LTSC Meeting (via conference call and Breeze)

Start: 15:00 UTC, Tuesday, 23-11-2004

End:  18:00 UTC, Tuesday, 23-11-2004
AGENDA:

· Review of LTSC accomplishments and work program for 2003 – 2004

· Discussion and prioritization of standardization work for 2005 – 2006

· Discussion of relationships with sister organizations

· Discussion of how the LTSC and its WG’s can and should contribute

· Directions to the SEC for planning for next year (based on above)

· Reminder of call for nominations for LTSC officers

Present:

Robby Robson, Tyde Richards, Wayne Hodgins, Brandon Muramatsu, James Salsman, Claude Ostyn, Erik Duval, Magda Mourad, Philip Dodds, Schawn Thropp, Hal Walters, Mike Rustici, Steve Sarapata., Wilbert Kraan, Susann Luperfoy. 

Reports on Work for the past year (with comments and issues interspersed)

DREL 
Magda: Finalizing Draft doc getting ready for balloting.
Action item - Robby to deal with myballot.

RCD 
Claude: Questions resolved with IMS. PAR Expires in 12-2005. No feedback on Draft. Trying to round up a quorum. HR-XML using in part the RCD, Ontologies etc. 

LOM 
Erik (review). Recirculation ballot (presumably last) starts tomorrow. Aligning with Semantic Web for RDF. Communications issue - people will expect an XSD, but will be providing a set of such files that can be put together in different configurations. 

Shawn: IEEE has given us permission to put the schema on a public site. 

Wayne:

11404 binding withdrawn. 

Alignment relative to the Semantic Web. Likely increases the relevance of RDF but is a new set of discussions. 

LOM has met twice (two years in a row) concurrently with Dublin Core Metadata Initiative (DCMI). Decided to make this a regular occurrence. Looking at "big picture" issues - perhaps re-start in light of requirements of Semantic Web - in discussion / conceptual stage.  Interest from W3C (e.g. Eric Miller) and DC. RDF "binding" is more of an attempt to solve the same problems as LOM *using* RDF rather than a binding of LOM in RDF. This is a long term project - not a Standard before 2007. 

Tyde: What about SC36? Are they likely to be involved?

Update from Wilbert: Main issues was means of factoring out LOM, building registry for facets of metadata from which something like LOM can be composed. Norm Friesen (Canada National Body) did a survey. Found that most use is of elements that map to DC and not too much learning-specific metadata used. But a lot of custom vocabularies. 

Wayne: No concerns that there is a conflict, but not aware of what is being done with standards development. 

Wilbert & Wayne: not clear what might be turned into ISO standard - not a lot of rapid progress being made. 

11179-1 as a "metamodel" is still under discussion.

CMI 
Tyde: - 1484.11.1 (CMI data model) set for publication in Februrary.

1484.11.3 - (XML schema binding of data model) - completed first round of balloting. 

IP issues: XSD should be freely available. 

Starting a new standardization project: reference model for resource aggregation. Contributions from METS / IMS / MPEG / DITA / etc. 

RM would consist of terms & definitions and an abstract representation. 

There are emerging XML content formats for learnig content. WG has identified this as an emerging technology. Not for standardization at this point, but ADL has held a workshop on this and there are opportunities to create a "pipeline" and other collaboration. 

Interested in WG meeting collocated with ADL Plugfest. 

Other liaisons: AICC / ADL (SCORM) / IEEE LTSC convergence would be useful to re-activate. SC36 requested submission of the API (1484.11.2) to SC36 for discussion and review.

Erik - how does Prolearn contact this activity? Answer - contact Tyde. 
Action item: Erik will forward papers on ontologies for learning content. 

Philip: Coming out of TechLearn, ADL has tried to send the message that they are seeking stabilization with SCORM 2004. Dr. Mayberry and Dr. Wisher announced ADL's intention to move SCORM out of ADL and into a "stewardship organization." Also, that it's hope and intention that the main specs within SCORM.

Tyde: Issues with IMS cooperation. Part of the point of the Reference Model is to permit mappings. 

Philip - There are 44 certified LMS products that support v1.2, which includes Content Packaging. Stability is important. 

