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METADATA 



GKR Metadata Guidelines and their origins - 
Susan Parham and Robin Fay (10 minutes) 
Creating Metadata in DSpace - Andy Carter 

and training GKR partners - Marlee Givens (15 
minutes total) 
List of disciplines - Marlee Givens (5 minutes) 
Q&A - all (15 minutes) 

GKR METADATA 



Susan 
Wells 
Parham 
and  
Robin Fay 

GKR METADATA 
GUIDELINES AND THEIR 

ORIGINS 



 2004-2005: GKR Metadata Committee creates metadata 
guidelines 

 Committee consisted of members of Ga Tech, Ga State and 
UGA 

 Guidelines are available at 
http://www.library.gatech.edu/gkr/sites/library.gatech.edu.gk
r/files/ir_meta_guidelines_081605_01.pdf 

GKR METADATA COMMITTEE 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Dublin Core Qualified was chosen as the metadata schema. Members of the committee were Catherine Downey, Robin Fay, Susan Parham, KR Roberto, Beth Thornton.

Tim Daniels, Robin Fay, Toby Graham, Susan Parham, Katia Roberto, Beth Thornton 1/7/05

Diane Chubb, Tim Daniels, Robin Fay, Toby Graham, Susan Parham, Katia Roberto, Mark Spasser, Beth
Thornton, Mary Willoughby 2/4/05



 Dublin Core Qualified 
 Drafted before the GKR was created 
 Primarily focused on ETDs (Electronic Theses & Dissertations)  
 Some decisions based upon earlier metadata work at GA Tech; 

others based upon Dspace 
 

GKR METADATA COMMITTEE 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Committee met frequently to discuss metadata standards. With ETDs, the committee tried to replicate (in as much as possible) the data of a traditional ETD catalog record through establishing DC equivalents to MARC fields




     GKR METADATA COMMITTEE 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In order to provide consistency yet flexibility, decisions were made about whether elements were required (mandatory), recommended, recommended if applicable,  or optional.  Not only was the structure of Dspace a consideration, but also the possibility of user generated or contributed metadata. 



Challenges 
 GKR was a conceptual idea 
 Bound by DSpace metadata schema & display 
 SMARTech (GT) was the only production IR 
 Complex content type 
 Institutional cataloging practices 
 Identification of home institution 

GKR METADATA COMMITTEE 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We developed metadata guidelines before had a clear understanding of how the shared repository would work, so some of our decisions were based on the theoretical 
At the same time, during this early stage of DSpace, there was not a lot of software customization – it was not easy to do & people didn’t have the staff. So we also made decisions based on DSpace work-around
In addition, some decisions made on SMARTech metadata requirements b/c it was the only IR in production
The content type we reviewed had special requirements; we needed a way to include information about advisor, degree type, and student’s department. Some decisions made on  T& D cataloging practices. For example, at GT records came from ETD database to both the catalog and repository (instead batch loading to one collection & crosswalking)
How would we identify the home institution?




         GKR METADATA COMMITTEE 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We did a comparison how other institutions used Dspace and DC elements & qualifiers for ETDs – there was no common best practice. Also no common practice of cataloging 
The existing DSpace dc metadata scheme didn’t accommodate ETD metadata, esp. department, advisor & degree




GKR METADATA COMMITTEE 

Content Considered DC Agreed DC 

Degree conferred  Created field dc.description.degree 

Advisory committee  dc.contributor.advisor dc.description.advisor 

Granting department  dc.thesis.department dc.contributor.departmen
t 

Institutional 
identification 

dc.publisher dc.publisher.original 
 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
DSpace metadata schema did not include a field for designating the degree conferred.  GT cataloging needed a field for this information. 
Also, the DSpace DC metadata schema used contributor.advisor – unfortunately, showed up in the simple item record as author and displayed before the student’s name.  By using description.advisor would still be searchable. We considered contributor.thesisadvisor. 
We chose to create contributor.department instead of thesis.department –– contributor.department also used for content other than ETDs, so wanted it for use. 
Agreed to use the publisher field to identify. Created new field publisher.original so publisher field could be used for identification. Had to change GT records to use publisher.original b/c already using publisher for things beyond GT. Dspace uses publisher for original publisher & requires you start off by indicating that the item was already published – if don’t the publisher field won’t show up for editing



 Going forward  
 Evolving metadata schema 
 Committee continued to meet but expanded scope to include content, 

evolving into the Content and Metadata Committee.  
 2009-2011, monthly meetings; 2011-present bimonthly 

