AT Beta Test:  Week Six
Digital Objects
[Note:  Comments have been pasted from submitted reports without editing.  The unedited version in the current rough sequence meets the needs of the AT Project Team and should be intelligible to most interested readers.]

Color key:

Fixed

Needs to be investigated

Existing JIRA issue

Proposed JIRA issue

Respondents:


Bugs reported and not yet validated or fixed:

when you click the add child button it gives the error msg right away abt not being able to save the record--but you haven't had a cance to enter title yet--is happens just on button click.  The validation error is probably in reference to the record being left and not the one opened.  But needs verifying.  
why can't I drag and drop do's in the "tree?"

This will be added as a JIRA issue

weird bug when I added hierarchy (digital object with an object below it) and then deleted the child. The child disappeared but the original Do (formerly a parent record) retained the folder icon. When I saved and re-entered the record, the child was back. when I deleted it, the former parent icon immediately changed to a dot.  Every time I save and re-enter the record, the child that I deleted comes back. After doing it 4 or 5 times, I can't seem to either save or quit the record--had to force quit AT.

There is definitely a bug here. I will add it to the bug list.

Notable issues:

This week I only attempted to document individual digital objects -- photographs from the L. Stanley James papers.  No problem doing the brief metadata for the objects (as far as I know) but the subseries kept disapearing and single objects I added to the series also disapeared.  For example, in the series Photographs there is a subseries "Virginia Apgar alone." All of the photos I added belong to this subseries but the subseries was only visible to me through the AT once. When I attached a dig. object to it and saved it, it disapeared.  At one point I had 5 objects attached to the PHotograph series.  After saving, and closing the collection record, it now only shows 2 digital objects. Perhaps they will all be there when I next open the software -- some sort of lag?  Also, I'm sorry I ended up not having the time to do a complex object. I hope to work on one next week.  
It's hard to tell how well this module is going to work, as we can't really see how the METS/MODS/DC records are going to look when they are exported.

There are duplicate entries for roles in the drop-down box when adding a creator.  These are happening due to the import process. They usually are not true duplicates but rather have trailing spaces. The import process should give feedback about values added to lookup lists. It is important that these values get cleaned up by the user as part of the import process. We will add this to the documentation.  
AT gave me a message that my name record entered simply as Clark with quaifier Photographer was a duplicate record.  I was able to do this.  
Once again, there seems to be a lot of additional work involved here with little short-term reward.  I can see how this fuction would be useful but there is so much extra work involved creating the records that I have to wonder if it is really worth it in terms of use.  There must be an easier way to capture this information without so many criteria.

Need more direction in this chapter. A)  There are a bunch of common scenarios we could attempt to list (e.g.: embed thumbnail version of digital object, display full-size in new window; embed digbat, play digital resource from new window; make label "clickable", open digital resource in new window; single-file simple object; multi-page complex object including digital images and related OCR'd text; web sites; other born-digital records, etc.) and include in the manual as examples.  Of course, I know that the style sheet is what will make these kinds of behaviors actually happen, but some direction is needed. B)  The other possibility is to put the map from AT to EAD in the manual so that folks can understand the use of each place where data might go.  As I mentioned, I think in the feedback form on creating resources, we've already made decisions about where our data live in EAD, so if we had a map, it might help us make decisions about where data belongs in the AT.
why can't I delete a digital object in the "tree" like I can in the resources tree?  Need to follow up.  A digital object can be deleted simply by removing the instance for the digital object.  Is the reporter referring to a node in the digital object?  
I only had the opportunity to experiment with adding one simple digital object record to AT. I found that it worked quite well, and it was intuitive, given the experience we had in earlier weeks with working with finding aids. The only thing I noticed was the fact that it was challenging to match the data with the correct field. We have a field labelled "Document Type" indicating whether the object is a flyer, photograph, poster, or other kind of document. It wasn't clear to me where that information should go. (I should add that I am inexperienced with METS/MODS, but experienced with EAD.)  It is likely that such material type headings could be added as genre headings.  
Feature Requests:

Auto-fill on the sequence and label when adding siblings would be useful.  I agree totally about the latter.  The challenge might be to track different sequences.  Some of this will be addressed in Phase 2

There was no place to pub my object identifier or the URL for where the digital object is displayed on the web, and there appeared to be no place to drop in a jpg so you could see the object.  Very unsuccessful.   This is a recognized design flaw that has been corrected.

We don't have classification or control numbers for born-digital objects -- just a URN.  There is no data to put in the "resource identifier" and under current working of the AT, this means doing a work-around of some kind.  I think resource identifier should not be required -- or required conditionally.  We also have some analog materials where there should not be a resource identifier at the collection level, even though there may be resource identifiers at the lower levels. (Consider that a "virtual" collection can be created with resources from multiple repositories -- should the AT support this?)  Ideally, leaving the resource ID blank would require an override of the rules  -- as in a dialogue box that says "do you really want to have no control number at this level?".  This work around could be disruptive to other processes, namely the import processes.  But it is an interesting idea.  It’s also another reason to think about promoting digital objects up a level to be on par with resources, names, subjects, etc.  
Same goes for extents.  Any extent that is keyed in by hand for a born-digital object is apt to end up being invalid after very little time.  Excellent point!
This comment is probably more appropriate for the previous week's work, but it would be useful to track photograph negative numbers a little more precisely, say to add "negative" to the pulldown list in the Analog Instance interface for Container 1 Type so that one could present "Negative/AN3/M411/3/3-4" as an instance, particularly if the negative has been digitized.  The list needs a more specific term than object.  But this might relate to customization in the coming weeks.

