METS Editorial Board Meeting Notes

May 4, 2007

1) Round Robin Updates: Board meeting participants gave brief updates on recent METS related work at their institutions.

a) Robin Wendler: Harvard

i) Collaborating with Indiana University on a music preservation project using METS.  In trying to agree on a single METS profile for the project, they discovered the difficulty inherent in doing so because of the different infrastructures in place at the two institutions, as well fundamental philosophical differences. Robin will discuss these issues in greater detail in her presentation at the METS Opening Day.  The situation described is indicative of problems facing interoperability despite a common digital object standard.

ii) Working on a draft specification for Google METS.  Proposing that Google provide METS based on commonly agreed on profile—working with a group to come up with an agreed on profile. Only a few of the library partners involved.  Hasn’t been proposed to Google yet and making profile public may not  be acceptable to Google

(1) Merrilee proposed that they try to make the profile more abstract so that it could account for OCA projects too.  

(2) Brian Tingle noted that  CDL creates METS based on OCA input.

b) Markus Enders: University of Göttingen

i) Working on programming to make METS from a Netbeans-based API.  This work has exposed some issues about the schema which he will discuss during his presentation / discussion at the upcoming MIM.  

ii) Did METS profile for British Library’s Ejournal content.

c) Richard Gartner: Oxford University Library

i) Oxford Digital Library has gone public.  Oxford uses Greenstone as its basic system which internally uses the Greenstone archival format rather than Greenstone METS —but METS is used as the SIP.

ii) Has given METS intros at 6 institutions as part of the JISC funded project to provide training. The need for more technical training in METS was a common theme voiced by the participants in the introductory sessions.  METS intros have seeded quite a few projects which are now planning to use METS including:  

(1) British Library Sound Archive. 

(2) BBC for its I-Player series for archiving purposes.  

iii) Upcoming events:  METS presentations in Armenia and Taipei.

d) Brian Tingle: CDL.

i) Someone out of library school used one of Rick’s early model profiles as a basis for encoding METS object by hand for Chabot Science Center for submission to CDL, so profiles have been useful.

ii) Brian will present on METS use at CDL at the upcoming ALA-LITA session.  

iii) Presenting on METS at upcoming UCCSC conference.

iv) Proposal:  Create a test suite of METS documents that includes both good and broken examples of METS encodings that could be used for testing purposes. .  

(1) Tobias felt that the openness of METS would pose an issue for coming up with generally useful encoding examples.

e) Angela Di Iorio: Third University of Rome (Università degli Studi Roma Tre), attending as interested member of the METS community.
i) Working on project for the Third University of Rome:  digitizing books, phD dissertations, ancient maps.  Now in digitization phase.  Analyzing applications for metadata.  Problems:

(1) structMap:  need way to customize structMap for different kinds of materials, different users.  Need to find software for customization.  Trying to find different ways of creating structures/presentations geared for different users.  

ii) Also working on a project for Biblioteca Digitale Provinciale P. Albino. She is trying to develop open source software for METS that could be used by other libraries and museums.

iii) Working on an EU project for spreading awareness of digitization—including standards:  METS, PREMIS, etc.  

iv) Wants to translate the METS reference manual into Italian.

v) Has been talking with the National Library in Florence.  However, this library
 may be considering MPEG21/DIDL

(1) Board discussed the great need for a comparison of METS and DIDL—a paper that could be distributed. Nancy:  need to discuss this as a project for this next year..

f) Rob Wolfe: MIT

i) Finished profile for a METS SIP to DSpace which will soon be submitted for registration.
(1) Discussed issue with non-machine readability of METS profiles.  Very interested in exploring a Schematron application to allow METS documents to be checked against a particular METS profile.

ii) Building plugins for handling METS SIP submissions to DSPACE

iii) Working on a profile for METS AIPs and providing the ability to rebuild DSpace from METS AIPs. 

iv) Rob is PREMIS liaison:  Rebecca Guenther of the Library of Congress, chair of the PREMIS Editorial Committee wants to develop best practices for the use of PREMIS in the context of METS .  Seems premature—but also difficult because PREMIS is so wide ranging, used in different ways.  Conference calls to ensue. 

(1) A key issue with how to separate out parts of PREMIS into the various METS admin buckets.

g) Merrilee Proffitt: OCLC

i) Along with Markus, Merrilee recently attended the Conference of European Archivists to speak on METS.  

