Comments on ADRI Digital Record Export Standard
On behalf of researchers involved in the Clever Recordkeeping Metadata Project, Caulfield School of Information Technology, Monash University.
We welcome the development of the ADRI Digital Record Export Standard to aid in the export of records from recordkeeping systems and hence their movement through time and space. We offer the following comments:-

Referencing the ADRI Framework
The proposed standard is one of many components required to support digital recordkeeping. In section 1.2 mention is made of the ADRI Framework in which this standard has been designed to operate. As interpretation of the standard relies on understanding where it fits within this framework we would suggest, as a minimum, a direct reference to the location of the Framework document be included. A corollary to this would require ADRI to have a policy regarding the persistent identification of their resources so that they are easily citable and locatable and that their referencing can persist through time.
However to also improve the ability to understand the ADRI framework and where the Digital Record Export Standard fits, we would suggest the inclusion of more detail about the framework within this standard. Incorporating a diagram or some kind of road map of the ADRI framework within the articulation of any component would provide a mechanism for consistently, clearly and concisely representing their points of connection and be an aid in their interpretation.
Recordkeeping metadata
The difficult task for this and other such standards relating to records is to convey the symbiotic association between records and their recordkeeping metadata. A record consists of recorded information and metadata relating to content, structure and contexts of creation, management and use, with varying degrees of coexistence. The ADRI Digital Record Export Standard is a layer of technical recordkeeping metadata to ensure its authenticity and integrity when transferred between systems. So as stated within the standard in section 3.3.2 the ADRI SIP incorporates recordkeeping metadata as well as being part of that recordkeeping metadata.

So distinguishing between other layers of recordkeeping metadata and the ADRI SIP metadata requirements is important. To that end we would like to see included:-
· In the overview section a clearer specification that this standard relates to metadata for export purposes, rather than the whole of the recordkeeping metadata requirements;
· in the background section 1.3 a statement about an electronic record encompassing recordkeeping metadata relating to content, context and structure that establishes its authenticity, integrity and reliability; and

· in the out of scope section 1.5 a statement about these other layers of recordkeeping metadata with reference to the standard development activities that are seeking to articulate these.

We would also suggest making a correlation between the parts of the ADRI SIP in section 3.2 and the metadata categories in section 3.3.

In addition, reference to the ISO 23081 Part 1 and 2 would be desirable to ensure that the larger framework issues are clear to the intended audience.  Indeed, the ADRI specification could easily be expressed in terms that were consistent with the ISO 23081 framework for metadata, for the SIP itself is a record, and its expression appears to be quite compatible to creating this linkage between frameworks.  One of the key concerns in dealing in the realm of recordkeeping metadata, generally professionally not well understood by our community, is to ensure that the frameworks are clearly aligned, minimising the opportunities for misunderstanding.
Terminology

The draft would be enhanced by a reading for consistency of language.  The use of both record and file in the overview statement indicates some presumptions about aggregation that are not pursued elsewhere in the document.  A reference to ‘record’ would suffice here.
Within the standards development framework a considerable amount of attention has been paid to trying to be consistent in expressing the difference between a recordkeeping system (an overarching structure encompassing myriad individual systems – both business and records specific – people, and resources), records systems (those applications which make and/or manage records).  The records system level has also been broken down into two: business systems that have a records creation and/or management component, and records application software which is dedicated to managing records.  It would be helpful were the ADRI draft statement to maintain these distinctions rather than using the confusing ‘recordkeeping system’ terminology to reference a number of these things in different places.

Presumptions about the architecture

Section 1.3 identifies three transfer situations where the Export protocol is of importance.  The third of these identifies export to a third party archive for preservation purposes.  While understanding that the custodial paradigm is suited to most ADRI institutions’ current frameworks, a slight re-wording of this section to include transfer to any preservation environment, whether third party or not, would provide greater flexibility in deployment of the Standard.

OAIS Model
As with the ADRI Framework document, the ADRI Digital Record Export Standard is also dependent on understandings of the OAIS Reference Model. Again it would be good to see a more complete reference to this document included, preferably to where it is freely available on the Web rather than having to be purchased through ISO. Again it might also be useful to include key diagrams from the model to illustrate the OAIS framework and the model of an Information Package.
Diagrams and models

A challenge for all recordkeeping standardisation activities is to articulate standards in ways that will facilitate their uptake. As outlined in section 1.6 a key audience for the ADRI Digital Record Export Standard is those involved in the development of software to support the transfer of records between recordkeeping systems. The inclusion of appropriate diagrams and models may be a way of aiding the interpretation and use of this standard by these kinds of users. 
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