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Final Report - ePET LEAP2A Extension

Overview

Between November 2008 and March 2009, Newcastle University worked to extend the ePET!
portfolio system to integrate support for the LEAP2A? interoperability standard. This work was
conducted as part of the PIOP (Portfolio Interoperability Project) Project’, and contributed to the
further development of LEAP2A, culminating in the final 2009-03 version of the standard. Drawing
on our experience from the original PIOP (Portfolio Interoperability Prototyping) Project* we were at
the forefront of the development of this standard, providing support and guidance to other PIOP
Projects from around the country and beyond.

Key Deliverables
The key outcomes of this project were:

e Our work contributed to the final 2009-03 version of the LEAP2A standard.

e Sample data exports are available at http://www.eportfolios.ac.uk/LEAP2A. These include a
zip file (containing uploaded files) and a static XML document. The XML export is a valid
Atom feed”.

e Test accounts for ePET are available at http://www.eportfolios.ac.uk/eportfolio. To register

for an account, you simply need to provide us with your email address. This demo version
contains the same level of documentation provided to most users.

e Documentation relating specifically to the ePET implementation has been added to
www.eportfolios.ac.uk/LEAP2A. This includes local category schemes.

e QOur export procedure is outlined in annex 1

e Ourimport procedure is outlined in annex 2

e Export support for LEAP2A is available in the downloadable version of ePET, available at
http://www.eportfolios.ac.uk/downloads. This is freely available to the UK academic
community and is released under a creative commons licence. Import functionality will be

added to this in due course.

e A case study documenting an anonymous transfer was written for the EPICS2 Project (annex
3).

e Data field mapping between ePET and LEAP2A has been made available (please see annex
4).

! http://www.eportfolios.ac.uk

? http://wiki.cetis.ac.uk/LEAP2A_specification

* http://wiki.cetis.ac.uk/Portfolio_interoperability_projects

* http://wiki.cetis.ac.uk/Portfolio_interoperability_prototyping

> Validated at http://validator.w3.org/feed -
http://validator.w3.org/feed/check.cgi?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.eportfolios.ac.uk%2FLEAP2A%2FLEAP2A ex

ample.xml
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Interoperability

The level of interoperability achieved during this project was relatively high, and certainly more of
ePET could be mapped to LEAP2A than could be mapped to UK-LEAP, IMS-LIP® or even IMS-
ePortfolio’.

Of the core components of ePET, the only elements that we did not export were some minor parts
of the CV. The reasons for omitting these were mainly due to time constraints rather than through
any inability to map these components to the standard. The only part of the CV that was not
possible to fully map was the qualification section, and this was simply due to the complexity of the
ePET database and we would have needed a way of describing both the level of a qualification and
the grade achieved. Details of how we produced the export are provided in annex 1. One part of
the CV that we did not export was the Europass Language Passport. This could be mapped very
neatly to LEAP2A, but due to the complexity of such a record we chose not to support this at the
current time.

The ePET portfolio can import skills frameworks, meetings, files/resources and blog entries from a
LEAP2A feed. Together with the CV, these components form the core of ePET. Unfortunately, on
import, we again chose to limit the CV elements. The reasons for this were twofold. The first is that
a large proportion of personal data is taken directly from MIS information and as such we chose not
to overwrite this with uploaded data. For example, we only store one email address for an
individual. At Newcastle, we only support Newcastle email addresses (@ncl.ac.uk), and as such we
did not want learners to be able to import additional email addresses in place of these. The second
constraint was time. Had the project been slightly longer, we would have been able to import other
elements of the CV (such as referees and professional memberships), but in the end we simply ran
out of time.

Issues Faced

The main issue faced when trying to develop in LEAP2A was that the specification was in constant
development. The fact that it is community owned and community developed is a massive bonus
for LEAP2A, and is the main reason for its success. However, the constant developments and the
ease by which these changes could be made did make it difficult to write scripts to import and
export the specification because it could be changed at any point in time. Even after a final version
was announced, more changes were discussed, and it is our opinion that a cut-off date for
developments should have been agreed at the beginning of the project, with further developments
added to future versions.

