always the priority categories over Groups or Albums, except for few tags obviously

belonging to Groups or Albums according to tag context analysis. (2) When a tag could be



Subjective tags and its implications on information indexing - 6

assigned to Camera, Groups, or Albums, the priority order was set as Albums, Groups, and
Camera. (3) The names of Appraisal, such as beautifulcapture and welltaken, were often the
names of Groups. If so, the tag was assigned as Groups, since the primary goal of these tags
were to be invited by Groups. Those tags which did not match with Groups were Appraisal.
(4) Feelings and Experiences, like 4W, also possessed priority over Groups or Albumes.

In short, each tag is assigned to one of the following categories: What, Where, When,

Who, Secondary, Camera, Groups, Albums, Individual, Appraisal, Feelings, and Experiences.

RESULTS

This study collects 19 photos and 356 tags. Table 1 demonstrates the number of tags of
each photo for the 9 major categories. Detailed information of each tag and its priority

category is provided in Appendix I.

General analysis

Due to the user-centered tagging strategy, the number of tags of each photo varies
significantly, from the least 6 (photo 10) to the most 74 (photo 3). Regarding its distribution
of each category or subcategory, the traditional 4W only accounts for 34% of tagging activity.
The rest 66% exposes some emerging categories, among which Groups accounts for 30% of
overall tagging, a quite impressive percentage since it was assigned no priority under research
design, revealing that the function of tags are meant for public sharing no less than for photo
description. Camera is a unique category specifically for flickr, where attracts a good number
of professional photographers who would like to share detailed information of camera types
and accessories. Further, even if tagging is bottom-up, user-centered activity, and it is found
that a user may have created dozens of personal albums, the number of tags for albums or for
individual purposes only occupies a very small proportion, 5% and 3% respectively,
indicating that tagging is not the major mechanism for photo management even if flickr is
famous with its powerful design on photo collections. Categories 7-9, consisted of Appraisal,
Feelings, and Experiences, are emotional tags contributed by few users. Although the total
number of these tags is not impressive, only 13% of the overall tagging activities, it will have
significant effect on classifications. As mentioned earlier, previous research categorized these
tags objectively, described by Golder and Huberman (2006) as ‘qualities and characteristics’
and by Smith (2008) as ‘opinion.” Such categorization ignores the user’s involvement while
tagging. The term like alone, great, or emo is tagged for representing the user’s emotional
connection to the photo, and the arousal of these emotions is based upon the user’s past
experiences. Users don’t have to tag things or objects for the photos. They can tag their

thoughts, feelings, and comments.



Subjective tags and its implications on information indexing - 7

Table 1: Distribution of Tags

Category 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Main Description (4W)
Photo # Secondary|Camera| Groups |Albums|Individual [Appraisal |Feelings|Experiences | Total
What|Where|When|Who
1 2 0 2 0 5 0 4 0 0 0 4 2 19
2 4 0 0 0 1 0 12 0 0 1 0 0 18
3 5 3 0 0 3 1 60 0 0 2 0 0 74
4 8 1 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 1 0 0 17
5 3 0 010 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 8
6 4| 4 010 0 0 1 5 1 0 0 0 15
7 1 3 0|1 4 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 12
8 2 3 110 0 12 0 0 0 0 2 0 20
9 5 0 0 3 1 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 13
10 2 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
11 4 2 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 5 16
12 2 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
13 4 0 0|1 5 5 2 0 1 0 0 0 18
14 6| 122|310 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 26
15 0 0 010 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 8 14
16 0 2 010 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 14
17 11 0 0 0 2 0 9 2 0 2 0 0 26
18 0 0 2 0 0 3 2 2 0 0 1 0 10
19 5 0 0 2 0 2 6 0 7 0 1 0 23
68| 36 | 8 | 8 25 27 107 19 11 19 10 18 356
Subtotal 120 25 27 107 19 11 19 10 18 356
Type 145 134 30 47 265
(Photo related) (Public sharing) (Private) (Sentimental)

