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1. Introduction

1.1 Purpose of consultation

The Academy is currently using two overlapping resource type vocabularies: the RDN/LTSN Resource Types Vocabulary, created for the RDN/LTSN Interoperability Project, and an ‘Academy list’ of resource types. The proposed new vocabulary (HEART) will combine the two to create a single list tailored to the Academy’s current needs.

1.2 Method

A draft vocabulary, with a partial hierarchy, was posted on the Higher Education Academy’s EvidenceNet site on 9 June 2009. Comments and suggestions were collected via the EvidenceNet site and also by inviting participants in the review to email Jane Read directly. A number of additional terms were gathered during June, July and August 2009. The information-gathering phase of the project closed on 4 September 2009.
1.3 Final phase of project

This document is a discussion paper for consideration at the meeting on 21 September 2009 at Academy York, after which the new Resource Type vocabulary will be finalised. If you are unable to attend the meeting but wish to comment, please inform your Subject Centre representative of the points you wish to raise; if your Subject Centre is unable to send a representative, please email your comments to Jane Read at readindexing@yahoo.co.uk 

2. HEART hierarchy

2.1 Purpose
Arranging terms hierarchically helps to clarify their relationships. HEART has more top-level terms than HEAV because there is considerable overlap between some terms – for example, a ‘Guide’ may be a printed document or an electronic one. In cases where terms have some overlap with each other but do not stand in a clear hierarchical relationship, they have been made related terms – thus, ‘Guide’ is a top-level term rather than being subordinate to ‘Book’.
2.2 Questions about the hierarchical arrangement of specific terms and groups of terms
Controlled Vocabulary / Classification Scheme / Taxonomy

Is it acceptable to have ‘Classification Scheme’ as a subordinate term for ‘Controlled Vocabulary’? It has been placed in this hierarchical relationship on the grounds that a classification scheme is a particular type of controlled vocabulary that uses some kind of code (letters or numbers) to signify specific subjects, but could be made a top-level term instead if it is not considered to be a type of controlled vocabulary.
Literature Review / Research Synthesis

Is it appropriate to have ‘Research Synthesis’ subordinate to ‘Literature Review’ or should it be a top-level term? Is a research synthesis the same as a meta-analysis (if not, should meta-analysis be considered as an additional term?)

Repository / Observatory

Is the difference between these terms clear? Should ‘Observatory’ be subordinate to ‘Repository’, subordinate to something else (e.g. ‘Website’) or should it be a top-level term?
Software / Model / Simulation

Should ‘Model/Simulation’ be subordinate to ‘Software’?

3. Questions about specific terms

3.1 General question
Are the differences between terms clear, or should definitions be written for all of them?
 Note that metadata is not always created by subject specialists; also that understanding of how a term is used may vary between subject disciplines.

3.2 Potential synonyms

Many of the former RDN/LTSN terms are several different words joined by a slash, for example Lecture/Presentation.
· Recommendation: Synonymous terms should be identified and a single term chosen as the preferred one for each concept.
Course / Programme

Module / Unit

This group of four words forms a single term (Course/Module/Unit/Programme) in the RDN/LTSN Resource Types vocabulary. It has been split in two on the grounds that modules and units are generally understood to be part of a course, and that these terms should therefore be subordinate to ‘Course / Programme’. If the remaining pairs are exact synonyms, it is recommended that one should be chosen as the preferred term. If they are not, they should be separated and another hierarchical arrangement should be introduced. Possibilities include, but are not limited to:
Programme


Course



Unit (or Module)

Course (or Programme)


Module



Unit

Programme


Course



Module




Unit

Curriculum / Syllabus

These are not synonyms, but in practice the resources that are described with this resource type are likely to be both. Should we:
· Include both terms in HEART, and use both where necessary?

· Keep the term as it is?

· Choose one term and have the other as a non-preferred term?

If both should be included, should they be in a hierarchical relationship to each other (if so, which is the narrower term) or should both be top-level terms?

Journal Article / Peer Reviewed Article

‘Journal Article’ is currently used as an Academy Resource Type to describe articles from peer reviewed journals. ‘Peer Reviewed Article’ is suggested as an alternative, to make the distinction between this term and ‘Article’ (which is used to describe articles in journals that are not peer reviewed) clearer.

Lecture / Presentation

Lecture Notes / Presentation Notes

These were treated as synonyms in the RDN/LTSN Resource Type list, but they are not exact synonyms although the difference between them is difficult to define exactly (‘lecture’ carries connotations of a pedagogical situation and a power imbalance between speaker and audience, whereas ‘presentation’ does not).

· Recommendation: Keep all four terms separate: the distinction between lectures and presentations is an important one and the Academy’s resources include all four types.

Project Outline/Project Plan

Development Project Outline/Development Project Plan
Is an outline the same thing as a plan? If so, do we really need all four terms? Or is it a narrower term – a particular type of plan?
Report (Development Project)

Report (Research)

These terms are required for the Research Observatory (EvidenceNet) but might be easier for the user to understand if they were in natural word order, i.e. ‘Development Project Report’ and ‘Research Report’. There is no need to have the word ‘Report’ at the beginning of the term to make them display in the required list position; the introduction of a hierarchy means that they can be shown as narrower terms for Report regardless of where they would file in an alphabetical list.

Model / Simulation
These were treated as synonyms in the RDN/LTSN Resource Type list. Is this correct? If so, which should be the preferred term? If they are not synonyms, which should be the broader term?
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Appendix: Proposed terms and hierarchy for HEART
Abstract

Activity


Exercise


Fieldwork

Assessment Item


Evaluation Form


Examination


Test

Audio Visual Material

CD


DVD

Bibliography


Reading List

Briefing

Book


Book Section



Chapter


e-Book


Textbook


Thesis

Case Study

Controlled Vocabulary

Classification Scheme 

Taxonomy

Course/Programme 

Unit/Module 
Curriculum/Syllabus 
Database


Online Database


Question Bank

Demonstration

Glossary

Guide


Educator Guide


Study Guide

Image


Map

Journal


Article

Journal Article/Peer Reviewed Article 
Lecture 

Literature Review


Research Synthesis 

Notes


Activity Notes



Exercise Notes



Fieldwork Notes

Course Notes


Lecture Notes 


Meeting Notes


Presentation Notes 

Paper


Conference Paper


Working Paper

Plan


Lesson Plan


Project Outline/Project Plan



Development Project Outline/Development Project Plan

Policy


Educational Policy

Presentation 

Publication/Academy Publication

Report


Conference Report


Educational Report


Project Report


Report (Development Project)/Development Project Report

Report (Research)/Research Report
Repository

Observatory 
Resource Pack

Review

Software


Model/Simulation


Tool



Audit Tool

Survey


Questionnaire

Website


Discussion Forum


Wiki
� Definitions already exist for the RDN-LTSN Resource Types
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