Evaluation of LEAP2A specification
In our experience, LEAP2A is probably the most user-friendly and easy to work with ePortfolio
interoperability specification available. Having worked with IMS-LIP, IMS-ePortfolio, HR-XML® and

® http://www.imsproject.org/profiles/
7 http://www.imsproject.org/ep/
® http://www.hr-xml.org
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UKLEAP, it is refreshing to use such a straightforward and simple method of transferring this kind of
information. The adoption of Atom as the basis for LEAP2A provides a workable and easy to learn
method, which works surprisingly well for transferring ePortfolio records.

However, the adoption of Atom can sometimes feel like we are using Wl & lj dzZ NB LIS3 Ay
and requires unnecessary metadata and entries to be recorded for something which in some

circumstances should be quite simple. | think that the projects that use a question and answer type
approach to some components may have found adding a separate entry for every question and

every answer to be quite tedious.

Recommendations to JISC
We have a number of recommendations that we would like JISC to consider in relation to LEAP2A.

The current documentation is not very clearly described. It is often difficult to read and can be
extremely difficult to navigate. Simon Grant has done an excellent job pulling this information
together and keeping on top of this, but in our opinion the current wiki version does not adequately
explain to potential adopters of LEAP2A what the specification is about and how to implement it in
their systems.

The use of Atom has kept the specification very simple and straightforward, and this ethos of

simplicity must be kept in place. The number of predicates must be kept to a minimum and the

notion of this being a simple Atom feed cannot be overlooked even if it means that certain aspects

2F AYGSNRLISNIroAfAGe OFyQi o0S | OKAS@OSR o0& GKS

The method chosen for versioning looks like it will be a very good way of maintaining the versions of
this standard. However, in the future versions must be maintained in a strict and controlled way.
Once a version is added to the wiki this must be locked, with only minor changes such as typos,
oversights and errors corrected. New additions to versions must be added to future and not current
or old versions. Unfortunately, this did not happen at first with the 2009-03 version, with new
changes being added almost right to the end of this project.

Ownership and governance of the standard must be addressed at some point. This was discussed
briefly during the meeting in Huddersfield, but has not yet been formally addressed. As developers
of this specification we want to see it developed further to achieve its potential. Unless a group of
people and/or organisations take over as guardians of the specification this might never happen.

(.

a LJS

{AY2Yy DN}yl KlIa R2yS +y SEOSttSyid 2206 2F YLyl 3aAy

needs to be some formalised backing for the standard in order for the specification to be more
widely recognised and adopted.

Conclusions
Newcastle University have managed to implement LEAP2A in ePET, on both export and import
levels. The full spectrum of ePET has not been included, but it is fair to say that these omissions are
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minor and will cause few problems for learners who want to transfer their ePortfolio records. These
omissions are documented, and will be included in future versions of ePET.

The LEAP2A standard works. It is a simple specification, but it provides a real and workable
mechanism for transferring ePortfolio records. The simplicity of the standard is key to its success,
and to its ability to allow data to move between very different systems. Previous standards have
been quite ambiguous and have tried to cover all bases. By utilising a simple method like Atom, we
have been able to make a one-size-fits-all specification while removing much of the ambiguity that is
associated with these larger specifications.
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Appendix 1 z Export Procedure

Exporting ePET data into LEAP2A was achieved relatively easily and relatively successfully. This
document outlines the necessary steps to achieve this export.

The first part of the procedure was to map the components of ePET to LEAP2A entry types. Then we
mapped the individual fields within these components to the LEAP2A fields. This mapping is
provided in annex 4 of this report. This initial preparation made it much easier to produce the final
export because it allowed the export to be conducted on a component-by-component basis.

To first part of the technical export involved producing the XML header and feed data. This included

obtaining some global information that could be included in cases where data was not available.