Overall speaking, four main functions of tagging are identified: (1) those related to the
descriptions of the photos (categories 1 & 2, 41%); (2) those tagged for public sharing
(categories 3 & 4, 38%); (3) those meant for private collections (categories 5 & 6, 8%), and
(4) sentimental tags (categories 7, 8 & 9, 13%). The result clearly shows that the proportion
of traditional indexing nodes such as spatiality (Where), temporality (When), and
intentionality (Why) are relatively low in flickr tagging activities. The terms of Groups,

Albums, and emotional tags are very subjective, implying that both rational and sentimental
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dimensions are equally significant for information indexing (49% vs. 51%).

Several characteristics of tagging

After examining the terms of these 356 tags, several characteristics of folksonomy can
be identified. First of all, tagging is not nouns only. In principle, things are classified as nouns
in taxonomy. This is the reason why we use objective concepts to keyword a document, a
photo, or an audiovisual material. Folksonomy does not follow this rule completely. For
example, the author of photo number 1 tags vibrant, red, alone to demonstrate a pair of red
shoes on the green grass. Similarly, the author of photo number 3 uses looking up to describe
the posture of the cosmos flower. The use of adjectives, verbs, and even adverbs is not
common in each photo, but suggests that not only nouns are allowed to exist in folksonomy.
Also, a tag can be a combination of multiple words rather than a single word, such as
youareamazingphotographer, the very best of flickr, and AnAwesomeShot, etc. It would be a
mistake to think that only few users adopt these multiple variations. Once we click on these
tags, we will discover their clusters accommodating hundreds or thousands of photos, proving
that the abnormal tags in our epistemology will become normal as long as they are
acknowledged by groups or user communities.

Secondly, tagging is de-hierarchical, destroying the so-called parent-child structure. In
taxonomy, if Dog is the ‘parent’ level of classification, Pekingese would be the next level of it
for it is the ‘breeds’ of dog. Similarly, the term china and beijing should be labeled as first
China then Beijing, since the level of ‘country’ is always higher than that of ‘city.” Tagging in
flickr, however, switches this vertical hierarchy to horizontal juxtaposition. The author of
photo number 10 not only tags china and beijing together but also adds another two similar
terms: chinese and J~Hi(‘Beijing’ in Chinese). Another example would be the photo number
7, in which plano, school, and planoseniorhighschool are all placed in the tagging pool.

Tagging is redundant, against the rules of one-thing-in-one-place and controlled
vocabulary. A user may tag all possible terms or language for the same object. fleur and fleurs
of photo number 17 are identical words of flowers. mediterranian of photo number 14 is
equal to mediterrani and mediterraneo, and the same circumstance is island, isla, and illa,
which are all tagged together. The author of photo number 6 use several tags to identify a
trade fair in Canton, including Canton, Trade, Fair, Canton Trade Fair, China Import and
Export Fair, and Guangzhou (another term of Canton). The reason why users tag redundantly
is self-explanatory. They hope their photos being easily indexed in web searching.

Further, tagging emphasizes the connection between the user and the photo. In
traditional classification we objectified the subjects. A pair of red shoes on the green grass is
naturally tagged as red, shoes, green, and grass. But this photo may recall some deep feelings
in the user’s mind. Consequently, in flickr we see these tags like lonely, alone, vibrant, fun,
emo, and scene. The objects (What) of the photo, the red shoes and the green grass, are thus
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subjectified. The number 10 photo is interesting, too. The content of it is a corner tower of
Beijing Imperial Palace, but the author completely ignores the primary keywords like tower
and palace. Instead, he only tags its background, blue and sky. The other example is the
number 15 photo, in which a naked man photographs himself indoors with a digital camera in
front of a mirror. The tags of this photo are full of imagination, including SKY, CLOUDS,
BEACH, SUN, VACATION, etc. All these tags are not the content of the photo. They are
experiences recollected by the photo from the researcher’s point of view.

