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Scientific report of the EHPS-net workshops of the Working Groups 6, 7 and 8, 
31 January – 5 February 2013, Croatian Institute of History, Zagreb
Report of Working Group 6 – New Databases – Chair: Gunnar Thorvaldsen
	Summary


The meeting opened with regrets that Kees Mandemakers could not come, but satisfaction that as many as eight participants were present. There was agreement to prioritize the funding and construction of new databases especially in Eastern Europe during the meeting because of upcoming funding possibilities in the near future. Some updating of the inventory of existing databases was performed during the meeting from Croatia and Germany, but this will primarily be done by correspondence afterwards. It was pointed out that the existence of church records should be better represented on the map of potential and existing longitudinal databases in Europe. 

Gunnar Thorvaldsen presented the application for a longitudinal database research project on the basis of Russian church records. Elena Glavatskaya presented the situation with respect to coverage of church registers in the Urals district. Records are partly kept in State archives in Perm and in Ekaterinburg. Like in most of Russia, there are baptismal, wedding and burial records for all religious groups from ca 1730 to 1917. In addition there are confessional lists showing the presence or absence of individuals. Transcription should be done by the archivists in Ekaterinburg who can also access documents which ought to be better preserved. It is suggested to apply for funding for a pilot project covering the Tikhvin parish (Volkovskoe village, Kamyshlov uezd, Permskaia gubernia with 1700 inhabitants from the first Russian census in 1897 until the revolution. This will involve the transcription, encoding and linking of about 6000 records from the original source manuscripts. Depending on funding, a smaller or larger parish can be chosen instead. Especially Russian sources of funding such as Dynasty will be applied for, but others such as the von Humboldt Foundation are also relevant. 

As an extension of the data entry and database project, a workshop will be organized to involve expertise already present at Altai University in Barnaul and to teach computer methods for church records to a wider audience of researchers and archivists. This can be organized in Ekaterinburg as a central location in Russia, or in an eastern EU country such as Estonia in order to use EPHS funding if other applications fail. 
Gunnar Thorvaldsen oriented about the European Economic Association (EEA) Grants. 101 million Euros are allocated for archive and museum work and research in eligible countries in Eastern Europe by the Norwegian Cultural Council the Norwegian Research Council respectively, cf http://www.forskningsradet.no/en/EEA_Grants__Norway_Grants/1138954338762 . In addition to health and environment research there are also openings for the humanities and social sciences. It is important to try to influence the profile of the calls for applications in each country as soon as possible. Peter Ôri agreed that a joint application with Hungary and Norway towards strengthening longitudinal databases is realistic when the call comes in the spring. Ioan Bolovan will investigate the possibilities for particularly an archival application for Romania. Gunnar Thorvaldsen has been contacted about a potential research application from Irina Paert with partner Raivo Ruusalepp in Estonia. Here the deadline is already 15 March. Calls for applications from the Czech Republic and Latvia are also expected during the spring.  
There were interesting and inspiring presentations about longitudinal databases by Ioan Bolovan (Romania), Elena Glavatskaya (Russia), Georg Fertig (German genealogical databases), Ólöf Garðardottir (deCode, Iceland), Peter Öri (Hungarian Historical Demographic Database), Peter Teibenbacher (the Vienna Database), Gunnar Thorvaldsen (the Norwegian Historical Population Register) which will be detailed below. Below is an abbreviated version.
	Scientific content and discussions at the event


Alexander Buczynski on sources for longitudinal databases in Croatia

The main types of source available in Croatia are parish registers (Roman-Catholic, Orthodox, Greek-Catholic, Lutheran, Calvinist, Jewish). Characteristics mentioned by Ioan Bolovan and Peter Teibenbacher largely apply to the Croatian. Civil record offices were created in 1878 that took over the registers from the parishes. In 1949 all parishes had to turn over all registers that dated from before 1860 to the nearest archive. While turning over the vital registers, many parishes kept their "status animarum". Some of these cover up to five or even six generations of the same family. The first modern census in Croatia was conducted in 1857.
	Archives
	Oldest register
	Number of registers (dd 1976)

	Varaždin 
	1707
	208 sheafs, 55 books

	Osijek 
	1691
	722

	Split 
	16th century
	ca. 320

	Zadar 
	1569
	1713

	Pazin 
	1536
	426

	Rijeka 
	1564
	246

	Zagreb - State Archive 
	1640
	1927

	Total
	
	208 sheafs, ca. 5409 books

	NB Stjepan Krivošić mentions 6429 books (2291 in Zagreb) in 1989.


