CETIS Review October 2008: 

Educational Technology Standards Bodies
This report is a summary of a report made to CETIS Board in October 2008. It is in the form of an update on changes since the previous (March 2008) Board meeting. The reader is assumed to be broadly familiar with the work of the various specifications/standards bodies mentioned; this is not a primer.
1. IMS Global Learning Consortium

IMS continues to increase its membership with noticeable increase in publishing-related organisations, universities (US) and Korea (linked to the establishment of IMS Korea).
Our engagement has largely been one of drawing attention to technologies and activities outside IMS, for example Widget technology in relation to Learning Tools Interoperability (v2) and parts of Dublin Core activity in relation to Learning Object Discovery and Exchange.

Common Cartridge v1 is effectively completed and is being sold quite hard still as providing practical interoperability in a way that Content Packaging did not. The reality of this assertion remains to be shown but it is the case that the more restrictive profile coupled with the supporting activity of the Common Cartridge Alliance does make success more likely. It is somewhat ironic that CETIS concluded, following our 2007 Codebash, that there was no longer a need to work on Content Packaging as there seemed to be very few remaining issues.

The ePortfolio Group has re-started its attempts to scope some work amid a general acceptance that the existing specification needs at least some work. The relevance of HR-XML has been clearly recognised but not translated into concrete proposals yet. CETIS is contributing to the scoping work.

The SOA group has been reactivated following Oracle and IBM volunteering to chair it. Previous efforts to establish a SOA project were unable to determine scope before people lost interest. There has yet to be a public tele-conference for interested parties, which CETIS intends to take part in. 

The Developers Network has been re-invigorated by the appointment of Chuck Severance, intent on stimulating work under liberal OSS licence terms. It remains to be seen how well this work coordinates with the specification development and maintenance work but it is interesting to see a derivative of an IMS specification-under-development becoming the focus for public prototyping (http://simplelti.appspot.com/). This approach is very much in tune with CETIS’s views on achieving interoperability in practice.
2. Centre for European Normalisation

The division of labour between the open-access “Learning Technology Workshop” (LTWS) and the formal Technical Committee (TC353) seems to be working effectively. The Workshop acts as a means of consensus building and the Technical Committee as the formal standardisation body.

The work plans are quite strongly based on proven existing work, although there remain some work items that are more speculative, and there seems to have been a general agreement (among current participants) that European Standards should be built around relatively simple models and technologies that can be localised as opposed to an approach that produces a union or all-encompassing model.
The Metadata for Learning Opportunities (MLO) work that, thanks to the work of the XCRI team, is compatible with XCRI has progressed to a state where the LTWS participants are close to agreement (this is expected a few days before the 5th CETIS Board). There has been little activity on the “Learner Mobility” work, which is effectively an approach to binding the Europass documents. This gives us an opportunity to make more progress on the HEAR pilots and subsequently work towards a rational scheme for HEAR/EDS/Europass.
A suppliers group has emerged, the “Rome Group”, with interests in both the MLO and Learner Mobility. This is a pleasing development and long overdue as CEN has historically been dominated by academics and its activities tended to be more about standardising research results rather than practice or standards-pull.

Since participation in TC353 is by National Bodies, we continue to work with the British Standards Institute.
3. British Standards Institute – Committee IST/43

CETIS hosted the July IST/43 meeting and has worked through BSI as the National Body for ISO and CEN.
There has been a mini-renaissance of activity in IST/43 with several items of interest proposed for the workplan. Unfortunately, funding for drafting work was not allocated to any proposed work items. Work on “Standard for the Transfer of Assessment Data & Evidence,  BS 8518” has, however begun without funding. This work is being supported by CETIS staff.

We are especially supportive of BS8518 as it is based on prior and proven work on coursework submission at a schools level, it has the support of awarding bodies and it gained a positive response when the prior work (from TAG Learning) was presented at a CETIS SIG meeting.

4. Education Schools and Children’s Services Information Standards Board

The Board meets six times per year and numbers about 10 people. It is supported by a secretariat provided by DCSF and a Technical Support Service (TSS) delivered by Atkins Consulting. There appears to be good support from senior figures in government; Dorian Bradley (ISB Chair) recently met with Permanent Secretaries from DCSF and DIUS to review progress and expects to do the same in future.

In addition to Adam Cooper being a Board Member, CETIS contributes work via the TSS and CETIS staff have been invited to participate in ISB SIGS: Portfolio, Learning Opportunities and Transition (PLOT), eLearning and Content Packaging (ELCP) and Vocabularies.