¢tKA&d AyOf dzZRSR LINR RdzOA Yy 3 ameail a default @pdatediaKdpubMmeS RE G K S
date.

Once the header was complete, each part of the ePortfolio was exported separately. The procedure
for each part was almost identical. We followed the data mapping to provide each ePortfolio entry
(omitting links). We then selected child entries for that record. If these children were unique to the
component, they would be built at that point, otherwise they were built as part of their own
component. Two way links were then added to these entries and their parent entries. And finally,
the portfolio would be trawled to find parents of each component record.

Once each ePET component had been produced, we checked to see if the learner had chosen to

export as XML or as a zip file. If it was XML it was simply displayed on screen. If it was a zip file, a

temporary zip archive was created, and the XML file was added to this along with a folder called

WdzLJ 2 RAQY (2 G6KAOK GKS fSFENYySNNRa ¥Fdzf O2YLIX SYSy

This procedure was very successful, and by componentising the procedure it meant that additional
components could be added at any time, and we could produce LEAP2A feeds for small parts of the
ePortfolio rather than for the whole record. This could be particularly useful if we wanted to provide
web services or feeds from particular components.
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Appendix 2 z Import Procedure
The Import Procedure was a lot more complicated than the exports. The procedure itself followed
several stages.

This started with the learner uploading their LEAP2A record. The first thing the system did was
check if it was an XML file or a zip. If it was a zip it extracted the XML and passed this through to the
main part of the XML processing procedure.

1. Make the XML more meaningful

XML is a standard method of transferring data, but it can be quite tricky to work with. As such, we
transferred the XML feed into a Python Dictionary that could be parsed more easily. The returned
dictionary contained several components ¢ arrays of entries, links, categories and authors, and a
separate dictionary containing details of the feed itself.

The script used a Python library called MiniDom, which effectively reads through the nodes of an
XML document, allowing you to manipulate this information into something more meaningful. A
copy of this script can be downloaded from http://www.eportfolios.ac.uk/LEAP2A.

2. Add this into a database

Once this data was in a format that could be understood more easily, it was passed to a separate
script that could add this data into a temporary database. This temporary database contains tables
for feeds, entries, spatial records, (person and organisation) data, links and categories. The script
looped through the Python object returned at step 1, writing the information found into this
temporary data store. There is a check to make sure that a student cannot upload the same data
feed more than once.

At this stage, links are checked to make sure that they are not duplicated, and only one of each pair
of links is kept. There are also checks to ensure that no entry ID is duplicated and to ensure that
when links appear, the corresponding entries actually exist.

3. The import wizard

Once the data is entered into the temporary database, the learner has the opportunity to select

gKIFEG StSYSyila GKSe ¢gAakK (G2 IFTRR Ayild2 -yp&SANI St 2 NI 7
approach. The learner follows a series of screens that replicate the components used in ePET, and

has the opportunity to select the elements of each that they wish to keep or ignore. Anything

ignored can be added as blog entries at the end of the process. The steps involved are ¢

Personal data

Learning Outcomes/competencies/skills
Files

Meetings

vk wnN e

Blog

If the learner chooses to include an item, any dependencies are also included.


http://www.eportfolios.ac.uk/leap2a
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If the learner chooses not to include a particular item, they can complete the wizard again, but this
time it will only display the components that they have not previously added.

This stageR &pproach works in ePET. It might not work for everyone, and some concerns have
been raised around the applicability of this method in cases where learners are new to a particular
system or when the import is conducted by a batch procedure. However, by putting the emphasis
on the individual, it provides a level of ownership for the learner that they might not get if a system
is fully automated. It also provides a check to stop the learner from uploading something that they
potentially might not want to include in their new ePortfolio.
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Appendix 3 Z EPICS-2 Case Study
LEAP2A as a mechanism for transferring real student data

NEWCASTLE UNIVERSITY & GATESHEAD COLLEGE

Background

During the 2007-2008 academic year, Gateshead College piloted the ePET ePortfolio system with
students studying for their Certificate in Education. This pilot was run as part of the COMPORT
Project’, with support for ePET provided by Newcastle University through EPICS-2'°. Extensive
feedback was sought from students following this pilot, and an anonymous student record was
transferred from Gateshead College to Newcastle University using the LEAP2A interoperability
standard"’.