Finally, instead of maintaining a unified term, tagging actually encourages to create
variations of terms. This is particularly manifest in Groups, the self-organized photo
communities among users where different tags are used for describing similar meanings. For
example, to tag a photo as the favorite, one may use the following terms: ABigfav, ABigFave,
mostfavorite, FiveFilckrFavs, FrHwoFavs, etc. To appreciate a photo as a good shot,
different groups are formulated, such as the very best of flickr, AnAwesomeShot, BRAVO,
SuperShot, GreatShot, beautifulcapture, welltaken. These terms are used to distinguish this
special group from the other ones. They are the logos for group identity rather than for a

unified definition.

FURTHER APLLICATIONS OF SUBJECTIVE TAGS

Just like Ellen and Reason (1979) pointed out, different classifications reflect different
aspects of reality. The rise of the subjective tags provides us a unique comprehension on
information organization. In the networked society, tags are not only used for classification,
they serve an indexing purpose, facilitating search and navigation of resources. And empirical
findings show that except for rational knowledge, users like to search the subjective
dimension of information online. They are willing to read the messages from people who
may have similar experiences or stories from friends to share (Veinot, 2009). In order to find
the exact messages they want, users have developed their own keyword strategies. Usually,
the keyword (or tag) used for search is not formal. Daily language is widely used instead. For
example, in the formal knowledge network like Wikipedia, insomnia is the item for
sleeplessness. Sleepless itself is referred to as a term in films, televisions, novels, or music. In
reality, however, users would hardly search insomnia on Google unless they are working on
medical papers. The terms they might key in are sleepless plus depressed, both subjective and
emotional. With such a strategy, users can target those web pages containing private
experiences from millions of search results.

Up to this moment, the researcher started to think if there is a way to implement this
subjective indexing to our web design. In a graduate class at fall 2009, students were asked to
develop team projects regarding the applications of subjective tagging, and here are three

related prototypes:
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1. Gourmet Search, a restaurant pageranking program plugged in Facebook. This
prototype adopts two concepts of tagging: Appraisal and Groups, allowing information to be
retrieved from worldwide blogs and ranked primarily by the joint evaluation of connected
friends, who are more reliable to the users (Figure 1).
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Figure 1: Gourmet Search
Designed by T. Li, J. Sung, M. Tsai, and Y. Tseng

2. Sentimental Music Player, an emotionally classified music platform on mobile phones.
Using ‘color’ to identify feelings, a user can choose a color from a color palette and add some
tags to symbolize his personal emotion to a song. By this way, users can immediately retrieve
a set of songs following their moods. Moreover, they can discover potential users who have
exactly the same emotional tags on the same songs. These like-minded people at the current
moment may establish a new form of community online (Figure 2).

Figure 2: Sentimental Music Player
Designed by S. Tseng, C. Chen, T. Chan, G. Chiu, and X. Fu
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3. Mappory, or map your memory, an experience-oriented university memory sharing
platform. Illustrated as a school map, this prototype adopts the strategies of Experiences,
Feelings, and Groups. Students can stamp the place and share their subjective experiences.
The emotionality of the collective experiences is displayed again by the depth of different
colors. Dark blue means very sad experiences, while light yellow is happier experiences in a

collective point of view (Figure 3).

Figure 3: Mappory
Designed by Y. Chen, M. Yeh, W. Hsieh, and G. Lo

In conclusion, this research on tagging suggests that both rational and sentimental
dimensions are equally significant for information indexing in a networked society. For the
first time in human history, emotions or experiences can be statistically aggregated and
collectively shared by thousands of people, which reveals the possibility of organizing
information based upon their subjective needs. Such developments stimulate many fruitful
thoughts for indexing programs. As the technologists promote the user-center design, what
are the users’ subjective needs online and how they associate their subjective experiences via
search engines or answers.com remain unclear at present. Therefore, further research should

focus on how users tag and search information subjectively.
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in narrative comprehension: An event-indexing model. Psychological Science, 6 (5),
292-297.