Areas of focus: metadata guidelines, GKR disciplines, GKR 
digitization service, GKR content submission service 

 

GKR METADATA COMMITTEE 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
This will transition us to the Digitization part of Marlee’s proposed presentation. 
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Carter 

CREATING METADATA IN 
DSPACE 



Creating Metadata in DSpace 



Creating Metadata in DSpace 



Creating Metadata in DSpace 



Creating Metadata in DSpace 



Editing Metadata in DSpace 



Batch Loading Metadata in DSpace 



Batch Loading Metadata in DSpace 



Marlee 
Givens 

METADATA TRAINING 
FOR HOSTED SITES 



 GKR manager provided 8 hours of DSpace training (including 
a bit on metadata) plus 2 hours on the GKR Metadata 
Guidelines 

 Training covered 
 Metadata in general 
 Metadata in DSpace 
 Dublin Core in general 
 GKR DC fields 

METADATA TRAINING FOR HOSTED SITES 



 There are two broad types of metadata 
1. Descriptive metadata 

 
 
 
 
 

2. Administrative metadata 
 
 

 
(Slide from DSpace) 

METADATA IN GENERAL 

The title is “A brief history 
of time” 

The item was deposited 
on 28th May 2008 at 

20:25 



 
 Title 
 Subject 
 Description 
 Type 
 Source 
 Relation 
 Coverage 
 Creator 

SIMPLE DUBLIN CORE ELEMENTS 

 Publisher 
 Contributor 
 Rights 
 Date 
 Format 
 Identifier 
 Language 



 DSpace uses Qualified Dublin Core by default 
 Schema = ‘dc’ 
 Elements 
 E.g. Title / Creator / Subject / Description 

 Qualifiers 
 E.g. Title.main / Title.subtitle / Title.series 

E.g. dc.title.alternative 

DUBLIN CORE IN DSPACE 



Your 
repository 

GKR 

Google Scholar 

OAIster 

CONTEXT 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
OAI
OAI = Open Archives Initiative
http://www.openarchives.org/
OAI-PMH = Open Archives Initiative Protocol for Metadata Harvesting
Standard to enable interoperability between repositories, including metadata harvesting
GKR uses OAI-PMH to harvest content from partner repositories
OAIster = OCLC database of digital resources from open-archive collections worldwide
http://www.oclc.org/oaister/
Google Scholar
DSpace repositories may be indexed in Google Scholar
Many repositories report a majority of traffic comes from a search engine like Google Scholar
Georgia Tech’s statistics show more than 90% of its hits come from Google
DSpace has feedback showing at least 60% for its users
Google Scholar has guidelines for Dublin Core metadata tagging




 dc.title 
 dc.contributor.author 
 dc.contributor.corporatename 
 dc.subject 
 dc.description.* 

 

DC ELEMENTS COVERED IN TRAINING 

 dc.publisher 
 dc.date.* 
 dc.type 
 dc.identifier.* 
 dc.relation.* 
 dc.rights 



 M = Mandatory 
 MA = Mandatory if applicable 
 For all items 
 For theses and dissertations 
 For previously published materials 

 R = Recommended 
 O = Optional 

GKR GUIDELINES COVERED IN TRAINING 



 dc.rights 
 Not consistently used among GKR partners 

 dc.publisher 
 2 possible interpretations from guidelines 

GKR GUIDELINES COMMENTS 



 Screen shots of fields as they appear in DSpace 
 

GKR GUIDELINES APPLIED IN DSPACE 



dc.title 

dc.date.issue
d 

dc.type 



dc.language.is
o 

dc.contributor.autho
r 



dc.identifier.X 

dc.identifier.citatio
n 

dc.publishe
r 

dc.relation.ispartofserie
s 



dc.subjec
t 

dc.description.abstrac
t 

dc.description.sponso
r 



 DSpace submission form 
 Editing metadata in DSpace 
 Displaying full Dublin Core in DSpace 
 Collection metadata templates 
 For content submission interns: 
 Batch metadata export and import 

OTHER TRAINING ELEMENTS 



QUESTIONS? 



 
Susan Wells Parham  [susan.parham@library.gatech.edu]  
Head of Scholarly Communication  
and Digital Curation 
Georgia Tech 
 
Andy Carter [cartera@uga.edu] 
Digital Projects Archivist 
Digital Library of Georgia  
 
 
Robin Fay [fay@uga.edu] 
Head, Database Maintenance 
UGA Libraries 
 
Marlee Givens [marlee.givens@library.gatech.edu] 
GKR Manager 
Georgia Tech 

 

CONTACTS 
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