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�
1. Status Reports


Status reports were presented either with the aid of slides or verbally but written text was then submitted and it is from this material that these status reports were drawn.


Edinburgh Status Report


Commitment


A new member of staff, Colin Smart joined the project at the end of July. 


WP 1.4 (Architecture): The various functional components have been identified as well as the larger units to which they belong. The interfaces between these components have been identified and work has started on defining the functionality of these interfaces.


Scenarios: Nine scenarios have been identified which exercise all the units described in the architecture. These scenarios are motivated by the actions which a user is likely to perform (such as browse metadata). A full list can be found on the web site.�


WP 6: Visit to ONS to discuss the local user interface and publication modules.


DOSIS: A one day meeting with DOSIS reported in a010114e.


WP 7.1 (External User Interface): A possible metaphor for the user interface has been described and circulated for comment. This presents ADDSIA as a library with departments (domains) and books (data sets). The metaphor is incomplete as it only covers the metadata so far. Also covered was a novel way of verifying the right of a user to view data.


Web Site: The web site has been tidied up and now boasts a number of expanded areas. In addition to this, the document handling scheme has been improved.


User Scenarios: These have been motivated by asking users how they perform a comparative analysis. By using specific examples this approach highlights potential problems which may occur in analysis as well as informing us of the user’s train of actions.


Results


Work Package 1.1: 


We presented an overview of ADDSIA to the 1997 DOSIS meeting in Luxembourg (01.01.17E). 


A partial draft for the second management report is underway. 


We have also created the Web based library which holds a central copy of all documents, and maintained the e-mail archive on-line holding all tagged correspondence


Work Package 1.4: We have advanced the architecture, and put the results on the ADDSIA web site. There are three views plus a description of all the modules:


Hierarchical Units


Scenario based connections


Language based connections





Work Package 7.1: We have circulated three papers, namely:


Report 07.01.01E: Metaphor document


Report 07.01.02E: User verification document


Report 07.01.03E: Options for users.


Report 04.02.01E Classifying Metadata came out of considerations of both the above work packages.


Work Package 6: A presentation to ONS (06.01.02E) on the position of the Publications module within ADDSIA.


Framework


Task 1.4 (The architecture) relates to all other tasks


Document 07.01.01e (the metaphor) feeds into tasks 7.2, and Work Packages 2, 3 and 6


Work Packages 2 and 7.1 are both concerned with communications


The ‘trusted users’ concept has implications for security and Work Package 3


The similarities and differences between presentation and publication need to be explored with Work Package 6


Documents 04.12.01e (Classifying Metadata) and 07.01.03e (Options for users) feed into 7.1, into Work Package 4 and Work Package 5


Document 07.01.02e (Access issues) feeds into Work Package 3


Deliverables


The architectural structure and related documents will form part of D1.2b


The classifying metadata document will form part of D7.1


The ONS presentation will contribute to D6.1


The DOSIS presentation will form part of the management report


The metaphor document will form part of D7.1


The verification document may form part of D7.1 or D5.3.


Issues Raised


We have identified the following issues which we would like to discuss.


Five different types of user have been identified – are these five categories sufficient/necessary?


The 'Trusted User' concept – does it make sense, does it solve our problems?


Presentation and Publication – what are the similarities/differences in terms of needs and desires?


Metadata – what exactly is it? Can it be defined/categorised?


Reshaping data – how best to describe the transformation? The need to describe both the how and the why of a transformation.


DESAN Status Report


Working on 6.1.2 Specification of Publication Module: Report on Issues of Automated Table Production. A draft version has been distributed.