APPENDIX I: Detailed information of tags and their priority categories

1 Running ahead of oneself emo Experiences
orangeacid scene Experiences
Red color converse on the grass. shallow depth of field Secondary
http://www.flickr.com/photos/orangeacid/4592079 | shoes What
03/ red Secondary
green Secondary
lonely Feelings
polkadot Secondary
alone Feelings
summer When
spring When
converse Secondary
grass What
vibrant Feelings
fun Feelings
50mm Groups
myspace Groups
Flickr Front Page Groups
ABigFave Groups
2 Lapsana apogonoides flowers What
jam343 spring What
Yellow flowers off the road. scenery What
http://www.flickr.com/photos/jam343/1703693/ lapsana What
great Appraisal
fotolog Groups
ThinkFlickrThink Groups
SuperShot Groups
Imill Groups
PhotographyAndExpressions Groups
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http://www.flickr.com/photos/orangeacid/459207903/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/orangeacid/459207903/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/orangeacid/tags/lonely/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/orangeacid/tags/alone/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/jam343/1703693/
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AlemdagQualityOnlyClub Groups
yellow Secondary
GreatShot Groups
500v50f Groups
ReflectYourWorld Groups
l'image-color Groups
SuperEco Groups
perspective Groups
Sunny Side Up COSMos What
code poet flower What
Cosmos looking up the sky. pink Secondary
http://www.flickr.com/photos/alphageek/23347209 | looking up Secondary
3/ sun What
sky What
blue Secondary
clouds What
10-22mm Camera
lexington Where
kentucky Where
arboretum Where