The standard tools available within ePET were adapted to match as closely as possible to the existing
paper-based portfolio used by students studying towards their certificate of education. One of the
key functions of the paper portfolio was a learning diary. This was incorporated into the ePET
blogging tool. The LEAP2A standard is based on the Atom syndication format, which is often used to
display blog posts. As such, LEAP2A was seen as an obvious and usable solution for transferring this
part of the ePortfolio.

Established practice

Newcastle University have a history of implementing key interoperability specifications within ePET.
During the first EPICS Project, support was provided for IMS-LIP, with the facility to upload XML files
directly to ePET or to transfer data between ePET instances using an XML-RPC web service. This
functionality has been enhanced and support is available for Europass CV, Europass Language
passport and HR-XML.

Following this history of good practice in the area of ePortfolio interoperability, Newcastle University
became involved in the PIOP project (PIOP1), which developed the embryonic LEAP2A specification.
This involvement allowed Newcastle to influence LEAP2A in line with the particular workings of
ePET. After the conclusion of the original PIOP Project, Newcastle became involved in the next
round of PIOP (PIOP2), which took LEAP2A to a new level, effectively producing the first complete
iteration of the standard.

The challenge

Although no students from Gateshead College were planning on transferring to Newcastle University
following the conclusion of their Certificate in Education, we believed that it would still be an
excellent opportunity to prove the concept of LEAP2A as a mode of transport during key progression
pathways, in this case between FE and HE.

? http://comport.gateshead.ac.uk
% http://www.epics.ac.uk
" http://wiki.cetis.ac.uk/LEAP2A_specification
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At the time, LEAP2A was still in development and certain major changes were being discussed. As
such we chose to use the version from the end of PIOP1, rather than attempting to chase the
emerging and evolving version. This meant that certain elements of the ePortfolio could not be
transferred. For example, it had not been agreed how to transfer personal data, data relating to
organisations, and attached files. Due to these limitations, we also decided to transfer a limited part
of ePET ¢ the blog and learning outcomes.

Key points for effective practice

The basis of LEAP2A is Atom, and the main focus of Atom is to provide data about blogs. As such,

transferring the ePET blog was trivial. A simple mapping to a standard syndication format provided

the export, and on import the fields mapped almost exactly from Atom into ePET, meaning that in

GKS .23 y2 RIFOF gl a tz2ade ¢CKS 2yfte avlitt O2yaAh
this student. No other members were included, but because the student had published their work

to their course community, a community for that course was actually built in ePET. Although this

would not really cause an issue in practice, it may be more appropriate to categorise it as being from

previous studies and make this actual entry private, which would allow the student to choose what

community to publish it to at a later date.

The Learning Outcomes in ePET define a framework of competencies and skills which support the
curriculum of a particular course. Students can add their own competencies to this framework, and
can attach supporting evidence such as hyperlinks, reflections and blog entries. The relational
nature of LEAP2A meant that a very complex framework could be replicated in a linear fashion, and
the different types of relationship could easily demonstrate the additional evidence. We chose to
add these learning outcomes as a supplementary set rather than attempting to incorporate them
within the existing outcomes from the course that was being imported into. Again, little data was
lost. There was one issue, in that at the time LEAP2A did not support files and the student had
attached a document as evidence to some learning outcomes. This issue will be resolved in the
latest version of LEAP2A which packages the ePortfolio export as a zip file.

Conclusions and recommendations

LEAP2A worked extremely well for transferring this particular student record. We chose not to
export some parts of the ePortfolio, which were not supported at that time in LEAP2A. However,
the developments in this standard following PIOP2 will ultimately mean that the majority of these
items could be transferred. There is some doubt about the ability to transfer some CV-related
information, but the addition of personal and organisational data to the specification should keep
this data loss to a minimum but there may still be a requirement to map this part of an ePortfolio to
an additional standard.

