Perceived value of digitised

material and urgency of digital
preservation

The great majority of respondents stated
that all digitised material is of value and
that 100 of it should be preserved long-

term.

More than 5% of institutions (16 from 30
respondents total) stated that the preser
vation task is either “urgent” or “very

collections

collections on the other.

Existence of a written policy /

procedure concerning digitised

There is a mismatch between the per-
ceived high value of digitised material on
the one hand and the frequent lack of
according wri en policy/ procedure ad-
dressing the digital preservation of these

Only 374 of institutions stated to have

Survey Response

All LIBER members
n =400

Total number of
LIBER member
with digitisation
n="2

A total of 51 responses
received

39 respondents
with digitisation
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In general, the majority of institutions surveyed expect the data volume to
rise in two years' time.

face di iculties.

Areas of investments

More than half of the institutions sur-
n veyed made considerable investments in In general more than half of the institu
storage, followed by frequent investments
In the development of tools. Those are also digitised collections,
the fields where many of the institutions

Preservation strategies and

processes used

tions already have an archive dedicated to
use preservation
metadata standards and format restric
tions to support preservation and have

Compared to this, rather small invest
ments were more commonly made in
development of workflows. It seems that
Investing in sta is generally falling a li le

wri en document of that kind. More than
half of the institutions surveyed (5%, 17
respondents) do not have such a wrien
policy/ procedure yet. However, 14 of the

urgent” to them. Further 14 institutions
perceived this as “somewhat urgent”
ma er.

implemented bitstream preservation and
provided sta training.

On the contrary, migration on access and
emulation are the practices which have

plan to develop one soon.

What are the biggest challenges for your institution with

regard to long-term preservation of digitised materials (...)?"

To keep track of milli-
ons documents/files;
to work with such a big
amount of daia

Making the case for
digital preservation

stable, open
source, high capa-
bilities Platform

Scalability of
workflow

Consolidation of digital
archive, establishment of
digital preservation system

Staff Training

Definition of processes,
workflow harvest and
store rules

Lack of national guidelines

and solutions

Inadequate storage capa-
city, continous upgrading
of software applications

Resourcing/prioritisation of
digital preservation acitivity

Migrating from old archive
system to new platform

Setting up a flexible

but not too complica-
ted and time-consuming
digital repository

Long-term funding for
repository replication
and storage

Setting up digital preservation
workflow as part of starting
mass digitisation

Interoperability with
other systems

To work out a written policy
for long-term preservation
strategy and policy

behind of all those developments, asi20
of the institutions still have not made any
iInvestments in sta yet.

not been widely implemented yet.

Format validation, persistent identifier

assignment, normalisation and migration
are somewhere in between on this con-
tinuum and are already used by at least
one third of the respondents.

There are no funds assigned for
digitisation/preservation. At pre-
sent the library finances it from
its operating costs

Convincing library and
university management to
engage permanent Staff

Lack of institutional (university)
strategy concerning digitisation/
preservation, unclear scope of
responsibility, lack of accepted
work-flow models

Funding is always
the case!
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