Proposed Documentation issues from week 6 report

	Summary
	Description
	Issue type
	AT version
	Comments

	Digital Objects
	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.  
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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.
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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.  
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	I think that more screen shots with examples would be helpful.  Excellent point.
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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.  
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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.
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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.
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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?
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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. 
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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. 
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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.  
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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. 
	
	1.0
	

	Digital Objects
	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.  
	
	1.0
	