LIST OF POSSIBLE ACTIVITIES: (with some indication of how people felt about priority). See Wayne’s List as well. 
· Competency Definitions (focus - Hal, Mike, Shawn)

· DREL?

· SISO work (ITS - trying to get systems to work rather than declaring standards. Also looking at medical simulations and biometrics.) [Magda, Chad]

· Standardization of CP (mike)

· Reference Model for Resource Aggregation

· RDF work on LOM

· Standardization of Sequencing

· Repository interoperability (CEN/ISSS) [several votes, but likely a future activitiy]

· IT using Speech Input (- James S.)

· Roadmap / Strategic Vision - (Tyde)
-------------------- COMMENTS ON PRIORITY OF STANDARDIZING CP --------
Philip - risk of divergence in CP. Also, transition of SCORM should not be susceptible to divergent specs. 

Wayne: ADL has made it a policy that all ADL specs will be on the path to becoming or already an accredited standard. This requires a more formal relationship and working model. 

Claude: What are the priorities for interoperability? SCORM is important because it used and aids interoperability. 

Wayne - agrees to take on the standardization of CP under follow conditions:

1. As is in SCORM with no strings attached. This is NOT an extended discussion with IMS relative to IP. It is necessary that ADL have the right to give the spec to IMS.
2. Fast track
3. No harm being done by doing historical clean-up work.

Long discussion of copyright / IP issues. 

Wayne - schedule a meeting for looking at the "LTSC standards agenda"

January - virtual meeting to discuss above.

Wayne - huge areas: Assessment, Disaggregation, Look & Feel for Learning, Navigation as part of the learning environment, assembly aggregation, competencies (from other sources), information architectures, semantic Web, MMOG, simulation, Identifiers and other CORDRA related work ... 

Action item: (Robby) Schedule discussion in January. With communication in advance. 

LTSC as a collection of WG / SG as opposed to perhaps other expectations and roles: e.g. gather place / dissemination / policy statements.

Do we need to look at reviving other activities?

Comments: (various)
There is a role but is hard to define. Need ways to stimulate discussions that fall between the cracks. 

Interoperability is the #1 mission. (filling cracks is sometimes necessary).

Need to do something beyond just the WG level. Physical meeting once per year / once per year collocated with CEN/ISSS. 

WG's are good ways to get things done - but LTSC also adds value. 

Expectations are that once a WG publishes, dissemination will be via email. Suggestion is a bi-monthly report. Avoiding duplication of effort. 

Need resources.

Needs to be more centralization. Second idea of periodic updates. 

Isolation is a real issue. Marketing / advertising problem. Resource problem as well.

Identify stakeholders. Important to be serious about liaison relationships. Possibly a Wiki where people can go to get updates. Coordination with other SDOs and the Adoption community.

LTSC transition to "SISO model" where other activities are integrated with standards development. 

Maintain a distinction between work done in WG/SG and other efforts. Coordinate Roadmap. Collocation of WG with organizations focused on similar work / plenaries are different. 

Missing face-to-face plenaries. 

Action Item: Chad, Robby, Susann, Erik, Mike, Claude - look into best way to be effective. 

Wayne observes as others have that there are too many meetings (still) and that we need to meet only when there is a high priority for doing so. Need to be VERY clear about the benefits.
Chat Session Transcript (includes some useful links)

Robby Robson: I think we will stick with the telephone

Robby Robson: AGENDA:Review of LTSC accomplishments and work program for 2003 – 2004Discussion and prioritization of standardization work for 2005 – 2006Discussion of relationships with sister organizationsDiscussion of how the LTSC and its WG’s can and should contributeDirections to the SEC for planning for next year (based on above)Reminder of call for nominations for LTSC officers

Robby Robson: Wilbert are you on the call?

wilbert: i'm trying to get in

wilbert: severe phone problems

wilbert: I'm in now

Robby Robson: Nice to hear your voice, Wilbert. Welcome

Chad Kainz: chad's on the phone

Robby Robson: Hi Chad – Welcome

Schawn: IEEE Standards recommended location: http://standards.ieee.org/reading/ieee/downloads/LOM/lomv1.0/xsd/
Schawn: LTSC location: http://ltsc.ieee.org/xsd/lomv1.0/
Schawn: The latest and greatest is at the LTSC location

Philip Dodds: Robby: I have to duck off the call for about 15 min.   Very keen to hear plans for content packaging and eventually sequencing, and issues related thereto.  Back in 15

Claude Ostyn: ISO 11179 is freely available at http://isotc.iso.ch/livelink/livelink/fetch/2000/2489/Ittf_Home/PubliclyAvailableStandards.htm
Robby Robson: Thanks, Claude.

