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Dave Price introduction:

Low hanging fruit or ALL EAD?  Not being surfaced at all currently – how to do this?

How to link to physical objects (e.g. floppy disks) and digital objects.

Providing links / access to content is critical in the finding aid.

Many ‘near-identical’ entries: how are these best handled?

User interface – what are the user stories re ‘finding aid’.

Navigation is vital for archives - can this be achieved in the linked data world?

Or do we ‘just make it available’ and let others mesh it.

There are authorities in archives which would be valuable to surface.

Europeana

Changing data model from flat to RDF or RDF-like. 

They are developing tools which may become available in the public domain (Free University of Amsterdam)

CLIR

CW spoke of their “Cataloguing hidden collections” programme which is cataloguing 26 collections and making the records available.
JISC Programme

DF mentioned that he would be able to announce the successful bids in the recent call very soon – at least one in this area.

BL

RM mentioned the archives and manuscripts project which is bring > 40 catalogues together in one system, based on the ISAD(G) standard. Large number of high-quality authority records.

Action
Need a 2 day workshop of EAD subject experts and LD experts to took at data and devise an RDF data model.

Possible collections: Oxford (DP) and LoC (RS). LoC is developing an XML database which will be in beta in September.

EAD is the priority but consideration will be given to the Text Encoding Initiative (TEI) asap.  Note that Oxford uses TEI within EAD.

Agreed that DP and DF to lead the work on this. Details of the action plan to be sent to participants of this session for information.
Session 2
Lead: Mike Keller, Stanford

Notes: Adam Farquhar, BL

Present: Magdy Ishak; Noha Adly; Rachal Frick; Paul Doorenbosch; Akihiko Takano; John Butler; Richard Wallis; Stephen Hearn; Beth Sandore; 

We started with a discussion of areas for applying RDF technology including digitisation results, EAD, interlinking resources.

The challenge of EAD structure was explored.  The archiving community shoehorned their rich metadata into Dublin Core, and did not find the results very satisfactory.  While RDF does not suffer from the problem of expressiveness, there is a need to decide the appropriate granularity for descriptions and identify best practices.  There was concern that a simple automated approach could produce many thousands of ‘useless triples’ from a single EAD.

The emphasis in the discussion was initially on creating triples.  We raised the issue of reuse.  For example, how does one find an appropriate URI for “Monterey” and reuse it.  Common practice is to identify a small number of related entity sets, such as dbpedia, and focus reuse on these. Events provide a promising way to interlink entities.

We discussed the value of converting EAD that are not backed by digital material.  Several participants argued that this was of limited value and would lead to frustrated users.

Actions: 

1. Mike Keller will initiate a student project to expose some EAD records as RDF. 

2. The 60th anniversary of the US Civil War provides an opportunity to showcase EAD and other related material.  RDF provides a good mechanism for aggregation.  There are opportunities for funded projects in this area. 

3. Newspaper collections could be interlinked through events.  There are good opportunities for funded projects in this area.

