Notes from METS Editorial Board teleconference meeting 
December 18, 2008

Present:  Brian, Rick, Markus, Richard, Terry, Tobias, Arwen, Clay, Jenn, Robin, Nancy   

Absent:  Adam, Rob, Patrick, Joachim
Agenda:

1.  METS Schema documentation update (Rick)
2.  Extended link additions to version 1.8 (Rick) 
3. METS Profile Development (Jenn)
4. METS & SKOS exploration (Clay)
5. Planning for Metadata meeting with EAD, TEI & DDI communities (Nancy)
6.  Planning for METS training events in 2009 (Nancy)
7. Update on METS live examples pages from METS main website (Clay)

8. Round robin updates & review of Open Tasks List (all)

1) Documentation alignment.

a) Rick announced that he has proofed and made further corrections to the documentation he drew from the Primer and inserted into schema 1.8 in progress as a means of aligning the schema documentation with the Primer.  He feels that, where indicated, the changes and corrections he made are now ready to be incorporated in the Primer.

b) Actions:

i) Brian will work on converting the Primer to DocBook format

ii) Arwen will work on updating the Primer

iii) Rick will start to look at the element and attribute tables that appear at the end of the Primer and correct any residual errors there.  He will not work in the Primer itself—but simply record any corrections that need to be made in an independent Word document table.  These can then be reviewed by the board and incorporated into the Primer as appropriate by Arwen.

2) xlink:extendedLink discussion.

a) Background: Rick summarized the background on his proposal to add xlink:extendedLink support to the METS structLink by means of a new smLinkGrp element of xlink:type “extended”.  Originally Markus had proposed adding an “ORDER” attribute to the smLink element to give BL a means of establishing ordered groups of links between <div> elements residing in separate structMaps.  Rick had reservations about the suggestions because he felt the purpose of the ORDER attribute was not sufficiently clear. Following up on a suggestion by Jerry McDonough, he proposed an implementation of xlink:extendedLink within the structLink element as a more transparent, standard and general purpose alternative to the ORDER attribute.

b) Relationship of METS and xlink:

i) Rick said that after reading the xlink specification fully he feared that METS use of xlink vocabulary was in general not xlink compliant because the xlink vocabulary was not used in xlink-recognized contexts. This, he felt, might raise the question as to whether it was worthwhile to strive for xlink compliance in providing for links between multiple div elements, especially if doing so didn’t meet the motivating needs—as appeared possibly to be the case from some of Markus comments on the draft implementation of smLinkGrp. However, on closer examination of the METS schema, the board determined that in fact only the structLink/smLink element uses xlink vocabulary in a non-xlink compliant way. Other uses of the xlink vocabulary in METS appear to be xlink compliant.

ii) Since the METS schema use of xlink vocabulary is largely xlink compliant, the board took this as an argument for adhering to compliance in any “extended link” implementation.  In addition, doing so would in fact provide an xlink compliant alternative to the non-compliant smLink for establishing one to one links between div elements as well as for establishing links between more than two div elements.

c) Markus’ issues.  Markus had raised several issues regarding the proposed draft implementation of xlink:extendedLink that were discussed and largely resolved.

i) Proposed TYPE attribute.  

(1) Markus proposed that a TYPE attribute be added to the smArcLink element so that the nature or meaning of the arcLink could be recorded.

(2) Rick pointed out the the smArcLink element already had an xlink:arcrole attribute defined for it which, it appeared to him, would meet the need.  He argued that if we are going to make the extendedLink truly xlink compliant, that we should go with the xlink defined mechanisms in all respects.

(3) Markus and others argued that the problem with xlink:arcrole is that it must contain a URI.  Establishing URIs can be problematic and Markus pointed out that all of METS’ other comparable typing attributes are simple string types.

(4) The Board as a whole concurred that some kind of string typing attribute that could be used as an alternative to (or in addition to) the xlink:arcrole attribute was desirable even though this would have no xlink specified meaning.

(5) Terry Catapano suggested that the attribute be named “ARCTYPE”. This is more specific and gives a better idea of it’s purpose than the more generic “TYPE”.  The board agreed.

(6) Action: Rick will add an ARCTYPE attribute to the smArcLink element.

ii) Use of the xlink:href attribute in the smLocatorLink.

(1) Markus argued that the use of the xlink:href to establish links to the pertinent <div> elements via smLocatorLink elements was problematic for the reasons listed below.  He would prefer the use of xlink:to/xlink:from.

(a) The target of the xlink:href can’t be validated.

(b) Use of xlink:href creates a confusion between the mptr and  the smLocatorLink elements, because the mptr also uses xlink:href to reference mets documents.  (More on the relationship between mptr and smLocatorLink below).  

(2) Rick argued for retaining the standard xlink referencing mechanism defined for xlink:type=“locator” elements.

(a) xlink:to and xlink:from would have no xlink specified meaning in the context of an smLocatorLink.  

(b) xlink:to and xlink:from attributes need to reference xlink:label attributes; and according to the xlink specification the xlink:label attributes referenced should appear on elements governed by the same parent element as the xlink:to and/or xlink:from attributes that reference them.