(1) This was the first time METS was introduced to broad European archival group

(2) Merrilee talked about why METS is needed in addition to the EAD.

(3) Markus talked about specific implementations of METS

(4) European implementations of METS in archival applications include:

(a) Swiss National Archives 

(b) Dutch National Archives (planning phase).

h) Rick Beaubien: UC Berkeley Library

i) Rick reported on:

(1)  UCB’s recent work in implement a new METS profile and profile issues.

(2) Current efforts to implement Z39.87 (the new MIX) both in the GenDB database and in our METS exports.  

i) Tobias Steinke: German National Library

i) Recently attended a meeting of the  International Association for Internet Archiving in Paris.

(1) Participated in a discussion of whether METS was suitable for internet archiving

(a) The use of structLink for web archiving purposes was discussed.

(b) Issues involving the use of METS for harvested web pages came up as well as the relationship between METS and ARC and WARC formats (to be proposed as ISO standard).  Specifically the question was whether these were alternatives to METS or could be used in the context of  METS.  We need to be providing input into this discussion. Tobias will monitor for us.
j) Nancy Hoebelheinrich: Stanford

i) Working internally on testing concept of having generic METS profile that would accommodate the transfer of various types of digital materials: geospatial, manuscript, book simple.  Profile is not ready for registration.  

(1) Working out relationship between profile and software for converting and ingesting the materials into their repository

ii) RAMLET group work continues. Building ontology against DIDL, ATOM, IMS-CP, METS, and maybe XFDU, but should be able to use for other packaging specifications as well.  Hopefully the OWL expressed ontology will be available in 6 months or less.  Final form that the RAMLET work will take within the IEEE (which is sponsoring the work) is not clear yet.  Because the ontology is being built using Protégé, an open source ontology editor and knowledge base, plug-ins and APIs may be built upon the core ontology for use in different applications.
2) METS Documentation: the METS Primer and Reference Manual.  Nancy and others reported on the status of the METS Primer and Reference Manual which is:  
a) In the final editing stages. A professional technical editor has read it, and proposed final—and mostly just editorial—changes that need to be made.

b) Diagrams:  Merrilee has extracted the diagrams from the Primer into a Powerpoint presentation so they can be used in future presentations. She will make these available for re-use.  
c) Remaining issues:

i) In addition to the “print” edition need to decide if we will provide an html format edition as we have discussed.  We need to discuss how we will develop and maintain the online version.

ii) Ongoing maintenance issues: we need to figure out how we will maintain the Primer over time.

iii) Primer needs to specify to what METS schema version it pertains

iv) How to publicize the manual once its available.  Needs some kind of big announcement.

d) Primer, when published, will get an ISBN.  

i) Later versions should be treated as new editions and get new ISBNs.
3) METS website redesign committee report.  The committee responsible for redesigning the METS Web pages reported on progress and reviewed the individual redesigned pages in progress.  Notes that follow are just notes and and recommendations for changes to redesign pages in progress.  (Redesigned pages are publicly available on the METS wiki at: http://www.socialtext.net/mim-2006/index.cgi?web_redesign

a) Home page

i) Green arrow that’s part of web graphic is confusing.  Also green box.

ii) Order under community building, etc:  may want to consider reordering items. Also may want to make more direct links to pages that are currently buried.

b) Tools page

i) Move intro to Digitool to “METS Compatible Software” category?

ii) Specify whether each tool is Open source or not and whether it is commercial or not.  (May be able to do this in brackets after the individual entries.)

iii) Consider developing a standard profile for each tool based on answers to a standard set of questions by the tool developers.

iv) Ask tool developers to review the entries for their tools before publishing.

c) Profiles

i) Main page

(1) Move paragraph currently under General Documentation to the top.

(2) Other categories stay as is.  Only give links under General Documentation heading.

ii) Registered profiles page

(1) Board generally favors indexing approach to profiles

d) Presentations Page

i) Confusing duplication of “Tutorials” in headings..  Make first Tutorials heading read “METS Overview and Tutorial” .  Change second “Presentations and Tutorials” heading to just “Presentations”

ii) Dates need to be provided for Presentations.  Need to sort out duplications.  Authors of presentations will be asked to recommend which presentation is the most current, and whether duplicates should be retained.  
iii) Remove file names from the from the presentation titles (or at least file extensions, e.g., .ppt.

e) Registry 

i) Add “last updatedate” to table of contents of entries

ii) Ultimately Registry doesn’t scale—look into alternate approaches to the registry along lines of what’s being done for profiles.

iii) Think of key word approach: key word categories and lists

f) A suggestion was made to mount proposed revised pages in test location on LC first for review by the METS community

g) Issue of wiki vs website. 

i) Ultimately need to keep official things on official website.

