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	At the CETIS Pedagogy Forum Launch event (14 April 2003, Manchester) there was some reference to a new specification brought out by IMS called ‘Learning Design’. (For more information see http://www.imsglobal.org/learningdesign  )

Related to these discussions were requirements for ‘tools’ and some mentioned ‘LAMS’ (Learning Activity Management System) and COLIS (Collaborative Online Learning & Information Services.)  - this is not a ‘tool’ but the acronym came up and Feedback gathered from the evaluation forms asked for more information about both these; future events will hopefully provide this, but in the meantime you may find the following information helpful – its extracted from minutes of the Educational Content (EC) Special Interest Group. The full minutes can be accessed at http://www.cetis.ac.uk/groups/20010809144711/FR20030331190714
The website for the group is http://www.cetis.ac.uk/educational-content/ 
Comments or questions? Please get in touch with 
Lisa Corley, Pedagogy Forum Coordinator l.corley@bolton.ac.uk  
Sarah Currier, CETIS EC SIG Coordinator sarah.currier@strath.ac.uk
Or Wilbert Kraan, CETIS Web Journalist  w.g.kraan@bangor.ac.uk
Taken from:

Minutes of the sixth meeting of the CETIS EC SIG
University of London Library

Tuesday 25th February 2003

Implementation Demos

COLIS Demonstration - Presentation with demo by James Dalziel of Macquarie University, Australia, WebMCQ, IMS Australia and COLIS: james@webmcq.com. See the COLIS website for various materials on the COLIS Demonstrator: http://www.colis.mq.edu.au/whats.htm. There is an earlier version of James’ PowerPoint presentation there, at: http://www.colis.mq.edu.au/projects/demo/docs/dalziel_2.ppt.

·    COLIS: Collaborative Online Learning & Information Services. Aims to be a test-bed for IMS and other specs and standards, integrating content management, learning management, digital rights management, library e-collections and e-services, and directory services, in a standards-based way. No one vendor was central. One of the first IMS DRI implementations, however COLIS went far beyond the IMS DRI core, and covers quite a bit of the schema.

· There were a number of university, vendor and other partners. However, no one partner was able to do the integration part of the equation. Tools contributed by partners are still closed but the interfaces and integration, and the findings of the project, are all open- may be a good model for public/private partnership.

· The demonstrator was achieved for under £200,000.

· COLIS focused on: single sign-on, and on using ODRL (Open Digital Rights Language) for digital rights management. Both teachers and learners can do federated searches across heterogeneous resources such as library catalogues, LO repositories and full text databases.

· Demo’d logging in as LO author. The content repository allows for incomplete objects. Metadata (IEEE LOM) and ODRL added using Web form.

· Demo’d logging in as teacher. Showed free-text keyword search for a LO. Returned metadata and digital rights overview of object. Once teachers gets the object, more data is available, including usage data.

· Demo’d logging in as student. Digital rights part powerful enough to know whether or not you are allowed to see a LO in a particular course (i.e. you can in one course, maybe not the other).

· Search tool is an intermediary that does federated searches. Basic search is title, but there is an advanced view that does specific LOM fields.

· Single sign-on model: Reverse proxy- a system that acts on your behalf, and interacts for you with all final apps.

· Digital rights management allows you to prove to a rights-holder that rights have been adhered to.

· COLIS developed a global use case (see slides and paper on COLIS site); filled gap in IMS where they do small use cases.

· James presented the COLIS definition of a LO, with their four-tiered architecture of LOs (see slides and paper): assets (media files); LOs; learning activities; with one new layer below assets: abstract content, e.g. the XML that you render into digital assets (this layer essentially to catch ACCLIP and active content issues).

Questions:

Q (Eddie Clarke): What about downloading?

A (James Dalziel): A bit of a fudge; done on shared drive. Downloading a problem, as you could download a LO and then edit the manifest to get the licensing stuff out.

Q (?): What about integration with other single sign on systems?

A (James Dalziel): There is a project about that later this year.

Q (Scott Wilson): You mention active content, what about actively acquired content?

A (James Dalziel): Not looked at yet, you can see in IMS that that's one of the ways in which it is going.