This report raised a number of issues:


Need for metadata


Various groups of Users


Presentation of metadata


Interpretation of a table


meaning of headings/rows


invalid data eg military service


� REF _Ref409260434 \* MERGEFORMAT �Figure 1� shows an example





�
Third Level�
Secondary Level�
Training/�Apprenticeship�
Other�
�
Work�
	70%�
	58%�
	65%�
	63%�
�
Study�
	8%�
	10%�
	7%�
	2%�
�
Unemployed�
	4%�
	14%�
	10%�
	13%�
�
Military service�
	12%�
	15%�
	10%�
	13%�
�
Other�
	6%�
	3%�
	8%�
	9%�
�
TOTAL�
	1200�
	2500�
	2300�
	1300�
�
Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �1�: Current status school leavers 1993 per highest level of education completed in 3 Countries


Meetings held


ADDSIA and automated table production


ONS-DESAN: automated table production


ONS Status Report


Commitment


Formal project board meetings have taken place regularly, and there have been meetings with DESAN, with DESAN/StatFin/UEDIN, plus a visit to the University of Edinburgh. John Charlton has co-ordinated the ONS contribution, commented on products, contributed to meetings in Edinburgh and Helsinki, and chaired the meeting with DESAN/StatFin/UEDIN. Alan Hewer has been developing a table model and comparing this with the data model (still in progress). He has contributed to the meetings mentioned above.


Fred Ashwood has worked on:


Feasibility study scoping document (complete).


Report on other UK government department tabulation solutions (complete).


Producing and analysing the list of ONS and NSI user requirements (complete).


Obtaining costings for two publication options.


Nigel Moss has worked on the scoping document, report on other UK government departments, ONS user requirements, and is secretary to the project board. Carol Bartlett/ Sylvia Stevens have been evaluating report writers (Crystal Reports and Borland ReportSmith) and input to the list of ONS user requirements. 


Pat Thew is a member of the project board and has worked on ONS user requirements, examination of components of publication options (including the table model), and has been involved in the meetings and visit to University of Edinburgh.


Michael Evers/Ian Hillis/Brian Salerno have had an administrative and liaison role, including monitoring time spent on the project. They have also collated user requirements identified by National Statistics Institutes.


Gareth Jones is a project board member in the capacity of an ONS customer. He has made an important contribution to establishing the user requirements.


Tim Jones is chairman of the project board. He has commented on all products, in particular on ONS user requirements.


Derek Andow has been keeping a watching brief from an IS Division point of view. The installation of the ADDSIA system in the ONS will be undertaken by IS Division.


Results


A feasibility study scoping document has been produced and circulated to Board and team members, and Joanne Lamb.


ONS user requirements have been produced and circulated to NSIs (DOSIS representatives), StatFin and DESAN.


User requirements incorporating ONS and other NSIs have been produced.


A report on tabulation solutions in other UK government departments has been produced and circulated to board members.


Reports on the two report writers have been circulated to board members.


A report from StatFin has been circulated to DESAN and ONS.


A report from DESAN has been circulated to StatFin and ONS.


A draft paper on the table model has been produced and circulated.


Relation to Project Framework


The publication module is one of the Addsia system modules. Meetings have taken place with DESAN/StatFin/UEDIN to discuss how this module relates to the other modules. The table model and communication languages are vital to integration. ONS is discussing issues with UEDIN, DESAN and StatFin.


Relation to Deliverables


The key deliverable is the specification of the publication module, due by April 1998. So far we are on course to achieving this milestone. An important step towards this is to complete specification of the table model by the end of December.


Issues raised


Completion of the table module, including identifying all elements of ‘house style’ and metadata to be available.


What resources are required to complete the system (time/cost).


What to include in the presentation module and what in the publication module?


What user requirements can be included in the system within the timescale/ budget?


Requirements for WWW publication versus requirements for paper publication.


Publication templates contents/format.


Types of output mark-up files to be produced.


CSO Status Report


The current work is being carried out by Jane Lenehan and Richard Murphy:


4.1.4  Report of Metadata for CSO


1.1.3  Setting up the Infrastructure - Report on current situation and general requirements of test sites (CSO)


Our first task this year was to produce a report on EireStat - the CSO Databank. This covers the domain of the Databank, its software and operating system, the metadata items it contains, file structures for both data and metadata, as well as the dissemination methods used. This report also covers the CSO’s use of EDIFACT and GESMES.


 Task 4.2: Specification of Metadata Modules


As many of the concepts of metadata encountered since the start of this project are new, a lot of the initial work has been involved in reading articles. Much of this work has been going through the papers and articles, including the papers of the Work Session on Metainformation Systems (METIS) which took place in October 1996. 