The LEAP2A standard has many strengths. It is exceptionally good at describing the intricate
relationships between ePortfolio elements and the simplistic nature of Atom mean that it can be
adopted relatively easily. The use of Atom does limit the amount of information that can be stored
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in one record, but the relational nature means that relatively complex data structures can be
described using relationships rather than trying to cram large tracts of data into one small element.

The proof of concept data transfer in EPICS-2 was possibly attempted at too early a stage to properly
gauge the effectiveness of this standard, and the use of ePET at both sides could also have made the
transfer work more seamlessly than if another system had been used either at Gateshead or
Newcastle. However, the fact that so little data was lost demonstrates that LEAP2A is a robust and
workable ePortfolio interoperability standard and the ongoing developments in this standard can

only serve to make the specification better.

10
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Appendix 4 z Data Field Mapping

Field ref I Field name I PIOP/Atom Field Notes/Comments
CV
CV entry.rdf:type=gé
Cvi Unique Reference entry.id
CVv2 Time stamp entry.updated
Cv3 Title entry.title
CVv4 Child records (other parts of the CV) entry.link rel=has_part
CV5 * Europass/HR-XML CV entry.link rel=has_part

* A Europass or HR-XML CV file will be attached to the CV record as a file, with a relevant category
so that we know what to do with that file.

CV - Personal Details entry.rdf:type=4é
PD1 Unique Reference entry.id
PD2 Time stamp entry.updated
PD3 Address Line 1 persondata It might be possible to
PD4 Address Line 2 persondata use vCard to cover a
PD5 Town/City persondata lot of this sort of stuff
PD6 County persondata
PD7 Postcode postcode
PD8 Country country
PD9 Phone persondata
PD10 Mobile persondata
PD11 Email persondata
PD12 Image entry.link rel=presented_by
It's not necessary to
show parent and child
CVv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of records, but it is useful
CV - Personal Statement entry.rdf:type=gé
PS1 Unique Reference entry.id
PS2 Time stamp entry.updated
PS3 Statement entry.content
CVv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of
CV - Qualifications entry.rdf:type=gé
QU1 Unigue Reference entry.id
QU2 Time stamp entry.updated
QU3 Qualification entry.title
QU4 Level
QU5 Grade
Link to another atom
entry representing the
QU6 Organisation organization organisation
Qu7 Start Date leap:date leap:point="start" The syntax of these
dates might be
Qus End Date leap:date leap:point="end" different to this!
Cv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of
CV - Work Experience entry. rdf:type=4d
WE1 Unique Reference entry.id
WE2 Time stamp entry.updated
Link to another atom
entry representing the
WE3 QOrganisation organization organisation
WE4 Title entry.title
WES5 Details entry.content
WE6 Start Date leap:date leap:point="start"
WE7 End Date leap:date leap:point="end"
Cv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of
CV - Skills entry.rdf:type=4
SK1 Unique Reference entry.id

11
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SK2 Time stamp entry.updated

SK3 Skill Type entry.title

SK4 Description entry.content

CVv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of

CV - Publications entry.rdf:type=4

PU1 Unique Reference entry.id

PU2 Time stamp entry.updated

PU3 Title entry.title

PU4 Reference
Multiple authors can
be represented/

PUS Authors author.name person record?
Simon suggested
using an
atomOutOfLineContent

PU6 Link entry.link rel=self construct instead
Category vocab needs

PU7 Type entry.category agreement
The date it was

PU8 Year entry.published??? published

CVv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of

CV - Courses entry.rdf:type=4é

Co1 Unique Reference entry.id

CO2 Time stamp entry.updated

Co3 Title entry.title
The intitution could be
represented as an
author of the course
(or maybe a separate

CO4 Vendor author entry)

CO5 Venue dc:spacial

Co6 Start Date leap:date leap:point="start" The syntax of these
dates might be

co7 End Date leap:date leap:point="end" different to this!