top-f25, top-v111, top-v333,

Groups (54 in

top-f50, top-v555, top-v777, total)
top-c25 ... top-v77777
(skipped, all top-fxx, top-cxx,
top-vxx > or 100.., 500..)
beautifulcapture Groups
mashallah Groups
welltaken Groups
youareamazingphotographer Appraisal
the very best of flickr Groups
infinestyle Groups
GoldenAperture Groups
masterpiece Appraisal
Is there anybody out there? mare What
Ende cabine What
Sight seeing of sand beach. spiaggia Where
http://www.flickr.com/photos/ende/7521239/ beach What
sea What
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http://www.flickr.com/photos/jam343/tags/500v50f/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/jam343/tags/reflectyourworld/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/jam343/tags/limagecolor/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/jam343/tags/supereco/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/jam343/tags/perspective/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/alphageek/233472093/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/alphageek/233472093/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/alphageek/tags/goldenaperture/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/alphageek/tags/masterpiece/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/ende/7521239/
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sand What
net What
volley What
beachvolley What
10-25-fav Groups
mostfavorite Appraisal
WOowW Groups
top-f25 Groups
welltaken Groups
beautifulcapture Groups
the very best of flickr Groups
AnAwesomeShot Groups
K-9 leica Camera
junku-newcleus film Camera
A black-and-white dog in front of a police car. neopan1600 Camera
http://www.flickr.com/photos/junku-newcleus/417 | summaron Camera
646359/ dogworld Groups
pembroke What
welsh What
corgi (welsh corgi=pembroke) | What
Canton Trade Fair canton Where
tarotastic trade What
Arc corridor with walking passengers. fair What
http://www.flickr.com/photos/tjt195/380173157/ Canton Trade Fair What
Guangzhou Where
China Where
Pazhou Where
China Import and Export Fair | What
FiveFlickrFavs Groups
100+ Albums
startpage Individual
500+ Albums
600+ Albums
700+ Albums
1000+ Albums
the sea of maroon plano Where
nutmeg planoseniorhighschool Where
Fans, colored red and white over faces and bodies, | pride Feelings
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http://www.flickr.com/photos/junku-newcleus/417646359/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/junku-newcleus/417646359/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/tjt195/380173157/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/tjt195/tags/fiveflickrfavs/
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cheering at a game. school Where
http://www.flickr.com/photos/absolutely loverly/1 | footballgame What
20000855/ fans Who
stands Secondary
cheering Secondary
maroon Secondary
action Secondary
welltaken Groups
beautifulcapture Groups
Wasteland stairs What
xdjio stadium Where
Stairways and scattered railings toward the beplace Where
underground stadium. distagon35 Camera
http://www.flickr.com/photos/xdjio/226228060/ railing What
empty Feelings
alone Feelings
vancouver Where
day When
bw Camera
film Camera
bathroomdarkroom Camera
rodinal Camera
ilford Camera
fp4 Camera
contax Camera
rtsii Camera
stand Camera
development Camera
standdevelopment Camera
the smile of a man with a wild fan base traphic jam Who
notsogoodphotography live music What
Live music show: The actors and the crowds. live show What
http://www.flickr.com/photos/notsogoodphotograp | alimas carnival What
hy/503637906/ show What
rock What
kayaano Who
crowd surfing Secondary
fans Who
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http://www.flickr.com/photos/absolutely_loverly/120000855/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/absolutely_loverly/120000855/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/xdjio/226228060/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/notsogoodphotography/503637906/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/notsogoodphotography/503637906/
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chaos Feelings
sound of a nation Appraisal
Music Albums
Maldives Albums
10 97220015 china Where
nuomi chinese What
A corner tower of Beijing Imperial Palace. beijing Where
http://www.flickr.com/photos/nuomi/77156587/ sky What
blue Secondary
| “:FII Where
11 Shanghai Skyscape Shanghai Where
pmorgan China Where
Skyscrapers of Shanghai. shanghaiist What
http://www.flickr.com/photos/pmorgan/32606683/ | urban What
adobeelements Individual
experiments Albums
architecture Albums
Code 46 Experiences
everything?2 Experiences
COTC:mostfavorited Groups
flickrhomepage Individual
buildings What
haze What
jin mao Experiences
Hyatt Experiences
post modern Experiences
12 Trees Snow and Shadows Cromarty Where
ccgd Scotland Where
Beautiful snow landscape with trees at the right Highlands Where
corner. Snow What
http://www.flickr.com/photos/ccgd/107274692/in/s | tree What
et-72157601948177769/ blue Secondary
sutor (a place of Cromarty) Where
13 back at ya 35mm Camera
rappensuncle color Camera
Motocross roosting dirt to the camera lens. film Camera
http://www.flickr.com/photos/rappensuncle/18368 | kodachrome Camera
9226/ nikon coolscan V Camera
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http://www.flickr.com/photos/nuomi/77156587/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/pmorgan/32606683/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/ccgd/107274692/in/set-72157601948177769/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/ccgd/107274692/in/set-72157601948177769/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/rappensuncle/183689226/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/rappensuncle/183689226/