The Croatian State Archive (Hrvatski državni arhiv) possesses microfilms (ca. 2 million sets) of almost all preserved parish registers (18000 registers of all confessions) of present-day Croatia as well as some Roman Catholic registers from Bosnia and Hercegovina. The archival information system ARHiNET (http://arhinet.arhiv.hr) contains all holdings in the possession of the Croatian State Archive and its district branches. Most of the original church records and microfilms cannot be accessed through the internet, however for some time now registers of 40 parishes can be accessed. 
Another important data source are muster roles of 11 Grenzer Regiments that made up the Military Frontier in Croatia and Slavonia. These muster roles (Standestabellen, Verpflegslisten and Monatsakte) cover the period from 1821 until 1869 and often contain promotion, transfer and death certificates with detailed information on civil status, offspring, cause of death etc. So-called Conduite-Listen of officers refer to skills, character traits, behaviour etc. This archival holding consists of 483 books, 1538 boxes and 2356 sheafs. Older muster roles (dating back to appr. 1740) of the same Grenzer Regiments are kept at the Kriegsarchiv (part of the Austrian State Archive) in Vienna.

Complicating circumstances Croatian law prescribes that public archival material with personal data is accessable 70 years after its creation (registers of marriages and deaths) or 100 years after the birth of the person it relates to (registers of births). Many of the parish registers that date back before the 19th century don't have specific sections and columns. Entries are narrational, often with unnecessary comments and lacking crucial information (e.g. surname of the father). Even though church regulations carefully stated which particular data had to be recorded, some registrars - for reasons only known to them - simply did not respect them.
No accessable historical data-base is discovered in Croatia, even if there are enough historical demographers. One interesting data-base available online (thank you Joshua Goldstein for that info) is the UC Croatia Project (www.demog.berkeley.edu/croatia/) that started in the early 1980s.

Ioan Bolovan on Romania

Although for Transylvania the main data source consists of parish registers (where baptisms, weddings and funerals were kept up to date by local vicars/rabbi of different denominations: Orthodox, Greek-Catholic, Roman-Catholic, Protestant, Unitarian, Lutheran, Mosaic) are kept at all the district branches of the National Archives. However, Romanian legislation does not allow access to records that are dated earlier than the last 100 years. Consequently, any research based on this kind of materials has the year 1913 as top time limit. After 1850, the church registers have a standardised structure. With respect to the degree of survival of these documents there are big differences from one community to another, and within the same community from one religion to another. Although church records are at hand for the vast majority of the Transylvanian localities, few lists cover the whole period 1850-1913 without lacunae. Therefore, it will be necessary to identify as many suitable samples as possible for the construction of longitudinal databases. Thus, we need funding for this ample project to create large databases, at least at the regional level. We are not talking about a national database because they are almost impossible to set up because of the immense quantity of information and the lack of continuity of the statistic and the demographic sources.
Historical sources for longitudinal demographic research in Hungary
Individual census material and census-like sources

The inventory of this kind of sources has been prepared in the framework of MOSAIC-project initiated by Max Planck Institute for Demographic Research. In general, we can conclude that continuous series of individual census materials have not been preserved, two, three or in some cases four preserved censuses relating to a given place must be considered exceptional. The description and the inventory of the sources available in the Hungarian, Slovakian and Romanian (Transylvanian) archives can be found on the web-site of MPIDR:

http://www.demogr.mpg.de/en/projects_publications/publications_1904/mpidr_working_papers/census_and_census_like_material_preserved_in_the_archives_of_hungary_slovakia_and_transylvania_4302.htm
Church or state registers of births, deaths and marriages

Church registration became general around the middle of the 18th century. In some cases we can find earlier records from the middle of the 17th century (Western or Northern Hungary – present-day Slovakia) but their quality is uneven. At the same time, the registration started later in Orthodox or Jewish communities.Roman Catholic parish records were written in Latin until the middle of the 19th century, while Protestant lists are generally in the language of the given community.