4) Proposed revisions to the METS schema.

a) Allow for <par> elements within the <seq> element.  

i) Background:  currently the METS schema’s structMap definition allows for the <seq> element to be used in the context of the <par> element, but not the <par> element in the context of the <seq> element.  Indiana University has identified cases in their METS applications that can only be covered by allowing <par> within <seq>:  in this case the content of a division needs to be manifested by the following sequence of audio files: one audio file, two audio files in parallel, one audio file.

ii) Outcome: METS board approves. .

b) Add optional CHECKSUM, CHECKSUMTYPE, SIZE, MIMETYPE and CREATEDATE attributes to <mdRef>, <mdWrap> and <mptr> elements.

i) Background:  mdRef, mdWrap and mptr elements can all reference (or contain) files that are not (or would not typically be) represented by <file> elements in the <fileSec>, e.g., files which are related to the digital object, but not strictly a component of a digital object, such as alternative descriptive metadata files. This creates a problem, however, as its sometimes necessary or desirable to express common file attributes in conjunction with the files represented in these elements.  For example, some applications want to have the checksum for the referenced files so that they can confirm the file integrity.  Currently, this can only be done within the fileSec as attributes to the file element.  Either a change to the schema or a recommendation as to practice was requested.  
ii) Action: As there was no consensus on this issue, Brian will try implementing an attribute group for the common file attributes and reference this from <file>, <mdRef>, <mdWrap> and <mptr> elements in the METS schema.  He’ll run the proposed changes by the board first and then post on the METS list.  It will need to be discussed again by the Board after the feedback has been received.
c) CHECKSUMTYPE enumeration additions.  I noted (based on our recent Z39.87 work) that the enumeration list for the CHECKSUMTYPE attribute values is not completely aligned with Z39.87:  there are some missing values.  Brian will add these in as part of the above action item.

5) Board Activities for 2007-2008

a) Costs:  Nancy needs to come up with an estimate of Board costs and projected goals for 2007 – 2008 for Peter Brantley, the Executive Director of DLF.

i) Besides face to face meeting expenses, projected costs include cost of producing an instructional video.  This video will cover what we typically cover in the first half of a METS “Opening Day”.  

ii) No other suggestions for costs were made.

b) Goals

i) In process

(1) Website redesign

(a) Finish work in progress

(b) Add in

(i) Relationship to METS wiki

(ii) Controlled vocabularies (div type, file use)

(iii) FAQ 
(iv) METS Diagram

(v) Calendar

(vi) Maintenance checklist

(2) Complete documentation work in progress

(3) Follow up on RAMLET work: review/testing/feedback

ii) Training and promotional strategy work (Merrilee, Rick, Nancy, Richard, Rob)

(1) Work out ways to provide more “off the shelf” technical training including “hands on” options.

(2) Produce technical introduction video

iii) Further development and refinement of the profile schema (Robin, Robert, Brian, Morgan)

iv) Articulate the differences between MPEG/DIDL and METS in some kind of formal document (Tobias, Nancy)

v) Develop a strategy for tools development (Someone needs to take on)
(1) Encouraging commercial tool development

(2) METS API

(3) Tools: more info on existing tools and development efforts.  Getting information out there.

vi) Develop METS test suite/METS in RelaxNG (This is lower priority)
vii) Evaluate METSRights schema—evaluate status of Rights schema in general (This may well be done within different venues, but Board should monitor and provide input).

viii) Evaluate whether / analyze METS size and complexity issues—such as its feasibility for handling large and complex content including: IICP, WARC, Geospatial, datasets.  (This may be done more informally via different projects?)

ix) Explore options for getting METS to work better with Fedora.  Consider larger content model issues. (Patrick?)

x) More METS Training Events (Part of training strategy work; see ii above.)

xi) Interoperability study (No clear means to do this for this year)

6) Miscellaneous

a) Conference calls: A decision was made to step up the METS Board conference call schedule to keep up momentum on Board issues.  Schedule calls every four to every six weeks. 8 PDT seems like a good time for everyone.  Nancy will send out suggested times for the next call which should be close to this meeting.