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motocross What
roosting What
dirt What
in your face What
rappensuncle Who
honda Secondary
minolta Secondary
action Secondary
XR 500 Secondary
welltaken Groups
mashallah Groups
os-bmx and motocross Individual
vintage Secondary
14 wham:a different corner menorca Where
visualpanic macarelleta Where
Two people swimming in the water. water What
http://www.flickr.com/photos/visualpanic/2335086 | sea What
14/ beach What
agost When
2006 When
blue Secondary
mar Experiences
blau Experiences
illes balears Experiences
minimal Secondary
summer When
mediterrani Where
mediterraneo Where
mediterranian Where
island Where
isla Where
illa Where
aigua Where
agua Where
Cala Macarelleta Where
Balearic Islands Where
Holydays What
Vacances What
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http://www.flickr.com/photos/rappensuncle/tags/osbmxandmotocross/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/visualpanic/233508614/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/visualpanic/233508614/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/visualpanic/tags/aigua/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/visualpanic/tags/agua/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/visualpanic/tags/calamacarelleta/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/visualpanic/tags/balearicislands/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/visualpanic/tags/holydays/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/visualpanic/tags/vacances/
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Vacaciones What
15 Self Portrait in Barbados 2004 (2004 NOV... SET2) Albums
jenschapter3 NOV Albums
A naked man picturing himself in front of a mirror. | BARBADOS Albums
http://www.flickr.com/photos/chapter3/328919634 | OVER Albums
/ THANKSGIVING Albums
SET2 Albums
SKIES Experiences
SKY Experiences
CLOUDS Experiences
BEACH Experiences
VIVID Experiences
SUN Experiences
PALM Experiences
VACATION Experiences
16 Last Tango in Buenos Aires Buenos Aires Where
welsh boy Argentina Where
Dancers dancing in the square; Another girl dancer | deleteme Appraisal
Staring ahead without a target. deleteme?2 Appraisal
http://www.flickr.com/photos/jonowales/95283121 | deleteme3 Appraisal
/ deleteme4 Appraisal
deleteme5 Appraisal
saveme Appraisal
deleteme6 Appraisal
deleteme?7 Appraisal
deletemeS8 Appraisal
deleteme9 Appraisal
saveme?2 Appraisal
deleteme10 Appraisal
17 Lift Off- Best Viewed Large bee What
aussiegall flower What
A bee flying above the flower, associated with clouds What
beautiful sky and clouds. sky What
http://www.flickr.com/photos/aussiegall/34500921 | fly Secondary
0/ buzz Secondary
My winner Appraisal
AnAwesomeShot Groups
ABigfav Groups
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http://www.flickr.com/photos/visualpanic/tags/vacaciones/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/chapter3/328919634/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/chapter3/328919634/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/jonowales/95283121/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/jonowales/95283121/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/aussiegall/345009210/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/aussiegall/345009210/
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ABigFave Groups
A photo day Groups
Project 365 Albums
Eyecatcher Groups
Free DP Groups
shield of excellence Appraisal
BRAVO Groups
macro Albums
nature Groups
fleur What
fleurs What
flowers What
insecte What
insect What
animal What
FrHwoFavs Groups
abeille What
- 2006/06 When
+lyn film Camera
A fuzzy photo taken inside an umbrella against the | kodak Camera
railing of an overhead bridge gm400 Camera
http://www.flickr.com/photos/lynhana/416152814/ | lomo Albums
Ic-a Albums
beautifulcapture Groups
expired Feelings
2001 When
mashallah Groups
Judah-Jack-Donald-Krug film What
kk+ judahjackdonaldkrug Who
A close-up of a lovely boy with big glasses and rosycheeks What
rosy cheeks. portrait What
http://www.flickr.com/photos/kk/14443265/ son Who
glasses What
rouge What
static family Feelings
kktop20interesting Individual
kktop20favs Individual
kktop20comments Individual
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http://www.flickr.com/photos/aussiegall/tags/abeille/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/lynhana/archives/date-posted/2007/03/09/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/lynhana/416152814/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/kk/14443265/
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welltaken Groups
beautifulcapture Groups
Flickrcolour Groups
50mm Camera
lens Camera
GoldenHeartAward Groups
staticportrait Individual
kittymoo Individual
GiiniinEnlyisi Groups
TheBestOfDay Groups
kkiphotoportrait Individual
bkcutportrait Individual
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http://www.flickr.com/photos/kk/tags/50mm/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/kk/tags/lens/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/kk/tags/goldenheartaward/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/kk/tags/staticportrait/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/kk/tags/kittymoo/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/kk/tags/g%C3%BCn%C3%BCneniyisi/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/kk/tags/thebestofday/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/kk/tags/kkiphotoportrait/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/kk/tags/bkcutportrait/
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