We are currently working on a survey of the metadata user requirements. This questionnaire will be sent to a group of expert users who use our data extensively for research and policy making. This questionnaire has been sent to the ADDSIA group, in case any one would like any inclusions.


We have sent several samples of data and metadata to the University of Ulster, we have also sent data to Statistics Finland. The metadata that we sent to UU can be classified as either textual documents or formatted/terse metadata which is stored in SAS datasets and catalogs. In our subsequent discussions with UU we identified the major issue of how to handle these formatted system/software specific metaitems. Formatted metaitems that are stores in a software specific environment will have an extra value from their organised format that would be lost in the translation to a free-text environment. Some of the questions we have to address are (a) How do we ensure that such metaitems keep their format and are accessible to multi-software multiplatform environments? and (2) How do we try to ensure that the metaitems are comparable for comparable statistical data? 


For us much of the textual documents eg articles on the introduction of a new base year, had to be collated for sending to UU. As of yet textual documents of this type are not stored as part of our Databank - and in many cases are even stored on a different platform, therefore the collation of samples was cumbersome and time consuming. As with every negative there is a positive - we have identified a short coming which we are now addressing with the systematic inclusion of textual documents and articles in our Databank.


 StatFin Status Report


Activity report for the third meeting in Athens


Trial with the CSO of Ireland


September meeting in London


Review of Ventura 7 SGML import capabilities


Domain manager interface deliverable


Review of HTML 4.0 table production features


Trial with the CSO of Ireland


Timeseries data has been received from Ireland and compatible data from the Finseries database has been selected.


The material is awaiting the input into the U-file format, which will be a small task when more information is available on the architectures of the local modules.


Meeting in London


The details and requirements of the publication module were analysed and discussed in the meeting in London arranged by the ONS.


In that meeting the characteristics of the module and the future activities were agreed upon.


�
Domain Manager Interface


The draft deliverable on the Domain Manager Interface was prepared to be delivered in the Athens meeting for discussion and analysis.


Ventura 7 and SGML


The capability of Ventura 7 to import SGML were analysed and a review sent to the ONS and the project administration.


The import is possible but not fully automatic.


Similar import possibilities are included in WP8.


HTML 4.0


The table production capabilities of the HTML 4.0 draft specification were analysed.


It seems that the new table features of the specification can be used to build statistical tables once they are included in the browsers deserving, thus, a further analysis.


UU Status Report


New Appointments


A Research Assistant and a Research Officer have been appointed to the project during the last 6 months. At Magee, Mr. Yaxin Bi has been appointed as Research Officer, and has been working with Fionn Murtagh since 1st June 1997. At Coleraine, Dr Djamel Benaouda has recently been appointed Research Assistant, and has been working with Sally McClean and Bryan Scotney since 8th September 1997.


Up to Milestone I:


Up to 30th June 1997, UU were heavily committed to producing a number of deliverables:


Task 2.1, Specification of Communications Modules


(Deliverable 2.1 - Responsible: UU, Other Partners: UoA)


Task 3.1, Specification of Secure Interface Module


(Deliverable 3.1 - Responsible: UoA, Other Partners: UU)


Task 4.1, Requirement Analysis for Metadata Systems


(Deliverable 4.1 - Responsible: UEDIN, Other Partners: UU, ONS, StatFin, CSO)


Task 4.2, Overview of Web-Based Storage Techniques for Metadata


(Deliverable 4.2 - Responsible UU)


These are all reported on in the Milestone I Package.


�
Current Work 


Yaxin Bi and Fionn Murtagh are currently working on Task 4.2: Specification of Metadata Modules. This work relates to Deliverable 4.2, Specification of Metadata Modules, which is due 31st December 1997.


Djamel Benaouda, Sally McClean, Bryan Scotney and David Bell are currently working on Task 2.1b: Design of Communications Module. This work relates to Deliverable 2.1b, Design Specification of Communications Module, which is due 31st December 1997.


University of Athens Status Report 


This report summarises the progress made by UoA since June 1997 and the work that is planned for the next 6 months.