Brandon Muramatsu: Robby I have to drop off the call now

Philip Dodds: Im back.

Susann Luperfoy: Yet another standards group that you may want to keep in mind is the SISO Study Group on ITS (intelligent tutoring system) interoperability standards

Susann Luperfoy: SISO is the Simulation Interoperability Standards Organization

steve sarapata: Need to drop off. Will try to get back soon.

Robby Robson: Good point, Susann. Katherine is interested in moving that forward as well. My fault that more has not been done. We need a point person in the LTSC on this.

James Salsman: Isn't the LTSC supposed to be dealing with learning-specific applications only?

James Salsman: The IMS license allows reproduction of their documents for "study" and for a more general "implementation" as follows:

James Salsman: IMS hereby grants without charge to Licensee, its Related Parties and End Users, on a perpetual, non-exclusive and worldwide basis, the right to download and utilize the Specification for the purpose of developing, making, having made, using, marketing, importing, offering to sell or license, and selling or licensing, and to otherwise distribute, Compliant Products, in all cases subject to the conditions set forth in this Agreement and any relevant patent and other intellectual property rights of third parties (which may include members of IMS).

James Salsman: Yes:  A high priority should be to recognize ADL/SCORM as a constituency, along with all the other IEEE customers looking for learning technology standards, and stop duplicating effort with metadata, so also recognize the huge amount of work accomplished by IMS -- some very good and some not that great -- select IMS publications (incorporating them by reference only to avoid copyright issues) as approved LTSC standards.

James Salsman: Copyright issues with documents from other organizations can be avoided by incorporating other documents by reference.  Producing a derived work from a standard published by another organization would likely make standardiztion more difficult, not less.  There is a tremendous opportunity to act as a "maturity judge" by approving particular versions of IMS and others' standards, and tying them together in groups of sufficiently mature and functional.

James Salsman: I would be glad to help.

Susann Luperfoy: stepping off _briefly

Susann Luperfoy: back

Chad Kainz: Looping back, SISO work

Chad Kainz: Repositories as well

Schawn Thropp: Stepping out for a second.

Claude Ostyn: Plugfest + CMI + RCD + LTSCE planning -- too much

Claude Ostyn: too much at that one time/location

James Salsman: why is face-to-face necessary?

James Salsman: IMS QTI covers assessment and is mature with interoperable implementations

James Salsman: layout and style often imply pixel geometries and so aren't as portable as general non-layout standards
Philip Dodds: Sorry, Have to go.  Bye. 

Schawn Thropp: Sorry, I need to drop off also.  

wilbert: As another possible priority for future work is the area of webservices. Cordra touches on that, but there's more

wilbert: back in a sec

wilbert: i'm back

James Salsman: Agree:  A wiki would be great

James Salsman: If there was an LTSC wiki that would make periodic updates much easier

Chad Kainz: portal/blog/wiki is something we have been talking about. any suggestions as far as technologies/services?

Robby Robson: We'll ask for suggestions. 

James Salsman: CEN URL: http://www.cenorm.be/cenorm/businessdomains/businessdomains/isss/activity/wslt.asp
James Salsman: I'm partial to the Tcl Wiki:  

James Salsman: http://wiki.tcl.tk/
wilbert: Zope or plone

Chad Kainz: I've been looking at plone because it also has a content system underneath.

James Salsman: Yes, I would be glad to help.

wilbert: http://www.zope.org/http://www.plone.org/
Claude Ostyn: BTW, the form on the web site still says fax to Brian

Chad Kainz: OK

wilbert: I have to go now, bye everyone

Robby Robson: Claude: 541-754-7718

James Salsman: thank you

Robby Robson: Thanks everyone. Meeting is adjourned :)

