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The state of the art in language archiving
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Archive of Indigenous Languages of Latin
America (AILLA)

University of Texas at Austin

American Philosophical Society:
A Digital Archive for Recordings of
Endangered Native American Languages
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Endangered Languages Archive (ELAR)
School of Oriental and Afican Studies, University of
London, UK

Checkist for Responsible Archiving of Digital Language Resources 5. Toor o wome
adhre (owiten polcis and procedurs o h long.
e prosrvaton o gtal mateis (0.5, the rchwve

TARGET Yes No_Comments s it sandards or mplementation and s

Srchiveof Indisenons Linguages o Latn Anerica
tthe University of Texas

Bottom left: Regarding the CD-cating fungus,
Marc Valls, a biologist a1 Spain’s National Centre
for Bioteehnology says, “Nature i very clever and,
foral the materials that e design, sooner or ler
dhey will b dezraded by some organism.” (Sereen
capture from hitp/news b co.uk 2
sciencenature/1

Bottom rights All hardware and software are
headed for eventual obsolescence. (From
tipnews.c-seribe com 280)

e e O O el e

preservaton ofdgta nfomation?

u]

Submission Criter

e gt i o rasdd ot
submitfal wih thescope f e archves colecten [ [ o
e

bsolesconc of hardwaro and softaro ovortmo?

speciy » kegrity Doos 1o archive use sty motadata to
Designated Communties’
(spoci 2 good matc or the groups

and unchanged (0.9, a checksu, o
oo

o usors e arehve et (0. lngusgo.
community. acadomic communty, ofc)? Athentiity

oo
espensbilty o éeface with the langua

5.8 provide communty? (This cald vl revenue
Enaring and ntrachion wih e anguage communty
a5 ounecs ofthek oun languag devecpment s )

by
vertying tht dtal materils o what tho motadta
58y theyare, by permanenty a

metadata, and by anfly martaing

University of Hawai'i at Manoa

The Language Archive (TLA)/
Dokumentation Bedrohter Sprachen
(DoEeS) colleetion

x Pank st o Peycholinguisic,Nijmegen,
e Netherand

Leipzig Endangered Languages Archive
(LELA)

Max Planck Institue for Evolutionary Anhropology,
Leipzig, Germany

Pacific and Regional Archive for Digital

Sources in Endangered Cultures

(PARADISEC)
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[ The Smithsonian National Anthropological
Archives (NAA)
Washington, DC
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1 Mission Statement 100%

3. Designated Communities 100%

8 Access and Use Restrictions
2. Submission Criteria

6. Fixed Identifiers
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15. Disaster Preparedness
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Implications of the
Digital Age

Digital archives:
best practices

Simply digitizing materials and making them
available on a website does not guarantee
long-term preservation and access. TAPS is
based on tools and criteria developed by the

The purpose of TAPS

The TAPS Checklist was developed to help
linguists and other depositors choose an
archival home for their language resources.

Survey methodology

To survey the state of the art in digital
language archiving, [ used the TAPS checklist
to conduct interviews with a sample of digital collections focus, restricted or unrestricted
language archives. Between September 2009 submiltter policies, and purely digital or mixed
and January 2011, Linterviewed holdings.

r:pres:nlalives from ten digila] ]anguage Each of the ten archives interviewed were 14. Financial
archives located in Australia, Germany, the scored on a binary scale for each item on the Access 7. Reach

. . Preservation | 10. Preservation Strategies.
Netherlands, UK, and US. Half the interviews ;. - _
TAPS checklist (yes = 1, n0 = 0), for a Target 4 Ongoing Relationship

maximum score of four on cach section, and a 9. Evidence of Long-term
Planning

Conclusions

The digital language archives evaluated show
that they are strongest in issues that linguists
are most concerned about: addressing a
specialized audience and concerns
surrounding access. The archives arc
weakest, however, in technical and
organizational issues that may impact the
overall longevity of the archived material.

archives represented both public and private
institutions with a global or regional

Technological innovation has many
advantages, and is in many ways inescapable.
However, digital data is fragile and subject to

Access X
Preservation | 11 Integrity
13. Adequate

+ Represents a distillation of best practices
in digital archiving

+ Addresses issues important to linguists
and language communities regarding
archiving language materials

two main threats:
« Degradation of physical media
+ Obsolescence of hardware and software

professional archiving community to deseribe
the required operations and implementation
of trustworthy digital archives (sce list of
standards consulted). Work is proceeding
nationally and internationally towards the
goal of digital archive certification, but to
date, few digital archives, and no digital
language archives, have achicved formal

While digital data holds the promise of
copying and sharing without loss, there is
potential for “catastrophic” loss when they
are not adequately preserved.

+ According to a UNESCO study, about
80% of our recordings about languages
and cultures are endangered and urgent
measures are called for to safeguard this

were conducted in person during site visits,

and half were conducted through Skype calls. total maximurm score of sixteen. ‘ o
These 16. Succession Plan

TAPS is an acronym standing for the four
parts of the checklist (Target, Access,
Preservation, and Sustainability).

Preservation

« Not intended to be an exhaustive
inventory or for an outside “audit” of an
certification. archive

« Includes things a linguist can reasonably Archiving standards consulted in developing TAPS
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