·    Conclusion: Issues for further development: Access/Identity/Single sign-on needs a lot of work; low level content standards: not defined in anything other than EML DocBook.
·    One major thing gained from COLIS: educators can now be very specific about what exactly they want: which specs, which content, which application profiles. Before it was just vague stuff that vendors didn't properly understand.
The next item on the agenda was a breakout session for different interest groups within the SIG; however, the meeting decided to take up the opportunity presented by having James Dalziel there and willing to present on WebMCQ’s new EML/IMS Learning Design inspired system instead.

IMS Learning Design Implementation: LAMS – Lorna M. Campbell (lmc@strath.ac.uk) briefly introduced IMS Learning Design and James Dalziel (james@webmcq.com) gave a presentation and demo on LAMS, a new WebMCQ product which he had recently demo’d for the first time at the Valkenburg Group meeting. Brief summary as PowerPoint slides available at: http://www.cetis.ac.uk/groups/20010809144711/FR20030326114555.

·     LAMS = Learning Activity Management System. “Inspired” by EML and IMS learning Design. Goal: to make an intuitive tool for teachers designing online lessons.

·     For more background info on IMS Learning Design and EML, see EC SIG website under Links and Files; overview slides by Peter Sloep of OUNL, from Stafford EC SIG Meeting at:

       http://www.cetis.ac.uk/groups/20010809144711/FR20021106120327.

·     For a report on wider developments within IMS Learning Design and EML, see Wilbert Kraan’s article on the recent Valkenburg Group meeting at: http://www.cetis.ac.uk/content/20030304171743.

·     One way to think of LAMS/EML/IMS LD is “Who, What and How”. You can store the design in a repository, but that's not what LAMS is focused on. Used “What is Greatness” use case as the driver; for 12 to 15 year olds, but more widely useable.

·     LAMS Demo: Represented the same use case as a boxes and connectors diagram. Requires setting up a group to run the design. Has a journal part; has private and public parts. The most powerful aspect is the group manager; which does all the marshalling. In future, there will be a teacher and student controlled group management. Role implementation: e.g. scribe in the chat activity- only one student gets that role. Feedback by chat and by agree button. Then the result gets sent back to the whole class. Supports uploading of material, sent to teacher by email. Then the thing gets marked, with the usual marking tools. Authoring: explicit support for keeping the design, swapping the content; just click on the boxes, then swap out the strings and the files. On saving: you can save it to a private account or a public one. On public one, you can restrict whether the design can be changed or re-used elsewhere. The real value of a repository here would be to just store the design and populate it with assets there. Also supports much less linear designs by using boxes that give a choice.

Questions & discussion


Comment (Amber Thomas):  Looks to me like lesson planning


Response (James Dalziel): That's a good way to look at it. 

Q (?):
When can I get it?

A (James Dalziel): Another six months feedback. V.1 in October.

Q (?):
What happened to the complexity?

A (James Dalziel):
We hide it. The explicit purpose of the project was to create a tool that would be easy to use for the average teacher, so much of the complexity of Learning Design had to be hidden behind a simple user interface. Engine is in Java, data representation in XML.

Q (?): What about getting a design out of this tool, seems complex?

A (James Dalziel): Two answers: one is to get it linked in- in theory this could be done from WebCT in COLIS (or any other VLE). The other answer is that it is very hard to implement. You have to build the individual services from scratch.

Q (Phil Beauvoir):
How much development did it take?

A (James Dalziel): Couldn't say. Let's say it is not a one man job!

Q (Lorna Campbell): Will you do the Versailles use case? (See: http://www.ltscotland.com/services/elearning.asp?subid=62&parentid=55 for a summary of the Versailles lesson on Learning & Teaching Scotland’s website).

A (James Dalziel): Yes, that's on the list for our next phase of development.

Comment (Eddie Clarke): I was talking to Granada- about whole courses and SCORM. They seem to want to get the whole services thing into SCORM, I said: that's LD.

Response (James Dalziel): From a WebMCQ company perspective, we'll pitch this as an authoring tool, an addition to an existing VLE, rather than a replacement. May evolve later.

Q (Lorna Campbell): Would you be willing to share implementation experiences with academic implementers?

A (James Dalziel): Only through Valkenburg Group and our project partners at this stage.
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