Cco8 Details entry.content

CVv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of
Awards are things like
grants, formal

CV - Awards entry.rdf: type=¢ recognition, etc

AW1 Unique Reference entry.id

AW2 Time stamp entry.updated

AW3 Title entry.title
The awarding body as
the author (or maybe
linked as a separate

AW4 Body author entry)

Simon suggested
using entry.content for
the body, amount and

AW5 Amount author combined)

The author of the
award (maybe linked

AW6 Authors author as a separate entry)
The syntax of these
dates might be

AW7 Start Date leap:date leap:point="start" different to this!
Category vocab needs

AWS8 Type entry.category agreement

CVv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of

CV - Presentations

entry.rdf:type=4d

PR1 Unique Reference entry.id

PR2 Time stamp entry.updated

PR3 Date entry.published

PR4 Venue dc:spatial

PR5 Title entry.title

PR6 Details entry.content

CVv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of

CV - Memberships

entry. rdf:type=4

12
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ME1 Unigue Reference entry.id
ME2 Time stamp entry.updated
ME3 QOrganisation Organization
ME4 Class
ME5 Start Date leap:date leap:point="start" The syntax of these
dates might be
ME6 End Date leap:date leap:point="end" different to this!
ME7 Membership ID
MES8 Position
CVv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of
CV - Languages entry.rdf:type=gé
LA1 Unique Reference entry.id
LA2 Time stamp entry.updated
LA3 Type entry.category
LA4 Name entry.title
LA5 Listening entry.category The category vocab
LA6 Reading entry.category needs agreeing, but if
LA7 Spoken Interaction entry.category we had these set to be
- the same as Europass
LA8 Spoken Production entry.category it would cover all our
needs (and would help
later adopters of the
LA9 Writing entry.category spec)
a Europass language
passport file could be
linked through
entry.link (not
necessary, but it's
something I'm thinking
of adding to the ePET
LA10 Europass Language Passport file entry.link rel=is_part_of export)
Cv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of
CV - References entry.rdf:type=4é
RE1 Unique Reference entry.id
RE2 Time stamp entry.updated
RE3 Name entry.title/entry.author.name
RE4 Position It might be possible to
RE5 Address Line 1 persondata use vCard to cover a
RE6 Address Line 2 persondata lot of this sort of stuff
RE7 Town/City persondata
RE8 County persondata
RE9 Postcode postcode
RE10 Country country
RE11 Phone persondata
RE12 Email persondata
CVv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of
CV - Hobbies entry.rdf:type=g¢
HO1 Unique Reference entry.id
HO2 Time stamp entry.updated
HO3 Title entry.title
HO4 Description entry.content
Cv4 Parent CV record entry.link rel=is_part_of
Learning Outcomes
Outcome Set entry.rdf:type=
LOs1 Unique Reference entry.id
LOs2 Time stamp entry.updated
LOs3 Title entry.title
LOs4 Learning Outcomes entry.link rel=has_part
Learning Outcomes entry.rdf:type=
LO1 Unique Reference entry.id
LO2 Time stamp entry.updated
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LO3 Title entry.title
LO4 Description entry.content
LO5 Parent Outcome entry.link rel=is_part_of
LO6 Portfolio record entry.link rel=is_evidence_of
LO8 Outcome Owner entry.author
LO9 Outcome Course Code N/A
LOs4 Outcome Set entry.link rel=presents
LO10 Child Outcomes entry.link rel=supported_by
LO11 Child Evidence entry.link rel=has_evidence

Reflections entry.rdf:type=4
LOrl Unigue Reference entry.id
LOr2 Time stamp entry.updated
LO7 Reflection entry.content
LO11 Parent Outcome entry.link rel=is_evidence_of

Action Plan

Action Plan Folder entry.rdf :type=g¢
API1 Unique Reference entry.id
API2 Time stamp entry.updated
API3 Title entry.title
API4 Child actions entry.link rel=hasPart
API5 Portfolio record entry.link rel=supports

