Review, Comments and Suggestions for DITA Learning Specification Changes

To:
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RE:
Review, Comments and Suggestions for DITA Learning Spec Changes

The comments below were developed while installing the learning models into S1000D. I would be happy to share the result of the S1000D work, and the other learning support going into S1000D. Here goes…

1. Use the word “GROUP” in container element names that wrap lists and options. This will align with three renamed elements in S1000D. 

	DITA Element Name
	S1000D Element Name

	lcObjectivesList
	lcObjectiveGroup 

	lcQuestionOptions
	lcQuestionOptionGroup

	lcSequenceOptions
	lcSequenceOptionGroup


2. Provide nested labeling for each section, para, table, graphic, etc in each chapter for enhanced referencing and navigation. 

3. <lcAudience>, <lcResources> and <lcDuration> are first mentioned in the <learningOverviewbody> content model on page 100. They are not defined until the <learningBasebody> on page 111. Insert a reference, such as “See blah blah for a definition.”
4. <learningBase> is referenced as a topic type on page 109. It is actually an architectural aspect of the schema environment and does not deliver content. Redesignate all such schemas as something other than a “topic”. Insert references from elements first mentioned outside learningBase sections to a specific location inside the learningBase. 
a. Reading learningBase feels choppy. <interaction>, <lcIntro>, <<lcNextSteps> and <lcOjectives are defined in that order from page 166-119. This does not flow. It zigzags. Why are these elements subject to the learningBase?  
5. What are the <learningOverviewInfoTypes>, <learningContentInfoTypes>?
6. Should <intro>, <duration> and <objectives> be duplicated in the overview and in the content sections?
7. In the <learningContentbody> content model, <lcChallenge> precedes <lcInstruction>. “challenge” is defined as a “practice” that would follow “instruction”. Put <lcInstruction> before <lcChallenge>. 
a. <lcChallenge> is defined as a “practice” to enable understanding of the instruction. Consider changing the element name “challenge” to a more “instructional” term, such as “practice” or “activity”.
8. <lcInstruction> and <lcChallenge> are defined as “0 or 1”. Consider defining as “0 or many”. Instructor could have more than one instructional strategy and activity to meet the learning objectives.
9. Why are <task>, <concept> and <reference> defined outside <learningContentBody> on page 101? Should those elements be inside?
10. <lcObjectives> is duplicated in the overview and the content bodies. Is this intentional? 
11. The definition of <lcNextSteps> in the summary topic is “to reinforce knowledge learned.” “Next Steps” seems to imply how knowledge learned in current lesson applies to future lessons. It’s a bit confusing.
12. Should there be a </SingleSelect> close tag on markup example on page 108?
13. <lcCorrectResponse> is defined as an EMPTY element on page 145. However, several markup examples show it’s a container element. See pg. 108, 109, 116. Have not checked every example.
14. Learning assessment topic type mark up examples on pages 107, 108 and 109 are not helpful The markup contains elements yet to be defined. Recommend removing markup examples and making references to interaction sections.
15. Interactions seem to be at the heart of the learning assessment topic type. However, the assessment topic type section does not discuss any assessments or interactions. Discussions are held in chapter 5 (with no link or reference from chapter 2 to chapter 5). Why are interactions considered as a domain reserved for its own chapter? Why are interactions not discussed in the assessment section?
16. Standardize the interaction definitions in chapter 5. Some definitions start with “The”, some start with “An” and some start with “Use the”. This really applies to all definitions.
17. The element name “QuestionOption” is confusing because it wraps “Answer Options”. “Question Option” implies a selection of questions to choose from. We are actually presenting a selection of possible “Answers” to choose from. Rename to  “lcAnswerOptions”? (lcAnswerOptionGroup). And, <lcOptionContent> to <lcAnswerContent>?
18. If <lcAsset> contains graphics, figs, etc, why not use the regular <fig> element? <lcAsset> could be confused with a “SCORM Asset.”
19. Why is <lcCorrectResponse> optional? If it is meant to always indicate the correct answer, should it be required?
20. Why is there a body wrapper element within each topic? To have symmetry in the topic model, there ought to be a header wrapper element to include the title and shortdesc.  In S1000D implementation, all body wrappers have been removed. 

21. Page 7: in the members list, change Wayne Gafford’s affiliation to “Advanced Distributed Learning (ADL), US DoD”.
22. Page 9: remove the question marks from the statements in the bulleted list. They are not questions. They are lists of challenges.

23. Page 9: under “Problem”, rephrase the paragraph. Use of the word “we” to start the sentence is too personal and subjective. 

24. Page 9: under “Objectives of the…” title, insert a disclaimer. The learning content models in the specification do not ensure quality learning content. Quality learning content is achieved through instructional design resulting from in-depth learning needs analysis. The spec provides an architecture that integrates, assembles and delivers learning content. 
25. Page 8 is blank.
26. Chapter 8 reads more like a complete white paper on the benefits of structured content than samples of structured learning content. On the first pass, one is not sure when one sample ends and another sample begins. Suggest labeling as “Example 1”, “Example 2”. Would also suggest diversifying the content examples to demonstrate topic type flexibility. 

In the examples, the relationship between the topic types and the content they structure could be more pronounced. The samples could benefit from being treated as “markup examples”. Could the samples be better served using a “tags on/tags off” button?
Again, emphasize at the beginning of the samples that XML-based learning structures to not ensure quality instructional content. It is important to promote the importance of instructional design, learning content planning and assessment development as a profession.
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