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publication would be an asset to the
professional collection of any librar-
ian, scholar, or cataloger. Because of
the theoretical foundation provided,
it can also easily be used as a text-
book. Moving Beyond the Presentation
Layer is highly recommended for any
professional looking to explore DDC'’s
functions, strengths, and weaknesses.
The compendium provides insight
into an advanced and ever-changing
classification system that is not static,
but rather is limited only by our own
definition of classification systems
and their application.—Laurel Tarulli
(tarulll@halifax.ca), Halifax Public
Libraries, Lower Sackuville, N.S.

Networking for Digital Preser-
vation: Current Practice in 15
National Libraries. By Ingeborg
Verheul. Munich: K. G. Saur, 2006.
272p. $109.00 (IFLA members $81.00);
hardbound (ISBN 3-598-219857-8).
IFLA Publications 119.

This publication represents a
valiant effort to assess the status of
digital preservation efforts in fifteen
national libraries in Asia, Australia,
Europe, New Zealand, and North
America from legal, organizational,
and technological standpoints. The
author is an employee in the Research
and Development Division of the
Digital Preservation Department of
the Koninklijke Bibliotheek (KB, the
National Library of the Netherlands),
and the work is based on a study
sponsored by the International
Federation of Library Associations and
Institutions-Conference of Directors
of National Libraries (IFLA-CDNL)
Alliance for Bibliographic Standards
(ICABS). Unfortunately, the research,
which dates back to 2004, may be too
old to be of much use to those seeking
current information about digital pres-
ervation standards and best practices,
and the in-depth profiles of the fifteen
national libraries probably will be of
little interest to librarians working in
other types of organizations.

The book resembles a much

more detailed version of the type of
study conducted and published by the
Association of Research Libraries in
its SPEC Kits series. Part 1 consists
of introductory matter describing the
study’s purpose and methodology, a
glossary of “Practical Definitions” of
terminology used in the study, and a
forty-five-page analysis of the survey
results. The majority of the work pro-
files the fifteen national libraries sur-
veyed, including their organizational
charts and a table highlighting inter-
national collaborations among them.
A brief list of references, an extensive
list of acronyms, and a five-page sum-
mary of a National Library of Australia
study from 2005 make up the appen-
dixes. Unlike in many other scholarly
publications, the survey itself is not
provided as an appendix. The work is
sparsely illustrated, with just two pages
of “birds-eye views” of operational
digital repositories in the world over
time and two pages of photographs
humorously depicting the challenges
of long-term storage and permanent
access.

Even in 2008 I was interested in
the analysis, despite the fact that it
relied on dated findings: the questions
raised (if not the responses) remain
relevant. Under a working definition
of digital preservation as long-term
(five years or more) activities “con-
cerning the maintenance and care
for/curation of digital or electronic
objects, in relation to both storage and
access” (20), it documents many key
issues surrounding digital preservation
in the legal landscape and in library
operations and services, and highlights
international research and develop-
ment efforts that may affect the field
in the future.

A primary legal issue for the
national libraries concerns legal depos-
it legislation, the requirement for
publishers to deposit copies of their
publications at the national library of
the country in which they are pub-
lished. In most nations, this legisla-
tion needs to be updated to include
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born-digital publications, which raise a
host of new issues regarding copyright
(digital publications can be distributed
more readily and widely than physical
publications) and preservation (long-
term preservation of digital objects
of necessity involves copying them,
so digital rights management protec-
tions and laws limiting the making of
copies for specific purposes inhibit
digital preservation). The author cites
the Library of Congress’s Section 108
Study Group, the report for which
has since been released, as a sign of
imminent progress for one nation on
this issue." Although legal deposit leg-
islation is not an issue I have had to
grapple with, the question of what we
have the right to copy and make avail-
able is relevant to all engaged in digital
projects, so I appreciated the study’s
inclusion of these legal questions.

The descriptions in the analysis
of the organizational structures and
funding streams of digital preserva-
tion activities in the national libraries,
while not replicable by the rest of us,
were nonetheless instructive. Verheul’s
findings with respect to national librar-
ies’ interdepartmental collaboration
in the digital context, regardless of
where digital activities are primarily
positioned within the organizational
structure, echo my experience in my
own institution: these activities cross
traditional boundaries of collections,
technical services, information tech-
nology, and administration.

