METS Editorial Board Meeting

November 13, 2009

1) Present: Nancy Hoebelheinrich, Rick Beaubien, Jenn Riley, Markus Enders, Brian Tingle, Tobias Steinke, Terry Catapano,; Guests:  Jukka Gervinen, National Library of Finland,  Frederick Zarndt, independent consultant.  
2) On telephone:  Joachim Bauer, Clay Redding, Richard Gartner

3) Regrets:  Robin Wendler, Rob Wolfe, Arwen Hutt

4) Welcome and agenda setting

5) METS & ALTO:

a) Report on meeting in Stockholm, and Editorial Board preliminaries (Clay):

i) Face to face & followup call have already taken place.

ii) Stockholm:

(1) Largely European members.  Half half EU, US representation

(2) Website is up

(3) Agenda:

(a) History of ALTO from metaE to METS

(b) Schema issues:

(i) Transition from Alto 1.0 to 2.0 at LC:

1. At this point 2.0 is just indicative that ALTO has been taken over

2. Copyright/rights issues

3. Division of labor: need to start discussing pro-actively what schema 2.0 will be

4. Meanwhile people should still be using 1.1 maintained by CCS

iii) Conference call

(1) Schema subcommittee.  Deciding how to go about soliciting schema changes. 

(2) Articles in DLIB

(3) Literature for digitization projects.

(4) Advocacy

(5) Meetings may be open—not decided yet.

iv) Live examples page

v) Jenn: need a tools support page.

b) Changing METS better to accommodate article level encoding

i) Usage of ALTO

(1) Markus: BL creating ALTO but not using it.  Only interested in test, because Primo not able to take advantage of all of the information in ALTO. 

(a) Jo: ALTO is basis for constructing the PDFs.  Can also be used for tiling.

(b) Frederick: at least 3 implementations he knows are using the ALTO for presentation/highlighting purposes.  PDFs sometimes generated on demand from the ALTO.  

(c) Jukka: using the ALTO for searching, etc

ii) Frederick:  need for changes to METS:

(1) Copyright issues:  publisher doesn’t always own all of the content.  Rights may vary for the individual articles/ photographs

(a) Sometimes individual articles can’t be viewed separately—only in the context of the entire page. 

(b) May be multiple access policies for an article. 

(c) RightsMD: correct place for access control?

(i) Is deficiency with METS or with Rights/Access control languages.

(ii) Nancy: Opportunity for developing profile/ best practices.  

(iii) Jukka: two separate issues:

1. Copyright status

2. Who has access to it.

a. This is likely to change over time:  argument for maintaining outside mets file.

b. XACML, XRML: current access control and rights expression languages.

c. Terry: need ability to type RightsMD by class.  Rights such a broad category.

i. Markus: need ability to type other admin md—do something that’s generally applicable.

(d) Action item: 

(i) Frederick will write up something on the needs—use cases in conference with Nancy, Rick.  Involve UCSD, UCLA to find out how they are using rights. Jukka will participate.

6) METS Profile Revisions.

a) context: change to repeatable string. 

i) Need to allow for namespaces below the mets level?  What about mix within PREMIS?

ii) Decision: keep it simple.  Machine actionable tests for mix within Premis should be within structural requirements.

iii) Action item:  Make context a string type and repeatable.  Jenn will clarify namespace prefix issues.  

b) tests:

i) Add LABEL to testString, testXML, testBin

ii) Granularity is an issue. Can we control?

iii) Issue with relationships between testString

iv) CONTEXT attribute issues.

c) Decisions:

i) testGrp->test

ii) promote testString out of testWrap

iii) make testString, testBin, testXML non-repeatable

d) Markus will do wireframe for web creation tool for METS profile; decide which elements to include.

7) Proposed 1.9 Schema changes

a) METSID proposal.

i) Decision/Action item:  Add metsDocumentID element to metsHdr.  Should include an optional TYPE attribute.

b) Add ISO 19115 to enumeration list for MDTYPE.

i) Decision/Action item.  OK to add to enumeration list.  But:

(1) Need to decide on correct term—probably ISO 19115 NAP

(2) When adding, provide documentation for all of the MDTYPEs in the enumeration list.  Currently they are undocumented.

c) Mechanism to specify HTTP RFC 2616 section 14 Headers 14.35 Range and 14.16 Content-Range.

i) Decision/Action: 

(1) Brian will flesh out request and its requirements further.

(2) Need to determine relationship to d) below.

d) Add FILEBETYPE, BEGIN, END attributes to file and stream elements so that location of embedded files/streams may be specified when needed and possible

i) Considerable discussion ensued on what BETYPE values should be supported to allow application of these attributes beyond BYTE offsets—for example to accommodate segment numbers for WARC files.

ii) Action: Rick will set up a conference call of interested parties to work out the necessary details and flesh out proposal.

e) Allow anyAttribute on mets elements.

i) Many on the board expressed considerable concern over the adverse effect that this provision might have on interoperability as well as tools development.

ii) Terry proposed that if we do attempt to do something like this that we isolate the non-METS attributes in a separate element.

iii) Some suggested that this might be an issue we would want to take up in conjunction with METS 2.0

iv) Action: Try to schedule a conference call—very possibly the next board conference call—that would involve Robin, Jerry, and Brian, who are the primary advocates of the change.

f) Add XPTR to the allowed BETYPE values for the <area> element.

i) Action: Board approved.  OK to add.

8) Admin

a) ORRA: Need endorsement of Scope from governing boards by Dec 1.

i) In scope/Out of scope issues.

ii) Markus:  how do you deal with fact that METS doesn’t have a data dictionary.  Semantics changing?  

(1) Nancy: use cases for each of the schemas used with each other.   

iii) Jenn: scope statement should acknowledge that schemas will change and need some why to deal with this.

iv) Brian: FGDC knowledge of schemas impressive—cross-fertilize—integration of how schemas are put together technically.  

v) Terry: possibility of shared components. 

vi) Jenn: maintenance strategy missing from document.

vii) Jukka:  Should ALTO be included?  

(1) Jenn: might be difficult to include in this phase.  

viii) Nancy will offer last chance to Board to respond to document.

9) Filling Board vacancies:

a) Adam’s and Patrick’s positions.  Just go ahead and attempt to fill Board position?  Yes.  

b) Open call.  Email to those who applied last time who looked promising. Try to get someone on board by May.

10) Potential METS events/events 

a) Frederick: IFLA General

b) SAA

11) New directions for DLF:  

a) METS should try to take advantage of reorg attempt to get funding for projects.

12) Round Robin:

a) Nancy

i) RAMLET: in process of producing human readable document from OWL. 

(1) Core ontology.  Includes OAI-ORE and DIDL;  Nancy to send out OWL documentation of core ontology for use with OAI-ORE discussions.
b) Markus:

i) Ingest streams: Newspapers, Web-Archiving.  A lot of profiles.

c) Jenn:

i) New METS Navigator.  Big step forward.

Several people had to leave early, so the meeting adjourned at about 5 pm.  Nancy will send out schedule for next Board calls.