when adding subjects would like to select a number of subjects by click/shift click (which I can do) and then click on "link" once and have it add them all

Good idea. This will be added as a feature request.

changing the order of Dos in the "sequence" box presumably affects output but it would be nice if it also reordered the list on the screen, so that you don't have to enter them in the correct sequence in order to view them in the correct sequence within AT.  The sequence value is for rendering a multi-page object.  Perhaps automating this on output is worth considering.  
have a "save" warning message when exiting record

Running comments on the application:

Everything worked well.
Running comments on the documentation

Having the MODS or DC fields for description of digital objects would be useful for data entry.  Or is it intended to manage descriptive metadata of digital objects in another system?  If we store our descriptive metadata elsewhere, how do we get it into the exported METS file from the AT?  Perhaps the toolkit is only meant to manage the metdata that willl apear in EAD finding aids.  Even so, it would be helpful to have a way to add a link to external descriptive/preservation/technical metdata for digital objects.  The rollovers should include mapping statements.  
The documentation for this section is probably fine.  As someone with very basic knowledge of metadata standards, I did need to do some further reading into METS, MODS, etc. in order to enter some of our digital objects into the AT. But this would be true of anything I hadn't done before. It's not this manual's job to teach me DACS, so I don't expect it to teach me METS and MODS.  That said, I think that perhaps the structure type could use a more in-depth explanation.

How much documentation is necessary at the item level for digital objects?  For example, we have a folder of letters digitized.  They are within a larger collection. Am I correct in assuming that we would need to add the subjects, notes, etc. into the digital object instance in order for this information to be harvested in a METS/MODS record--if the item were to be cataloged separately in a digital library?  This is an important documentation problem:  how much foundation shall we lay and how much shall we try to pinpoint the policy decisions?  The point of the AT is to enable a wide range of practice for digital objects:  objects linked to finding aids, objects independent of finding aids and searchable with other digital objects (regardless of source; imagine the archives and slide library’s digital object being searched together), simple objects, complex, multi-part objects, objects with lots of metadata, objects with very little metadata.  
I think that more screen shots with examples would be helpful.  Excellent point.
I'm obviously doing this incorrectly.  The objects appear in the instance window, but when you look at them, the subjects and names are subjects and names relevant to the entire Charles A. Kofoid resource, not specifically the digital image.  Better documentation about anchoring the description and changing the inherited headings.  
Seemed to work this time, but I'm still unsure if I have done it correctly or not.  One question is the drop down list of roles.  What role should be assigned to an individual who sat for a portrait?  Depicted? Actor? Associated name?  This is such a regular event the drop down list should include some definitions or indicate the correct choice.  Properly speaking, this is cataloging training and not a part of the application per se. However, how do we express boundary in the AT user manual.   
OK, I've got a tape recording in Box 19 f359 which we digitized.  So I got into Limbaugh resource, opened folder list and found that folder, then hit instance to enter the digital copy.  Got prompted and entere audio in the pop up box.  This gave me a page titled, "Analog Instance."  Now I'm confused.  What does this table mean, and does it want me to describe the analog (i.e. reel to reel) or the digital copy??  Nothing in the manual about the "Analog Instance" table and how it should be applied.  Went back to the pop up box to enter digital.  Maybe that's what's wanted.

The documentation was basically a repeat of chapter 8.  Which I found to be very confusing and did not adequately explain why these functions were necessary.  Is our threshold set to high?  Are we assuming too much basic knowledge?  
Whenever you mention a standard, either include the relevant text of the standard or a link to the standard.  For example, "Object Type. Required for digital object records. A single descriptor for indicating the predominant type of the resource. The list of values is based on the MODS <typeOfResource> element, and thus cannot be modified."  This is explained at http://www.loc.gov/standards/mods/v3/mods-userguide-elements.html#typeofresource

Need more here.  For example, what do I do with page images (separate files) that I want to page-turn. The manual says "2) Physical, meaning the units are physical units such as pages and are represented by a single content file, " (so, I guess that doesn't work if I've got pages in different files?  What if I had the OCR'd text as well?) and as far as "Logical" goes, well, isn't ANYTHING that is in a bunch of files a logical rather than physical structure?  Is it that simple?  What standard does this originate from?  A reference to the standard, if there is one, is needed.  

not sure what to do when parent record is a "container" for the digital objects below (e.g. it is a scrapbbok but the 2 images are pages 1 and 2 of the scrapbok but the scrapbook itself  Is not imaged.  We need to think about including a scenario that shows how a situation such as this one might be handled differently by different repositories for different reasons.  One could make a page turned object of the two images.  One could make two separate objects and link them to the same node.  
is the date for digital objects for the creation of the DO, or for the date of the original materials (e.g. photo is from 1953 but was imaged in 2005).  Another policy, best practice question.  If your description is anchored in the work, then the date of the work.  If it is anchored in the digital file, then the date of the digital file.  MODS BPG’s suggest the former.  
not clear from the docs what info to link to from a do that is a surrogate of an analog object, e.g. a digitized copy of a phto. Is creator the photographer or the person who digitized the photo?  Policy decision.  
How would you treat a digital object that is a website (if that can be considered a digital object)?  Would you describe the as the instance and the photographs and text on the site as the instance's children, or would you simply list the site's address as an external resource in a note?  It would depend on the site to some extent.  The resource record would be for the website.  Clearly there would be some problems with some of the fields.  The instances would be to the actual files.  
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