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� Programs from International Congress on 
Medieval Studies (Kalamazoo, MI) 

� 857 individual events (papers, sessions, 
workshops, poster sessions) from 1971-2012 

� Growth in number of digital papers, 
sessions, workshops over the years (broadly 
defined) 

� Inconsistent growth: 
•  % of sessions with digital components 
•  Ratio of individual digital components to number of 

sessions containing digital components 





•  1970s – wide variance from year-to-year 
– Strong start: 4.3% (3 sessions) in 1971 
– 0 papers in 1975 

 





•  1980s – Fewer sessions in total, fewer 
components per session 
– Around 2% each year 
– Ratio above 0.5 each year (four years 0.667, 

one year 0.8) 





•  1990s: Number of digital sessions grows 
along with the conference 
– Between 1-2% every year except 1998, 

3.76% 
– Ratio below 0.5 all years but 1992 and 1997 

 





•  2000s: Number of digital sessions grows 
faster than the conference 
– Percentage closer to 3.5-4% every year 
– Ratio above 0.5 all years but 2002 



� Percentage of sessions with digital 
components  
•  1.28% (2003) to 4.39% (2009) 
•  2012: 4.36%  

� Ratio of individual digital components to 
number of sessions containing digital 
components 
•  0.449 (2011) – 22 sessions, 49 components 
•  0.758 (2012) – 25 sessions, 33 components 



� 130 projects with keyword 
“medieval” (last updated 9/2011) 

� Content Type 
•  Text: 84 
•  Dataset / structured data: 75 
•  Still image/graphics: 55 
•  Spatial: 11 
•  3-D objects: 6 
•  Sound: 5 (music and recordings of readings) 



�  History: 73 
�  Archaeology: 26 
�  Modern languages: 22 
�  English literature and language: 20 
�  Architecture: history theory & practice: 20 
�  Theology, Divinity and Religious Studies: 14 
�  Linguistics: 13 
�  Librarianship, Information & Museum Studies: 12 
�  Classics & ancient history: 9 
�  Law: 9 
�  Visual arts: 5 
�  Music: 4 
�  Community arts: 4 
�  Design: 3 
�  Philosophy: 2 
�  Drama & theater studies: 1 

http://www.castlesandmanorhouses.com/catharcastles/120710_puivert.htm 
http://www.cincinnatiearlymusic.com/medieval_lute.html 
http://home.earthlink.net/~curtis_c_bouterse/sitebuildercontent/sitebuilderpictures/bladrpp2.jpg 
 
 
 



� Surveys of medievalists, 2002 and 2011 
� 2002: 92 selected faculty (US), 46.7% 

return rate 
� 2011: Closed and open 

•  100 selected faculty (US), 27% return rate 
•  Released online, distributed via listservs, 142 

responses 
� Comparing 2002 and combined 2011 

findings 



� Questions about: Journals, Books (2011 
only), Glossaries/Dictionaries, 
Translations, Editions, Facsimiles, 
Documentary Transcriptions, Microfilm, 
Primary Source Materials 
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� (I use print) “Most of the time. My notes and 
glosses have accumulated over the years in 
the print editions. Furthermore, most e-book 
readers are still pretty clunky.” 

� “The most up to date scholarly editions are 
ONLY available in print” 

� “Electronic versions of the scholarly 
editions are rarely available for the texts I 
use.” 

� “To search full text in EEBO & PLD.” 
� (I use digital) “If it is available and reliable” 



�  “I often rely on online sources for older editions, 
especially pre-1900. Despite how slow online 
interfaces operate, it is still less hassle than 
frequently paging materials in rare books rooms.” 

�  “If I needed to peruse what's out there through 
Google books.” 

�  “easy to use, reference through Google Books” 
�  “Only if the print edition is difficult of access (e.g. not 

held by my library). Even then, if I am using it 
extensively, I will obtain a print copy through 
interlibrary loan. Chances are that if electronic 
versions of the older editions exist, they appear in 
Google Books or something like that and the 
reproduction is sometimes faulty.” 





This is a digital edition. 



Or is it? 

In the age of Google Books, what is a “digital edition” or an “electronic edition” 



“Digital scholarly editions are not just scholarly 
editions in digital media. I distinguish between 
digital and digitized. A digitized print edition is 
not a "digital edition" in the strict sense used 
here. A digital edition can not be printed without 
a loss of information and/or functionality. The 
digital edition is guided by a different paradigm. 
If the paradigm of an edition is limited to the two-
dimensional space of the "page" and to 
typographic means of information 
representation, than it's not a digital edition.” 

   
Patrick Sahle, “About” Scholarly Digital Editions. An Annotated List 
http://www.uni-koeln.de/~ahz26/vlet/vlet-about.html 
 



Can the social edition save digital scholarly editions? 



� Medieval studies: broad field consisting of 
many disciplines 

� Relatively consistent, although slow, growth 
of interest in the digital represented in 
conference papers 

� Rapid growth in reported use of specific 
types of electronic resources (e.g. journals, 
facsimiles) 

� Uncertainty in definitions of types of digital 
resources (e.g. editions) 



� Medieval Electronic Scholarly Alliance 







� Dot Porter, co-chair (Bloomington, IN, USA) 
� Timothy Stinson, co-chair (Raleigh, NC, USA) 
� James Cummings (Oxford, UK) 
� Christoph Flüeler (Fribourg, Switzerland) 
� Will Noel (Philadelphia, PA, USA) 
� Dan O’Donnell (Lethbridge, Alberta, 

Canada)  
� Lynn Ransom (Philadelphia, PA, USA) 
� Peter Robinson (Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, 

Canada) 
� Torsten Schaßan (Wolfenbüttel, Germany) 
� Stephen Shepherd (Los Angeles, CA, USA) 



� Provide aggregated searching of digital 
objects and projects in the field of 
medieval studies 

� Provide or facilitate peer review of those 
projects when needed 
Provide or facilitate peer review of those 
projects when needed 
 







Advanced Research Consortium (ARC) 





















wiki.collex.org/index.php/Submitting_RDF 



Open review + editorial board 



� Medieval studies: broad field consisting of 
many disciplines   

� Relatively consistent, although slow, growth 
of interest in the digital represented in 
conference papers 

� Rapid growth in reported use of specific 
types of electronic resources (e.g. journals, 
facsimiles) 

� Uncertainty in definitions of types of digital 
resources (e.g. editions) 

✔

✔

✔

? 



MESA Blog:  
http://www.dlib.indiana.edu/projects/
mesa/ 
 
ARC wiki:  
http://wiki.collex.org/index.php/ 
 
Collex website: 
http://www.collex.org 


