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Recap from last year 
> Potential Strategies for Preserving Complex DH Projects 

> Preservation and Data Management Planning 
> Documentation 
> Preservation Profile 
> Evaluate project components 
> Ongoing preservation throughout project life cycle 
> Web Archiving 



A Case Study - Redlining Virginia 
Redlining VA: “explores the actions of 
Home Owners' Loan Corporation 
(HOLC) in Virginia and its impact on 
Virginia cities.” [bottom right]

> Parent Project Mapping Inequality
> Physical Exhibit at VT Libraries 

[example top right]
> Faculty Researcher: Professor 

LaDale Winling



A Case Study - Project Components 
Data files
> Area description Images -- JPG
> Map scans -- JPG
> Georectified Maps -- TFW, TIF, 

XML, OVR
> Shapefile bundles -- CPG, DBF, 

PRJ, SHP, SHX
Website
> Text -- HTML
> Images (exhibit feedback) -- JPG
> Videos -- MP4

Physical Exhibit
> Images -- JPG

New components
> Preservation profile
> Digital Exhibits Metadata 

Application Profile (MAP)
> Shapefile bundle metadata
> Documentation on all 

components and information on 
opening/reuse



A Case Study - Process
> Locate all of the components

> Collected documentation, components in a Google Team Drive

> Fill out the preservation profile and MAP
> Profile: Documents access points, rights, preservation needs
> MAP: Collection-level metadata

> Research file formats for any necessary migrations and preservation best 
practices

> HTML text → TXT
> Video MP4 → MOV
> We did not migrate from JPG → TIFF
> Referenced LoC Recommended Format Statement and metadata schemas for 

Georectified maps and Shapefile bundles



A Case Study - Process 
> Research metadata schemas for items without metadata and complete

> Shapefile bundles 

> Test out opening each component and document
> Shapefile bundles openable with a free ArcGIS account
> Georectified maps openable with a free QGIS download

> Document our workflow for reuse on other projects
> Internal workflow
> External recommendations for new projects



A Case Study - Organization

Documentation

Main Components
Physical Exhibit

Website 
Components

Georectified Maps



Required a 
detailed outline of 
document 
organization, file 
formats, and 
descriptions

README



A Case Study - Uploading to VTD 

https://doi.org/10.7294/14597751.v1



A Case Study - Challenges 
> The physical exhibit items [right] added 

an additional unexpected component
> Nothing was in one location
> Interactive maps  added an additional 

unexpected component
> Shapefile bundles are complex and 

require significant metadata for reuse
> Cannot download from YouTube 

(legally)
> Overall a very MANUAL process



A Case Study - Successes and Outcomes
Technical

> We have a preservation package and 
documentation!

> Need for preservation or other experts
> More to consider than what is available 

on the website (e.g. interactive maps, 
external components) 

> How to represent the physical exhibit 
images and the post-it feedback on the 
website

> Familiarization of backend interface 

General 

> This was a manual process and could 
not automate everything

> Learning what to ask for when 
involved in a project early on 

> Determined what may be needed for 
future projects 

> Because we weren’t involved at project 
creation, we accept that we won’t have 
everything



A Case Study - Limitations 
General

> This was just one project, others will 
have different components with new 
challenges

> Smaller project
> Static project
> Access to the researcher helped fill in 

gaps - other projects may not have this

Technical

> Bandwidth
> Two faculty working on this
> Limited tech support
> No major migrations of file formats
> From Omeka to Library managed 

platform 
> Attempted to compile the preservation 

package without the faculty researcher
> Needed access to original YouTube 

videos 



Next Step: Another Case Study?
13 known Virginia Tech DH 

projects
Need for 

permanent, 
ongoing 

support for DH 
projects

~35 hours each

2 humans

Nope



How do we prioritize for another Case Study?

➔ Dozens of requests from VT faculty to host and maintain 

digital scholarship projects, some <10 years old

➔ What qualifies as a digital scholarship project that the Library is 

prepared to support? 

➔ What procedures and workflows does the Library need to 

support any projects?



Digital Scholarship Technical Review Committee

Charge: To serve as an advisory and implementation body for legacy and new 
Digital Scholarship and web-based projects hosted by the University Libraries. 
This committee will develop and implement workflows, policies, and technical 
infrastructure for hosting digital scholarship. This will also include the 
appraisal and prioritization of migrating and developing projects.



DSTRC Makeup
Digital Scholarship Coordinator (liaison to project stakeholders)

Digital Preservation Coordinator (sustainability and preservation strategy)

IT member (website development)

IT member (systems)

SCUA member (digital archives) 

Data Services member (data/metadata management)



Advocating for DH Support
> Start small and slowly add people
> More people advocating = attention from administration

> Added bonus of several University faculty members contacting Library administration for 
support

> Long-standing history with several projects that never have enough 
support

> Committee = sustainable support and member compensation



Thank you! 

Corinne Guimont: gcorinne@vt.edu
Alex Kinnaman: alexk93@vt.edu 