Marriage records contain the name of the couple and their parents and witnesses, the date of the marriage, age from the end of the 18th century, occupation rather from the 19th century onwards, marital status and place of residence of the bridegroom and bride. Birth registers contain the date and place of birth and baptism, the new-born’s name and status (legitimate or illegitimate), the parents’ name (mother sometimes only by their first name), godparents’ name, later the occupation of the father. Death registers contain the date and place of death and burial, name, age, marital status (often the name of the spouse) of the dead, in the case of minors the name of the parents, in late 19th century the occupation, and the cause of death from the middle of the 19th century onwards. Compulsory state registration began from 1895 the content is very similar to that of church records.

Possibilities of research

Census-like material is available in the regional archives of Hungary, Slovakia or Romania. Parish registers can be found in the parishes themselves or in some cases they were collected by the church archives. The same is true for the lists of households. Church archives preserve the copies of the parish registers generally for the period after 1895. Regional state archives (county archives) have stored the copies of the church registers since 1828 as well as the state registers since 1895. 

The Hungarian National Archives preserve the micro-film versions of all parish registers of present-day Hungary and a great amount of censuses (both population censuses and tax books etc.), see also www.familysearch.org. Some church archives also made scanned data bases available on-line e.g  libri Status Animarum (www.szfvar.katolikus.hu), or parish registers, status animarum etc (http://archivum.asztrik.hu). The fee is 4,000 huf/3 months (circa 13 euro). 

In church or state archives the research in parish records is unlimited for the period prior to 1895. Later records are also available but with some time-limits: birth registers can be studied up to 1920, marriage records to 1950 and death registers up to 1980. At present the same regulation refers to state records too, but in theory a law in 2010 prohibits the use of nominative sources prepared by the state the validity of which will start from the next year.

Possibilities for longitudinal data-base building

In Hungary longitudinal historical demographic data-bases must be built on parish registers or more exactly on family reconstitution data. It is worth looking for places where family reconstitutions have been prepared and/or where more censuses have been preserved and rich material can be used in the local archives. In Hungary basically three types of former family reconstitutions can be found:

1. The data-base of Rudolf Andorka prepared in the 1970–80s and stored in the library of TÁRKI, Budapest. Here about the parish register data of about 15 villages are preserved, in some cases the prepared family sheets also remained. Beside Andorka, some others dealt with family reconstitution.
2. Local historians’ and genealogists’ data-bases, some of of entire communities. 
3. The works of German genealogists who deal with German villages located on the territory of Historical Hungary. The genealogies of German communities (Ortsfamilienbücher have been published in Germany or in Hungary, or on-line (http://www.online-ofb.de). A huge amount of material on paper is stored in Leipzig, Germany (Deutsche Zentralstelle für Genealogie). 
Existing digitalized data-bases 

1. In the Demographic Research Institute (Hungarian Central Statistical Office, Budapest) Levente Pakot and Péter Őri are working on data-base building. 

a.) Levente Pakot has prepared the longitudinal data-base of two Transylvanian villages inhabited by Roman Catholic Hungarians (in present-day Romania). 

b.) The family reconstitution work partly based on Andorka’s family sheets is going on relating to two West-Hungarian villages (in fact 5 smaller communities in the 19th centuries), Bük and Szakony. 
c.) The data-base of the Roman Catholic village, Vecsés, close to Budapest is also under construction. 

d.) We have at our disposal the family reconstitution data of three villages situated east of Budapest (Gödöllő, Szada, Veresegyháza) inhabited partly by Roman Catholics, partly by Calvinists. 