The survey inquired about each
national library’s existing and planned
digital repository systems, their
design, development, implementation,
and production, as well as the ser-
vices performed by them, in terms of
archiving and access. Special attention
was paid to each repository’s adher-
ence (or intention to adhere) to the
Reference Model for Open Archival
Information System (OAIS), a frame-
work developed by the Council of
the Consultative Committee for Space
Data Systems that provides a com-
mon vocabulary for long-term pres-
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ervation and access to digital objects
in a repository.” This model remains a
foundational document of the digital
preservation community in 2008.

The libraries were also surveyed
about which formats were ingested
into their digital repositories, in which
versions, with what metadata, and
whether the digital file’s content alone
or its “look and feel” should be pre-
served. Some libraries restricted ingest
to specific storage formats in the hopes
of forestalling the need to conduct for-
mat migration, and several had already
employed migration as a preservation
strategy. Policies differed on which
versions to retain: Some considered
only master preservation copies for
long-term storage, while others cre-
ated and stored a duplicate of the mas-
ter file as well, and still others made
room for access copies derived from
the master or duplicate. Preservation
metadata, which derives from admin-
istrative and technical metadata, were
acknowledged as important in the sur-
vey analysis, but standards that were
emerging at the time have been fur-
ther developed; the PREservation
Metadata: Implementation Strategies
Working Group (PREMIS) released
version 2.0 of its data dictionary in
March 2008.2

The question of whether to focus
on bit-level preservation of the digital
file (preserving its content, which may
not be renderable in future versions of
hardware and software) versus the file’s
context, structure, appearance, and
behavior (preserving its “look and feel”)
received special focus from Verheul,
who, along with her employing insti-
tution, appears to be a proponent of
emulation as a preservation strategy:
as of 2004, only the KB among the
national libraries had experimented
with it, but its absence received fre-
quent mention, indicating that it had
been a survey question. Other strate-
gies, such as distributed digital pres-
ervation (in which I am particularly
interested), received only passing men-
tion in the profiles of Denmark, New

Zealand, and the United Kingdom, so
did not appear to have been included
as a survey question.

Part 2 of the book, with its in-depth
descriptions of the fifteen national
libraries on all of the topics for which
the responses had been summarized
in part 1, is long past its shelf life and
would have been irrelevant to many
readers even if the information were
current. Many of the R&D projects
described in this section as forthcom-
ing have already completed at least
one phase and published their find-
ings, and some organizations are no
longer in existence, so links to their
Web pages may not work (for example,
the Research Libraries Group merged
with the OCLC Online Computer
Library Center in July 2006).

While I admired the thorough-
ness with which Verheul approached
her research, I feel that busy librar-
ians and archivists interested in this
topic would make better use of their
time by following electronic discus-
sion lists and blogs, attending sessions
on digital preservation at conferences,
and taking the online Cornell Digital
Preservation Management Tutorial or
five-day workshop,* as all are likely
to provide considerably more up-to-
date information.—Rachel 1. Howard
(rachel howard@louisville.edu),
University of Louisville, Ky.
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Sound Savings: Preserving Audio
Collections is a compendium of papers
that were presented at the symposium
of the same name held in Austin,
Texas, July 24-26, 2003. The sym-
posium was co-sponsored by the
School of Information, Preservation
and Conservation Studies, University
of Texas at Austin, the Library of
Congress (LC), the National Recording
Preservation Board, and the Association
of Research Libraries. For two-and-a-
half days, experts on many facets of
audio preservation gave presentations
on topics ranging from assessing the
preservation needs of audio collections
to creating, preserving, and making
digitized audio available to the public.
The attendees came from across the
United States, and most represented
audio collections housed in universi-
ties and colleges. They came seek-
ing information on how to best deal
with the deteriorating tapes and lac-
quer discs that have become a part of
almost every institution housing a large
sound archive. I attended the sympo-
sium representing the Institute of Jazz
Studies at Rutgers, the State University
of New Jersey and found the gathering
very helpful at the time. Reading the
papers five years later, I was struck by
how much from that symposium is still
relevant today.