The ISB has huge potential to be effective in joining-up the information standards components of the diverse range of initiatives in education, skills and children’s services. In particular it should be allow leverage to be applied by DIUS/DCSF to avoid the frustrating and wasteful mismatch or duplication of standards in NDPB programmes. This is no easy task and many of the actors involved appear not to see the need to stop just ploughing their own furrow and engage in activities that have system-wide benefit

5. HR-XML

There has been little practical engagement with HR-XML since the last CETIS Board; our work has been one of mapping and comparison with, e.g. MIAP CDD. The scoping of the IMS ePortfolio recognises the relevance of HR-XML to education and CETIS staff are involved in this work. Activity in HR-XML Consortium is likely to be highly dependent on the flow of other work we do.
6. International Standards Organisation – IEC JTC1 SC36

A member of CETIS attended the September ISO/IEC JTC1 SC36 plenary meeting in Stuttgart but we did not participate in any of the working groups. The work plan continues to contain a number of items that CETIS believes are inappropriate as they have no specific relation to Learning Education and Training but the new business plan makes a clear statement that SC36 work should be so aligned. Some other work, specifically the “Metadata for Learning Resources”, is also a matter of concern as it is not taking account of other current and prior work.
The SCORM technical documentation and IMS Content Packaging appear to be making relatively smooth progress through the ISO system and the ongoing tussle over whether LETSI should be granted official liaison status with SC36 was concluded with approval of liaison status.

7. Schools Interoperability Framework

We have had no involvement with SIFA or UK SIF since the last CETIS Board.
8. IEEE LTSC
There is nothing significant to report.
9. Learning Education and Training Systems Interoperability
LETSI seems to be losing its some of its momentum, although it is still attracting new people. The progression of the SCORM technical documents to ISO Technical Reports (type 3) presents an interesting backdrop for the SCORM/LETSI drama. Type 3 Technical reports are purely informative. They are explicitly not precursors to an international standard. Once SCORM is published by ISO, it will be under ISO IPR terms and the SC36 chair asserted that ISO would be the maintainer. How will LETSI position its claim to be the maintainer of SCORM in this situation?
LETSI is now an official liaison organisation to SC36. Overall, I believe it will be beneficial for the inevitable IPR tussles between ADL, LETSI, IMS and potentially ISO to be conducted within the framework of ISO rather than through public sabre-rattling and private back-stabbing.
We will continue to monitor the politics of LETSI but expect the recent conflict to subside.

10. Suppliers Association for Learning Technology Interoperability in Schools
CETIS has continued to have interactions with SALTIS and Crispin Weston; a number of staff have become involved. Crispin plans to reconstitute SALTIS such that it can bid for work. He also plans to expand membership beyond suppliers. A meeting will have taken place between this document being written and the CETIS Board that will determine future directions.
We intend to continue to provide technical and related contributions, particularly to attempt to ensure technical coherence across sectors and national and regional boundaries but to avoid the politics of SALTIS. We will review the constitution of the reconstituted SALTIS.
11. Dublin Core Metadata Initiative

A number of CETIS members have contributed technical effort to the Dublin Core Education Application Profile (DC Ed) effort. This work is making good progress and the scope of metadata being considered extends to much more subjective and contextual or use-oriented information than IEEE Learning Object Metadata, for example.
We expect to continue to support this work and will be having an internal (CETIS) discussion on strategy with respect to metadata that will consider DC Ed against the ISO MLR work in progress and existing work and investment in LOM.

12. Website Addresses for the Above-mentioned Bodies

1. IMS Global Learning Consortium: http://www.imsglobal.org
2. Centre for European Normalisation

·  LTWS: http://www.cen.eu/cenorm/businessdomains/businessdomains/isss/activity/wslt.asp 
· TC353: http://www.cen.eu/CENORM/BusinessDomains/sectors/isss/cen+tc+353.asp 
3. British Standards Institute IST/43: http://www.bsi-global.com/en/Standards-and-Publications/Industry-Sectors/ICT/ITEducation/ 
4. ESCS Information Standards Board: http://www.escs-isb.org.uk/ 
5. HR-XML Consortium: http://www.hr-xml.org/ 
6. ISO/IEC JTC1 SC36: http://isotc.iso.org/livelink/livelink?func=ll&objId=806742 
7. Schools Interoperability Framework Association UK (now “Systems” not “Schools”): http://www.sifinfo.org/uk 

8. IEEE LTSC: http://ltsc.ieee.org/ 
9. Learning Education and Training Systems Interoperability: https://letsi.org/ 
10. Suppliers Association for Learning Technology Interoperability in Schools: http://www.saltis.org/ 
11. Dublin Core Metadata Initiative Education Application Profile Task Group: http://dublincore.org/educationwiki/DC_2dEducation_20Application_20Profile 
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