In the future the extension of this data-base is also possible with family reconstitution and Status Animarum etc. 

2. Zoltán Lippényi has prepared a digitalized data-base at the University of Utrecht (see Appendix D3). It was based on marriage records of a sample representative for present-day Hungary. 

3. In Central Statistical Office exists a digitalized data-base (data-base of population movement) which contains rich information on births, deaths, marriages and migration from 1970 onwards. 

Elena Glavatskaya on Russia
The Russian population registration system started already in 13th century when Mongolians imposed taxes. More or less systematic state run registration started in the 15th century with the introduction of Pistcovye knigi – tax books and lasted until the mid 17th century. These Pistcovye knigi contained land estate descriptions in the private land possessions, monasteries, villages,  based on dvor – household, prepared by pistcy – state servants and included lists of dwellers’ names with patronymics. 
This system was modernized by introduction of Revisions to correct the tax payers lists. This information - skazki  was collected all over Russia 10 times in 1719, 1742, 1762, 1782, 1795, 1811, 1816, 1836, 1851, and 1858. Such lists were household based listing all members. Revizskaya skazka contained name,  patronymic, surname, residence, social status/occupation, age and ethnicity of the taxpayer; his wife’s name, patronymic, place of birth, name of her closest adult male relative, age, ethnicity, names of their children, years of birth and/or age; dead relatives with their death date.
In addition to the state, the Russian Orthodox Church has its own system of registration based on parishes. In 1666-1667 registration of births, marriages and deaths was introduced by the Orthodox Church Big Council. With Peter I in power Moscow priests were ordered to submit their books to be preserved in archive from the first third of the 18th century. These books are known as Metricheskie books (“Metryka” – “List” Polish). Since 1722 the registration of vital events in Church books with annual submission of one copy to the state became compulsory all over Russia.  In 1838 – a new standardized form of Metric book was introduced. The whole practice of Church registration of vital events was abandoned in 1917 and the registration of demographic events was transferred to municipal regional departments of registration – ZAGS. Metric books have 3 parts 1) the born; 2)  the married and 3) the deceased. The baptismal lists contain: birth date, baptism date; given name; both parents’ given names, patronymics and surnames, place of residence, social status and religion; god parents’ names, residence and social status; priests names. The marriage lists contains: Date of marriage; Groom's residence, social status, name, patronymic, surname, religion, number of marriage, age; Bride’s residence, social status, name, patronymic, surname, religion, number of marriage, age; performing Priests’ names; Groom’s and bride’s 4 witnesses’ names, residence and social status; Extra notes. The burial lists contain: Date of death, date of funeral service, residence, social status, name, patronymic, surname of the deceased person, cause of death, Priest with last rites, Priests  with Funeral service, burial place.
While most of the church book copies stored locally perished during the revolutionary and modernization periods, the copies once submitted to the central power are still available in the regional state archives.  One of such well-preserved collections is kept at the GASO in Ekaterinburg and contains Church books from Perm Gubernia  (founded in 1781 with a population of 2.994.302 in 1897) from 1738 to 1918. As a sample case one of the Perm Gubernia’s 8 uezds’ parishes could be considered for transcription and linking.  Verkhotur’e uezd had 130 churches and Kamyhlov – 160 churches at the end of the 19th -early 20th century and about 90% of the Church books are available. These books contain valuable information about the population and demographic events in Russian provincial countryside.  They are currently available and could be digitized by archivists from GASO and analyzed by scholars at the Department of History at Urals Federal University.
Peter Teibenbacher on Austria

The main debate of the workshop was on longitudinal, nominative databases. For Austria the answer is – unfortunately –briefly stated: there are no longitudinal databases, not even single data-files, which could be linked into a more longitudinal database. However, the sources we need to create such databases are available.

First, the nominative church registers are preserved almost completely in different parishes or central archives of the church, covering the times from the late 16th century up to 1938. Then population control was transferred to the secular communities and the data were collected at the Standesämter.