Individual Actions entry.rdf:type=4é
AP1 Unique Reference entry.id
AP2 Time stamp entry.updated
AP3 Title entry.title
AP4 Description entry.content
AP5 Due Date leap:date leap:point="target"
AP6 Priority entry.category PIOP or ePET defined
AP7 Status leap:status
API4 Parent Action Plan entry.link rel=isPartOf

Blog

Community entry.rdf:type=g¢
COMM1 Unique Reference entry.id
COMM2 Time stamp entry.updated
COMM3 Title entry.title
COMM4 Text entry.content
COMM5 Child entries entry.link rel=has_part

Blog entry. rdf:type=4d
BL1 Unique Reference entry.id
BL2 Time stamp entry.updated
BL3 Title entry.title
BL4 Text entry.content

date this blog entry

BL5 Date entry.published was published
BL6 Category(s) entry.category (free text)
COMMS5 Parent Community entry.link rel=is_part_of
BL8 Child Comments entry.link rel=replies
BL9 Child Records entry.link rel=has_evidence
LO11 Parent Outcome entry.link rel=is_evidence_of
BL11 Parent portfolio record entry.link rel=is_evidence_of

Comments entry.rdf:type=4d
com1 Unique Reference entry.id
COM2 Time stamp entry.updated
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CcomM3 Text entry.content
COoM4 Date entry.published
BL8 Parent Blog Entry entry.link rel=in_reply_to or thr:in-reply-to
Meeting Records
Meeting entry.rdf:type=4é
ME1 Unique Reference entry.id
ME2 Time stamp entry.updated
ME3a Start Date leap:date leap:point="start" The syntax of these
dates might be
ME3b End Date leap:date leap:point="end" different to this!
ME4 Venue dc:spatial
MES Attendees entry.link rel=attended_by
ME6 Objectives entry.link rel=has_agenda
ME7 Qutcomes entry.link rel=has_outcome
ME8 Description entry.content
ME9 Title entry.title
ME10 Child Records entry.link rel=is_supported_by
Objectives entry.rdf:type=4é
OBJ1 Unique Reference entry.id
0OBJ2 Time stamp entry.updated
OBJ3 Title entry.title
OBJ4 Description entry.content
MEG6 Parent Meeting entry.link rel=is_agenda_of
Outcomes entry.rdf:type=4é
ouT1 Unique Reference entry.id
ouT2 Time stamp entry.updated
ouT3 Title entry.title
ouT4 Description entry.content
ME7 Parent Meeting entry.link rel=is_outcome_of
Attendees entry.rdf:type=4é
ATT1 Unique Reference entry.id
ATT2 Time stamp entry.updated
ATT3 Name entry.title/entry.author.name Could also use vCard
ATT4 Description entry.content
ATT5S Email entry.author.email
might not be
necessary - implied by
ME8 Parent Meeting entry.link rel=attended parent
File Store
Folder (contains individual
files) entry.rdf:type=4d
FO1 Unique Reference entry.id
FO2 Time stamp entry.updated
FO3 Title entry.title
FO4 Child Files entry.link rel=hasPart
Hierarchical folder
FO1 Parent Folder entry.link rel=is_evidence_of structure
; ; — 4 Afile can be
As_souated Files en t ry.rdf :type=4d associated with
AF1 Unique Reference entry.id another ePortfolio
AF2 Time stamp entry.updated entry BUT it will always
AF3 File name entry.link href= be uploaded into a
AF4 Original name entry.title folder, which provides
- - a second way of
AF5 Mimetype entry.link type=
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AF6 Date uploaded entry.created
AF7 Resource Type entry.category
FO1 Folder entry.link rel=isPartOf

AF10 (CVv4, ME8
etc)

Parent Portfolio Entry

entry.link rel=is_evidence_of

finding the file. If we
treat a folder as being
a separate 'selection’
of the files, it will allow
this to be read by
ePET and other
systems
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