Current work


UoA is involved in WP3, WP5, WP2, WP4 and WP7 workpackages of ADDSIA. In WP3, UoA is responsible for Tasks 3.1 and 3.2 which are expected to deliver in 12th and 18th month, respectively, provided that the required input is supplied to UoA. WP3 is concerned with the specification and the implementation of the Secure Interface to Native micro/macro data (SIM). In WP5, UoA is responsible for Task 5.3 which delivers in the 15th month and its purpose is the specification of the Access Registration Modules. WP5 is concerned with the access rights and administration of the ADDSIA sites. UoA contributes also in WP2 that deals with the Communication Modules by verifying the software to be developed during Task 2.2 where UU is responsible and delivers in the 18th month. UU is also responsible for Task 4.2 of WP4 where UoA works in and delivers in the 12th month. WP4 deals with the development of the metadata modules and during Task 4.2 UoA is assigned the verification of the MQL interfaces. Finally, since the 10th month, UoA has started working on Task 7.1 of WP7 where UEDIN is responsible and is expected to deliver in the 18th month. WP7 deals with the analysis of DDS and in Task 7.1, UoA contributes by reporting on Java and similar tools.


The UoA ADDSIA group consists of three people, namely, Prof Michalis Hatzopoulos, Isambo Karali and Efstratios Viglas.


In the period under consideration, some decisions where taken for the specification of SIM (WP3). These are:


SIM has to be open to the case of unsafe microdata supplied by NSIs.


SIM has to access physically the native data.


The information for accessing the data will be found in the provider metadatabase that will be created once the native metadata are processed.


Confidentiality is distinguished from security where the problem of prevention of unauthorised access of data is addressed. For this purpose various security mechanisms, eg firewalls, encryption, digital signatures, secure protocols, passwords, were reviewed. As security is not the main focus of the project, we propose the architecture to be left open to incorporate security software rather than making any commitment on the methodology. Security is involved in a number of workpackages, namely WP3, WP5 and WP2.


As far as access of the Native DBs (WP3) is concerned, we require to access an RDBMS in order to be able to exploit the Java/JDBC facility that is suitable for the Web relational DB applications and allows to create a generic software. In case test sites cannot purchase JDBC drivers, we may think of an ODBC solution. If test sites cannot export their data to some RDBMS but they can export them in a well defined, well known format such as CSV or SPSS, then the possibility of parsing this format and exporting the data into an RDBMS is considered. In any case, for SIM purposes, UoA is going to be involved in the data harmonisation process that will take place at the provider’s sites. For the purposes of WP7, UoA is going to review Java, Tcl/Tk, Perl and other similar languages.


Currently, UoA has some issues under concern that are related to the general ADDSIA architecture and function. These are:


Centralised vs Distributed ADDSIA high level architecture.


Scenario for user registration.


Scenario for installation of ADDSIA software.


Scenario for domain registration.


Scenario for provider registration.


Position of Access Registration Modules.


In order to proceed with the design and the implementation of SIM (WP3), UoA needs the following information to be supplied by the test sites:


Sizes of data (per dataset, per native DB) supplied to ADDSIA.


How many dimensions do the multidimensional data involve.


How many attributes do micro data and time series data involve.


Which is the RDBMS that is being used for the data to be supplied to ADDSIA.


Which is the tool that is being used to store the multidimensional data.


In addition, there is a strong need for accessing real ADDSIA data from the test sites. The same holds for envisaging scenarios of query answering as well as types and examples of supported queries.


For the purposes of WP5, the unit of authorisation should be determined.


�
2. Overview of Architecture and Other Topics


Joanne Lamb presented an overview of the ADDSIA architecture and covered a number of other issues. The following summary is based on her slides:


Note: after the discussions at the meeting parts of the architecture will be significantly changed.


The Architecture 


The architecture is described in detail on the ADDSIA web site. The following diagrams summarise the main features and the responsibilities for each module.











�





Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �2�: The User Interface








�





Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �3�: Accessing Metadata


�





Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �4�: Domain - Provider Communications
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Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �5�: Accessing Data
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Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �6�: Accessing Native Data





�





Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �7�: Publishing Tables





�





Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �8�: Maintaining the Domain


�
�





Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �9�: Maintaining a Provider Site


Languages


Formal Languages are used to define the interfaces shown on the diagrams (for a full definition of the interfaces, see the Website). The following two are examples:





(I) LANGUAGE_L::= Request_to_User_store | Reply_from_User_store





Request_to_User_store::=READ User_name User_attribute | WRITE User_name User_attribute | CREATE User_name





User_attribute::= User_status | ...





