Draft -- Minutes TDWG Literature Interest Group meeting, Bratislava, Slovakia, 16/October/2007
Participants:

Anna Weitzman (Convener, Smithsonian)
Chris Lyal (NHM, London)
Jerry Cooper (Landcare)
Tim Robertson (GBIF)

David Remsen (GBIF)
Christina Flann (Wageningen University)

Wang Lisong, (Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing)
Éamonn Ó Tuama (GBIF)
Charles Kahindo (Université Officielle de Bukavu, Dem. Republic of Congo)

Donat Agosti (Bern)
Rich Pyle (Bishop)
Mark Mayfield (Kansas State)
Bryan Heidorn (Univ. Illinois)
Agenda:

1. Review Charter (http://www.tdwg.org/activities/literature/charter/)
2. Discuss possible task groups – possible focus on:

a. Microcitations  

· Definition:  While what appears in a bibliography, is a citation; a microcitation is a finer granularity of a full citation (Rich) – i.e., a “subreference”
· An abbreviated citation in a species given in a synonymy is another form of microcitation.   
· Donat – do we need the identical string, or can we use GUIDs?  

· Rich – more used to access past literature

· Bryan – need to be able to link different versions

· Rod Page is creating resolver – parses out and gets Handle / DOI.  Jerry says hit rate of less than 10%.  
· Jerry – issue of matching microcitations to abbreviated citation to full citation.  

· Donat – need to be able to link to extant citation ‘somewhere’

· Rich – gold standard citation list, and humans build links from what they have to this list.
· Discussion how to take Rod’s work on this and turn into something permanent.
· Who would host?  BHL?  
· Jerry & Dave agreed to start a draft White Paper on this on the Lit. Wiki.
b. vocabulary / ontology

· Roger’s list in TEDG-TAG is a good start.  We should add our comments to this.  Rich has commented to Roger and will forward his comments (put them on that WIKI).  

c. XML standards

· David: Is this the group that looks at data mining within literature?

· Anna – this is a need that feeds into the standard development

· Jerry – how does this group refer to species profile activity?

· Eamonn – to allow general statements to be made about species – may use standards from lit group, but if adopted by EoL has to interface with literature.

· Rich – OCR, scanning?  

· Anna – BHL is looking into improving OCR

· Jerry – at the level of dictionaries loaded into OCR programmes we may have an input

· The authority files we are considering might be used

· Donat – is task force on BHL.  Need training file

· Rich – will BHL be actively engaged

· Anna – Neil, Chris F., Tom – yes.  Will be side meeting at this meeting.

· Donat – TDWG – too little content to play with.  BHL big player, but looks at large grain detail – journal level, for example.  Should we go to BHL and ask them to change focus.  We could go to IPNI and get journals out for something eg country, and then get body of literature that makes taxonomic sense.  

· Anna – Mobot has done this using Tropicos.  Different contributing institutions are focusing on different areas.  How institutions are prioritizing is unknown.  

· Jerry – already a lot digitized, should avoid duplication

· Anna – with different metadata difficult to see if they have done what you need.  BHL is working with Penn State for article level and citation metadata, perhaps later in taxon-level bounding.
· Bryan – issue of small specialist collections that could be made available through open content alliance.  Do we set metadata?  Who serves?  Even BHL is not only serving through internet archive.  So group to set this metadata needed?

· Jerry – hard to come up with prioritized list of what to do and who to do it.

· Rich – if LSIDs applied to publications (as he doing for ZooBank) how does he let people know?  Public repository.

d. Linkage to library metadata standards

· Standards used (MODS, METS) may be extensible, but do not currently fully meet needs.  Bryan notes that extensibility might meet our needs. EML another.  

· Rich – only invent new things where there is noting existing.

· Don’t want  to provide vast standard that confuses users

e. Authority files

· Standardised lists of citations (e.g. works published in Botany for past 250 years, with authors, dates of publications, and standard ways of citing these)

· Existing (TaxonomicLiterature-2, Botanico-PeriodicoHunterianum, BPH-S, Authors of Plant Names, Union list of serials).  Some of these are TDWG standards, but out of date.
· Needed (e.g. equivalents for Zoology)  
· Agents (people and organizations).  TDWG agents group has ceased functioning.  Authors is perhaps the most important.  ETI has a list?; uBio has a list.  Kew manages plant name authors, but not in a simple manner allowing access.  Harvard has a one-time download, not updated.  

