Towards the Identification of an Archival Core Curriculum
Sociologists of professions cite a specific knowledge base as one of the distinguishing features of a profession.  Andrew Abbott discusses this knowledge both in terms of knowledge in use as well as an abstract, formal knowledge system.
  For archivists, identifying, codifying, and teaching the archival knowledge base (in terms of both the theory and practice) has evolved slowly over the past 50 years.  As recently as 1990, Timothy Ericson argued that a large percentage of so-called “archival education” was comprised of “courses that might benefit an archivist” rather than being a true archival curriculum.
  More recent research by the present researchers, Jeannette Bastian and Elizabeth Yakel, and our colleagues has led us to conclude that not only has the number of archival courses increased but also that true archival curricula have developed.
  This development may partially be a result of the Society of American Archivists (SAA) 1994 Master of Archival Science (MAS) Guidelines that required archives courses to comprise fifty percent of any MAS degree.  This was a major departure from SAA’s 1977 and 1988 Guidelines that promoted archives as one specialization among many within another graduate program.  While we as well as others have documented the increasing number of courses, researchers have yet to examine the content of the courses within these developing curricula to see if a core archival knowledge base is emerging.  The project we now propose seeks to identify and analyze the knowledge base of archival education programs through a citation analysis of syllabi from a variety of archival courses being taught in over eighty different venues (schools of library and information science, history departments, public history programs, etc.) in North America.  We also will also do a comparative analysis of the syllabi in relation to the 2002 Society of American Archivists, Guidelines for a Graduate Program in Archival Studies.
  The research questions are:

· Is there a core archival knowledge that is taught to students in archival education programs regardless of venue (History, Public History, Library and Information Science Programs, Museum Studies, etc.)

· What influence does venue or context have on the core knowledge presented in archival education courses? 

· How do the 2002 Society of American Archivists Guidelines for Graduate Program in Archival Studies compare with the literature actually being assigned in courses? and

· How does the development of a core knowledge base in archives education relate to the evolution of Archives as a distinct profession?

Our hypotheses are that a distinct, core archival knowledge base has developed and is being taught by multiple archival programs in North America and that the overall venue or context of the archival courses influences that knowledge base. We also hypothesize that the SAA Guidelines have been effective for the larger archival programs in the core archival knowledge areas, but that the curriculum is lacking in interdisciplinary knowledge areas.

Investigators: Elizabeth Yakel and Jeannette Bastian (link to Bastian info at Simmons), SI Doctoral Student ihyun Kim and SI Master’s Student Meg Glass
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Archival Intelligence


The Archival Intelligence framework is the result of a qualitative study of archival researchers (primarily academic scholars – e.g., historians, sociologists, anthropologists, education researchers).  Analysis is based on data from interviews with 30 individuals and over 100 hours of observations done over the course of the Spring and Summer of 2002. 


Archival Intelligence is a model of the knowledge and skills that researchers need to effectively work with the surrogates for as well as actual primary sources,  This includes their identification, selection, interpretation, and analysis.  Archival Intelligence includes: domain knowledge, artifactual knowledge, and archival intelligence.  Domain knowledge is expertise in one’s area of study.  The importance of domain knowledge in library search and retrieval has been studies by a number of information science researchers (e.g., Marchionnini et al., 1993).  Artifactual intelligence (Weinberg, 2001; Bass, n.d.) is the ability to interpret and analyze primary sources.  Archival intelligence is a term I have developed to explore the knowledge and skills needed by users of archival materials (Yakel and Torres, forthcoming).  Archival intelligence refers to knowledge about the environment in which the search for primary sources is being conducted, in this case, the archives. This can be deconstructed in several dimensions: 1) knowledge of archival theory, practices and procedures; 2) strategies for reducing uncertainty and ambiguity when unstructured problems and ill-defined solutions are the norm; and 3) intellective skills or the ability to understand the connection between representations of documents, activities, and processes and the actual object or process being represented.  
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EAD: Adoption and Diffusion


This study seeks to measure the degree to which EAD has diffused and been adopted by the archival community in the United States.  This research is also examining whether relationships exist between adoption and such variables as institutional size, technological expertise, prior adoption of descriptive standards (MARC), and funding.  Two groups will be surveyed, archivists who enrolled in an Encoded Archival Description Workshop sponsored by Research Libraries Group and the Society of American Archivists between 1993 and 2002 and a control group, a stratified random sample of Society of American Archivists members who did not enroll in these workshops. 
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