User_status=STATISTICIAN | OPERATOR 





(II) LANGUAGE_D::=request_to_System | reply_from_System





request_to_System::=request_for_use | request_for_maintenance





request_for_use::=request_browsing | request_analysis | request_publication





request_publication::=request_create_template | request_publish_tables





reply_from_System::=reply_from_use | reply_from_maintenance





reply_from_use::=reply_from_browsing | reply_from_analysis | reply_from_table


�
Metadata





�


Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �10�: Structured and Unstructured Metadata


Two kinds of metadata have been identified - unstructured and structured. As the structured data is identified, it is moved out of the unstructured (and undefined) bag (see � REF _Ref409258695 \* MERGEFORMAT �Figure 10�). Users will browse structured and unstructured metadata.





�


Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �11�: Representations of Metadata


� REF _Ref409258754 \* MERGEFORMAT �Figure 11� illustrates the fact that the same functional metadata could be held in different formats.


Statistical tables


The following points are extracted from Deliverable 2.1.





(a) a U-MAO is a single numerical attribute <f, na, val>.  


where


	na -> numerical attribute,


	f -> statistical function


	val ->summary data result 


	e.g


		<MEAN, HEIGHT, 176.4> 


	summarises a sample in terms of its mean height. 





(b) a M-MAOB is a multivariate macro object:<f, {N}, val>, 


where 


	{N} = {na1, na2, ..., nap}


	eg


<CORRELATION COEFFICIENT, {WEIGHT, HEIGHT}, 0.426>. 





(c) subsetting is described as a particular category of a categorical attribute. 


C-MAOB : <{C}, f, {N}, val>, 


where


	{C} subset of individuals belonging to a particular category


	eg


	<{FEMALE}, CORRELATION COEFFICIENT, {WEIGHT, HEIGHT}, 0.398> 





	gives the data provided by the correlation coefficient between weight and height for females. 





(d) all types of MAOB may be represented by C-MAOB. 


for the whole sample, {C} is set to {NULL} (or the whole universe}





�


Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �12�: A Macro Object





� REF _Ref409258804 \* MERGEFORMAT �Figure 12� is a representation of the Macro Object (MAOB).





�





Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �13�: An Object Representation of an MAOB





� REF _Ref409258839 \* MERGEFORMAT �Figure 13� is an object oriented representation of the same structure.





�EMBED Word.Document.8 \s���


Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �14�: An Example of a Macro Object


� REF _Ref409258935 \* MERGEFORMAT �Figure 14� is an example of an MAOB.


Transformations


A transformation is a formal specification of the modification of a variable, or the creation of a new variable. It has various attributes such as:


	name etc


	parameters


	a result


	a transformation method.


The other attributes depend on the transformation method. The full formal specification is complex and not reproduced here.


When a user creates a table, he has several steps to go through:


Choose/define a transformation.


Identify the variable to be transformed.


This defines a TRANSFORMATION APPLICATION, which has a unique internal name and also a private user name.


These private variables can be used by the user, but in reality, it is the internal name that is used.


The results are never stored, only the method.


Repeat for several variables.


Select the function to be applied.


Examine the output.





There are three basic classes of variables.


Basic Variables: the variables in the native data sets.


Consolidated Variables: notional variables which are defined by applying transformations to basic variables. They do not exist, but the transformations and results do.


Indicators: these are Consolidated variables with an ‘Official’ status.





�EMBED Word.Document.8 \s���


Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �15�: User Modes


� REF _Ref409258982 \* MERGEFORMAT �Figure 15� illustrates the various modes in which a user may work. The allocation of modes to users is in the jurisdiction of the Data Providers.


Creating and sharing Objects


We are not using Select, but we need to share our design. UEDIN have therefore created a first draft Access database called OBJECT CREATOR. This is on the ADDSIA Website, and partners are urged to examine it and comment. If satisfactory, we will build an interface to it.


