METS Board Meeting Notes

Teleconference of 29 January 2009
Present:  Rick, Brian, Patrick, Robin, Jenn, Arwen, Richard, Tobias, Terry, Nancy

Absent:  Adam, Markus, Rob, Joachim, Clay
1. Report from METS Profile workgroup (Jenn)
· The subgroup now has a timeline for developing the design of the new data model for the profile schema, and the full specification for a web based form for creating a METS profile by spring DLF.
· Document on the wiki which is expression of what we want to do (proposal) to the profile schema including “cosmetic” changes such as the incorporation of formatting tags from xhtml, e.g., embedding images, specifying languages, and other suggestions from the DLF BOF. 

· Discussion of what should be required and what not.  Decisions and more detail of the discussions are in the notes on the Board wiki at:  http://www.socialtext.net/p-mets-board/index.cgi?mets_profile_revision_group 

· Role of Schematron?  Would be part of the more machine actionable investigation, phase 2.  
2. OAI - ORE to METS Serialization drafts (Nancy)

· How to discuss?  Some questions that Tim asked that we may want to address either within a small group of our own or in a larger, joint METS – ORE group online or by phone.

· Comments, in general:

· Approach #1 of serialization seemed the most useful.  More likely that people will want to surface resources that already appear in METS dox for a OAI-ORE serialization than the 2nd approach

· 2nd approach looked less useful in that it appeared to be effectively a METS serialization of ORE which was unlikely to happen (no use case?) according to Tim Cole (and which some agreed) or useful if people wanted to move an ATOM serialization into a METS object for retention in a METS based repository.  
· Encodings b/w the two would be so different b/w a more traditional METS encoded object and an OAI-ORE encoding that it would be quite difficult to have them co-exist without special tools/programming.  

· In Approach #1 it appeared that an additional structMap in a METS object might provide a way to expose the resources that would be part of an existing METS object as an integral part of an OAI-ORE / Atom object.  Would like to see an example encoding that included both the structMap for the non OAI-ORE encoding as well as the traditional METS encoding.

· Would be useful to have more discussion about what the uses might be, and develop some usage scenarios.  Would help evaluate how effectively the example encodings that Tim Cole and Tom Habing have drafted meet the use cases for which they are intended.

· Needs more structured discussion than have had to date with the intention at this point to better understand the relationship(s) that could exist between objects encoded as METS and those encoded as OAI-ORE.

· Would be useful to have the discussion with the OAI-ORE community who are in the best position to know what the use cases are for OAI-ORE in the first place.  
· It does appear that OAI-ORE is working to position itself within the Linked Data arena, but it still would be important to better understand what that community it trying to accomplish, and the use cases for those approaches other than just using an RDF representation of objects rather than via XML syntax.  

· How many people using / creating OAI=ORE objects?  For what?  Would be useful to get some specific examples of how could be used.
· Still only version 1.0 with serializations to Atom changing significantly between drafts

· Conclusions:  Find out more about the broader context and specific use scenarios either being contemplated or actually used for the creation of OAI-ORE in order to better understand the need and the technical approaches that might be possible / feasible for translating METS dox into OAI-ORE and vice versa.  

· Question:  what is the best box for the best purpose?  Similar question to one we’re asking for the Metadata evaluation group discussions (with EAD, TEI, DDI, etc.) which is what’s the object being described, and what’s the best way to package it.  

2. Metadata meeting with EAD, TEI and DDI communities (Nancy)

· Richard, Rick, Terry & Patrick, Nancy to work 
· Proposal:  have an initial meeting at DLF (and sponsored by DLF) to get all the participants together and decide on the common questions to ask and approach to take.  

· Follow-up meetings can happen then with each community at their annual meetings as opportunities, and funding exist.

· Nancy will arrange a telephone meeting in the near future to clarify our objectives and approach.


3. METS API (Nancy)
· Anything Board should be doing to further the discussion and/or come up with various options for creating METS APIs.
· A good sign of maturity that there are various ways of creating METS APIs, so letting the conversation run and then summarizing, perhaps would be a useful way to approach.  All agreed.


4. METS Events for 2009 (Nancy)
· Still working on the possibility of having a METS training event at / with the National Library and Archive of Iran.  Nancy will convey more to the Board as that becomes more concrete.

· The only other event begin contemplated for 2009 would be the Metadata event previously described.  


5. METS Schema (thank you, Rick, for these notes!)
a) Version 1.8 in progress

i) xlink:extendedLink support change since last review:

(1) ADMID has been attribute added to smArcLink.  

(a) This is in lieu of the in situ linkRefinement elements proposed by Markus.

(b) Allows for more flexibility in the kinds of refinement information users may wish to provide.

ii) “METSRIGHTS” as an MDTYPE enumeration value for RightsDeclarationMD metadata. 

(1) Rick asked whether board members were comfortable with this value.  Board members are.

iii) Next steps. Rick indicated that he thought that the candidate version 1.8 was about ready to be put out to the METS community for review.  Board decided on the next steps in preparation for this.

(1) Arwen will review the documentation throughout the schema and make recommendations for any necessary changes.

(2) Terry will review the new documentation for the smLinkGrp and associated elements. Rick will also ask Markus to review this.

(3) Once the revised documentation check is complete the schema will be put out for community review.

b) METS and ALTO. 

i) Patrick indicated that he was interested in exploring the relationship between METS and ALTO further, particularly to understand the kinds of  “linkRefinement” metadata that Markus is proposing to use in conjunction with the smArcLink element.  Would be useful to have some language in the documentation somewhere that describes the various approaches that could be taken to address the situations that the smArcLink is addressing, including the approach taken by Markus, and the approach offered by ALTO.  
ii) Nancy suggested that Patrick work with Joachim on ALTO to come up with documentation as described above, but also with an eye to making it an endorsed external schema.

c) Proposed future schema changes. Terry recommended some changes for the next version of the schema.

i) Recommended changes:

(1) Add an XPTR attribute to Area to allow an area of an xml content file to be specified when ID attribute values are not appropriate or workable.

(2) Use schema 1.1 to allow additional constraints to be added to some elements and their attributes.  For example, schema 1.1 would make it possible to constrain the use of the OTHERMDTYPE attribute in elements where this is defined so that it could only appear if the value of MDTYPE were “OTHER”. 

(a) This would not be backwards compatible and may require moving to version 2.0 of METS.  However community should be queried on its possible impact first.

ii) Terry will add an entry for these changes to the “Schema Change Request” area of the METS wiki.

6. Review of Open Tasks list.  See list on METS Board wiki for updates per discussion.  
7. Next telephone call for full Board:  March 12, 2009

8. Next face to face Board meeting at DLF will probably be Wednesday afternoon and Thursday morning, May 6th and 7th.  Tobias will not be able to attend because of a conflict with the IIAPC meeting.  