· Bryan: Need lists and need service to deliver, what protocols and who will deliver.  Also needs GUID provider.

· David: this moves into infrastructure, and could GBIF deal with it?

· Jerry – no-one would have a problem with this

· Rich – ZooBank could create if GBIF does not.

· Still need standards  

· TCS has something. 
· Bryan We could come up with a standard for form not content.  

· GUIDS – do we apply ISSNs retrospectively to literature, or apply LSIDs

· Jerry – both
· Jerry – is there going to be an Open URL resolver service from BHL?  [when you do open URL resolution finds where source of full text is].  Donat – handles do this.  

· Chris – will BHL host relevant authority files and all that entails?

· Jerry – provide a public service so others can access and use them.

3. Anna – suggested products by end of 2007?

· Abbreviated citation standard 

· Subreference standard?
· Vocabulary / ontology standard (Roger some way to do this already)

· High-level XML standard combining TaxonX with high-level taXMLit structure/elements?

Jerry thinks enough, and the right things to do.
Rich – what is the abbreviated citation standard?
Anna - exchange standard, and what pieces are across domains.

Rich – abbreviated journal names, for example; Need ability to point to somewhere on web where full text is

Jerry – part of coordinate referencing system.

Anna – in these there is not full information, so need to automate process of finding full info 

Donat – why do we need standard?  

Rich – is standard for how to build tools to find and recognize full reference / content.  Need narrative description of the problem and what are solutions.  Protocol more than standard.  

Anna – botanical experience is that provision of authority files for journals and authors has made it simpler for botanical journals and writers.

Jerry/Rich: Microcitations – do we need white paper or standard?

All: Someone needs to draft a white paper.  
Jerry will prepare something, built on vocabulary, and Dave will contribute from his experience with parsing publications.  

Vocabulary/ontology task group – Rich will lead
i. Roger’s list in TDWG-TAG is a good start.  We should add our comments to this.  
ii. Rich has commented to Roger and will forward his comments (put them on that WIKI).  
Anna will put link from literature WIKI to vocabulary WIKI
4. Could bring people together possibly in (latter half of second week in November.  (Anna, Chris L., Terry, Neil T., Chris F, Chuck Miller, Arturo Arino already agreed to participate).  Also Dave R, Rich Pyle (video), Jerry and/or Aaron (video – EVO grid), Bryan (not available that week), Donat (video or in person)
Other option to try to do a video link, possibly thru Skype

· XML

Anna and Terry to lead to explore cross-walk between taxonX and taXMLit

Bryan – might be a good idea to look at full standard

Anna- high-level x-walk part of a process but at least agree a high-level standard.

Jerry – would like then to see if they can map theirs to this.

XML standards – Anna / Terry will lead

· Rich – agents should be task-group 

Anna- has file from Neil on the work so far done.

Agreed – Agents is a task-group

· Linkage to lib standards needs BHL interaction – Anna to talk to Neil and Chris F.

· Task groups need – leader, goals, charter.

· Jerry – how do we make a statement about prior TDWG standards, which are not accessible?  “Make it available or kill it” (although they are publicly available in libraries as printed items)
· Anna will contact botanical organisations about their standards (Hunt & IAPT), including agents. 
· Jerry will contact Kew about Authors of plant names
2008 – Agents (ask Neil to take on task group)

2008 – further content standards development
General comments
Donat – markup is expensive and tedious.  Potential is in future publications.  How do we deal with publishers?  Need to liaise with them.

Anna – was interest from publishers at London meeting.  Do have one rep on this group, and we need to ask him.  Need to make sure this interaction is on our list of things to do
Bryan – people in his faculty are asking what they should be doing in terms of XML, rdf etc, so publishing community is receptive.

Donat – what is critical mass which makes markup worthwhile?  