�
3. User Scenarios


Examples of user scenarios were presented. They are summarised below.


Expert users: a number of quantitative researchers were asked to describe what they did currently to perform a comparative analysis.


The researcher considered it vital that they had a substantive question to answer, although, in part, the question to be asked can depend on the investigator being aware of the resources which are available. 


Starting with the documentation they identified a data set which might be suitable. The importance of supporting documentation was emphasised.


Once a data set had been obtained, other measures can be used to determine the statistical significance of the subset of the data. 


This user views dataset for comparative analysis as a single flat file of a large table with a new variable indicating the source of the record. The analysis can continue as if it was a single file. Since data may not be directly comparable it may be necessary to create new variables which will re-code the existing entries.


National Statistical Institute users:


Three Scenarios


Research (policy)


Parliamentary questions/ministerial briefing


Production line work


Research (policy)


Analyses more in-depth


Range of analysis techniques


Usually micro-data required


Longer time-scale, room for sophistication


Parliamentary questions


Short time-scale (today?)


Usually simple tables required


Production line tables


Same tables re-run regularly


Tables can get complicated


Often for publication, so need to look good


�
4. Working Group Presentations


The second day of the meeting was spent in small group discussions. The following summarises the feedback from the groups.


Metadata Group


Key questions


What is the minimum metadata necessary?


What can be provided?


How do we collect it?


Micro


RDBMS: field, datatype etc


SPSS etc: VAR and VALUE labels, missing values, range etc


CAPI, CATI: dataset info, type of survey, sampling etc


Macro


GESMES


What else?


Functions


Interpretation (Text)


How to collect?


At one extreme, we could key everything into the system


At the other we can import anything and everything


We need to find the correct middle position


Data Model


We need a data model to define what we can handle.


CAPI systems etc


GESMES


Import:


Define interface (micro)


GESMES (macro)


Then we need some way of handling/presenting what is left outside the data model.


User Interface Group





The details of the discussion on user interfaces is reported in Deliverable 6.2.


Access and Architecture Group


Decisions made


SIM accesses only safe data


Confidentiality: property of the data (bureau should ensure it)


SIM accesses physically the data


INPUT: Statistical query (additive summary function)


OUTPUT: MAOB


 SQL to data, SQL to metadata


Users


Privileges laws: potential compatibility problems


n kinds of users. Instantiate n=3 to prove that it can be done


Domain Manager, Provider Manager, User


Privileges on datasets


Actions/Rights to be decided





�


Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �16�: General Access Schema


�
5. The next six months


UEDIN


By the end of December:


Complete D1.1b


Modify the architecture in light of workshop and complete D1.2b


Compile Milestone Ib with input from UU, UoA, StatFin & DESAN


Contribute to D4.3 (Visit to Ulster)


Revise timetable and work packages. Note that no change in deadlines is envisaged.


Identify test data sets


By next project meeting


Meet with CSO for task 1.3


Progress task 7.1 for Milestone Ib (meeting in January – UEDIN, DESAN ONS & StatFin)


Produce paper on metadata


Look for users (internal or external) at existing test sites


Work on languages C & D


Continue co-ordination


DESAN


As the internal and external user interfaces are now one module the WP’s 6 and 7 change. 


Task 6.1 Analysis and Specification of Local User Interface Finished: Dec 1997


For this task the merging means:


requirements analysis of Local User interface still has to be done (ONS (will send us))


specification can be dropped (DESAN)


extra: justification decision of merging internal and external user interface (DESAN/UEDIN)


Task 6.2 Analysis and Specification of Publication Module Finished: March 1998


report on issues of automatic table production and other publication issues (DESAN/StatFin)


finalisation list of user requests/requirements


Task 6.3 Implementation of Local User Interface  Start: April 1998


For this task the merging means:


Implementation of Internal and External interface ( DESAN and UEDIN 


Verification of Local and External User interface ( DESAN and ONS


Proposed Meeting on publication issues and implementation of user interface – UEDIN/ StatFin/ONS/DESAN 12th /13th Jan 1998.