(c) The values of xlink:to and xlink:from attributes, because these are not IDREF attributes, but simple string type attributes, also cannot be validated by an xml validator.

(3) The Board agreed that the standard xlink:href referencing mechanism should be retained in the smLocatorLink.

iii) Relationship between mptr and smLocatorLink elements.  The Board spent some time discussing the relationship between the mptr element and the smLocatorLink element.

(1) Markus indicated that he felt that the relationship between an mptr element and the smLocatorLink element was confused (and confusing).  Both point to mets documents. And in Markus view, the mptr should properly point specifically to the root of the structMap in the mets document it referenced.  The xlink:href attribute in an smLocatorLink elements also would point to specific divs in a structMap of the METS document it references.

(2) Rick pointed out:

(a) The mptr was intended to be analogous to the fptr element.  Like the fptr, it points to content that manifests it’s parent <div> --however it does so when the content is represented by an external mets document.

(b) It was envisioned that, at least typically, the mptr would point to an integral mets document.  While an integral “mets” document, it is true, has both “content” and supplementary “metadata”, so would many kinds of content files, including a typical tei and many kinds of images. An fptr might well point to an integral tei.

(c) The purpose of the smLocator is to reference a specific <div> in a structMap of the same or a different METS document. 

(3) Terry argued that pointing to the root <div> of the structMap of the mets document represented by an mptr could be problematic.  A mets document may well have more than one structMap. In that case, to which would you point in the mptr?

(4) While acknowledging the distinctions Rick and Terry made between the application of mptr and smLocator link referencing mechanisms, Markus said that he felt the confusion he experienced pointed to the need for a well documented data model for METS.  The Board concurred.

(5) Action: work to develop and document a data model for METS.

iv) Proposed smArcLink/linkRefinement element.

(1) Markus proposed the implementation of smArcLink/linkRefinement and smArcLinkLink/linkRefinement/refinementValue elements to allow the relationship between the entities represented by the <div> elements participating in the arc link to be specified in terms pertaining to the source entities corresponding to the <div> elements.

(2) Rick argued that the kinds of metadata being proposed was really source metadata, and would in his opinion more properly be expressed in a sourceMD element referenced possibly from the structMap <div> elements.

(3) Action: Because time was drawing short, Rick agreed to convene a conference call between at least Markus, Terry, Nancy and himself to discuss the issue.  The conference call time will be announced to the board, and any other interested board members would be  welcome to join in as well.

3. METS Profile Development (Jenn)
a.  Jenn reported that Clay has imported XHTML into the METS profile schema although with only some of the tags included.  This has been posted on the METS wiki page and needs to be reviewed.  Jenn plans to finish up the functional specifications for the web form along with a strawman schedule for the tasks to be done by the profile workgroup.  

b.  A job description for a student intern to work on machine actionability definitions and scoping is still in the works.  

c.  Jenn will convene meetings to keep this group’s work moving forward.  Progress can be found on the METS wiki at:  http://www.socialtext.net/mim-2006/index.cgi?mets_profiles_discussion_page.  
4. METS & SKOS exploration (Clay)
Clay reports that he is still working on SKOS development, but no progress has yet been made on the investigation into incorporating some SKOS features into the METS schema for controlled vocabularies.  

5. Planning for Metadata meeting with EAD, TEI & DDI communities (Nancy)
a.  There was some discussion of the proposal that Nancy had drafted for a metadata meeting in spring of this year for TEI, EAD, and DDI community members who would be interested in identifying best practices for using those specifications with METS.  Suggestions for venues included a TEI & METS meeting at the TEI members meeting scheduled for Oxford University next year (presumably in late fall, 2009 but exact date unknown), an EAD & METS meeting at the Society of American Archivists in Austin, TX in August 2009, and a DDI & METS meeting at IASSIST in May of 2009 in Finland.  

b.  It was noted that we may need stipends for more than one technical person as it may be necessary for a facilitator to have technical knowledge as well as a person with technical knowledge to write up the reports.  

Action Items:  

Nancy will continue to work with Patrick, and Terry on planning for these meetings.
6.  Planning for METS training events in 2009 (Nancy) 
a.  Nancy reported that we had received positive response from the National Library and Archives of Iran (NLAI) to have them host a meeting at their facility in Tehran.  Also, Peter Brantley had no objections to such an event as long as costs were borne by the NLAI   Several members were interested in participating in this training.  Nancy will continue to work with the NLAI on this event.  
b.  No word has been received from the Bib Alexandria in Egypt, but Nancy will continue to pursue that possibility.  

7. Update on METS live examples pages from METS main website (Clay)
a.  Clay directed the group to the draft live examples page on the METS main website:  http://www.loc.gov/standards/mets/mets-examples.html.  Feedback on the page is requested by the next day, else the page would become final and Clay would send out an announcement to the METS list about the new page.
8. Active Task list updates:
a.  The Board reviewed the tasks found at:  http://www.socialtext.net/p-mets-board/index.cgi?active_tasks.  

Action:  Nancy, others to update.