ONS


Identify list of user requests – StatFin & DESAN


Develop method of requesting tasks – Language D and UEDIN


Identify data requirements – UU-C


Identify metadata requirements – UU-M


Identify types of user and authorisation – UoA and all


Develop templates and system spec


CSO


The current work is being carried out by Jane Lenehan and Richard Murphy


Task 4.2: Specification of Metadata Modules


When our survey of the metadata user requirements is complete the results will be distributed to the ADDSIA group. These results will be used when deciding what metaitems to include in our Metadata Module and help ensure that less obvious metaitems are not over-looked.


We will continue sending data and metadata to the University of Ulster.


Task 1.3: Evaluation Strategy


Deliverable 1.4  Evaluation and Demonstration Plan (Report)


A meeting is planned at the University of Edinburgh for Task 1.3. We will be discussing how best to structure our evaluation strategy. We need to ensure that the test scenarios of both specialist and non-specialist users are considered in our strategy. The devising of these test scenarios will have to be investigated - what user groups will we canvas to guarantee suitable scenarios.


Questionnaires will have to be devised for the evaluating sites and some method for systematically consolidating the replies.


When we have identified the issues that have to be taken into account for this report we can then plan a time-table for delivery.


�
Task 5.2: Analysis and Specification of Registration Modules


We will be looking at the requirements analysis for access registration modules. This will include investigating the steps that are involved in registering a data provider, or additions by an existing data provider and how this will effect the system. 


Miscellaneous: We have sent some data to the University of Athens to see if it is a suitable format. When we have agreed a suitable format, we will sent more data.


StatFin


Specification of Domain Manager Interface refined and delivered


Work on the Specification of Data Administrator interface starts


ADDSIA test server (addsia.stat.fi) placed on external network


Database software-licensing issues to be investigated


Requirements analysis for Access Registration Modules


Implementation of Manager interfaces begins


UU


Yaxin Bi and Fionn Murtagh are currently working on  Task 4.2:


Specification of metadata modules


Relates to Deliverable 4.2, due end of December


Try to define (with others) a minimal metadata set, focus on structured metadata search followed by unstructured search (of text documents).


Djamel Benaouda, Sally McLean, Bryan Scotney and David Bell are currently working on Task 2.1b:


Design of communications module


Relates to Deliverable 2.1b, due end of December


Experiments on Domain-provider communication, sockets and brokers. (Brokers are used in IDARESA.) Exchange of programs with UoA. Considerations for metadata for data integration, some static, some dynamic. Give UoA information on MAOB additive summary functions used for statistical analysis.


UoA


For the next 6 months


UoA is going to work in SIM design to completion and start SIM’s implementation (WP3). In addition, UoA is going to give feedback to the Metadata structure and content specification (WP4). In this period, the specification of the Access Registration modules should be completed (WP5) and the required contributions to WP2 should be made. Finally, we are going to review tools that are suitable for the implementation of the External User Interface.


Actions to be taken


Data supplied


Data to be supplied


Check mSQL + drivers


Compile report with results of group discussions


Examine statistical packages and RDBMS interfaces


Expect from UU the specifications of statistical functions to SIM


Carry on with all pre-programmed tasks and work packages


�
6. Administrative Details


Financial Matters


It was agreed that the four partners who were changing their funding regime from Full cost model to Additional cost model would follow the proposals outlined by Joanne in her e-mail of 16th October (01.0.120E).


Sally asked about the policy on viring money between Headings. (We have since received an e-mail from Justin replying to this question.)


All Part-D forms should be with Joanne as soon as possible after the New Year. It would be helpful both to UEDIN and Eurostat if we had electronic replies as well as the signed paper version. People working on the project should be named, and receipts for equipment should be sent with the paper forms to UEDIN.


Deliverables


The 2nd Management report and accompanying deliverables (Milestone 1b) to be delivered by 15th January 1998. (Deliverables for the milestone to be at Edinburgh by 15th December 1997.)


Next meeting


The next meeting is to held in Cork from 26th-28th April 1998.


Thanks


Joanne (on behalf of the meeting) thanked the University of Athens for their hospitality and efficient arrangements which led to a very successful meeting.


� http://www.ed.ac.uk/~addsia/confident/struct/scen.htm
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