Second, the nominative status animarum unfortunately are lost, at least there are no central collections. Supposedly some material can be found in different parishes.

Third, nominative manuscripts (Operate) are preserved from the censuses 1857, 1869, 1880, 1890, 1900 and 1910 for different communities and villages, spread all over present Austria (cf. the report of the Austrian group, listing these materials for MOSAIC, available on the homepage of the MPIDR).

Fourth, aggregate census or census like materials (conscriptiones, Seelenzählung etc.) are available in central church or public archives. To summarize, we do have nominative population data for all parishes since the 2nd half of the 16th century till the end of the 18th century and further on for all communities due to the censuses, held in the 19th and 20th centuries.
The Vienna Database, created at the Department for Economic and Social History at Vienna University (M. Miterauer and J. Ehmer) contains a certain number of villages from Austria, Suisse and southern Germany, covering different countings during 18th and 19th century. Yet there are no longitudinal data. There are no names in the database, categories and data structure (SPSS-files) are obsolete and are under reconstruction by S. Gruber at the MPIDR. Cf also http://www.univie.ac.at/Wirtschaftsgeschichte/famdat/index-ger.html
Georg Fertig on Potential datasets in Germany:
We had some discussion how big a dataset must be to be thought of as a potential. Gunnar showed an overview where (as I recall) only a few countries were labelled with an L (for longitudinal). These were the Nordic countries and I think the Netherlands. This suggests that "potential" means potential for a nationwide dataset. France (with its tradition of family reconstitution studies, and also the TRA), or Germany will of course never have something comparable to a nationwide lifecourse dataset. 
There are a couple of datasets generated by academic research, without the use of genealogical data. I would mention Sabean, Schlumbohm, Lipp, Medick, Kriedte, the Goettmann group, the Roedel Arbeitskreis (http://www.regionalgeschichte.net/bibliothek/texte/historische-demographie.html), and there are certainly more. Quite a couple datasets were organized in the software Kleio, and possibly Manfred Thaller in Cologne knows how to find people and their datasets.
I gave an overview on the genealogical datasets, particularly the Ortsfamilienbuecher (OFB). These have been used by quite a few researchers (Knodel, Imhof, Voland, later the Muenster group). Their story is usually told with reference to the first (30 or 40) OFB books, a Nazi initiative to document racial purity. That interest was certainly behind some of German genealogy. But the driving force behind Germany's now about 3,000 OFB books is certainly not the concern for exclusion (or purity), but rather the quest for inclusion (particularly, but not dominant, the data hunger of the Mormon faith). Genealogy in Germany is not about distilling the purest of the pure, but rather about linking whoever (and whatever information) can be linked. Consequently, big supra-local datasets are in the making, e.g. Wittgenstein, Kurpfalz, Ruhrgebiet. This is a very good development for historical demography, but it needs some monitoring and transparency. The geography of genealogical research follows a clear pattern. For the older printed OFB see the map of the Imhof collection: http://userpage.fu-berlin.de/~history2/karten/einstieg.htm (click "alle Orte"). For those OFB that are available online (about 380), see the map in http://www.online-ofb.de/. What drives this geography with its western bias is the spatial pattern of Mormon microfilming, see the map of the Mormon batch numbers, http://wiki-de.genealogy.net/Datei:Karte_Deutschland_Batchnummern.png. Wherever there are microfilms, genealogy is much easier and spatially denser.

Next steps for Germany: with 3,000 books available, and 100 new books annually, it is difficult to keep track. We need a quality control. All books are documented on http://wiki-de.genealogy.net/Kategorie:Ortsfamilienbuch. I think what we would like to get is information on (a) availability, (b) scope, (c) linkage structures, (d) contents, (e) additionals, (f) quality statistics.
(a) availability: bibliographic reference? data format? which software was used? online? library? contact data for author? genealogy Verein?
(b) scope: who is "at risk" to be included? for which area is this book made? when do the parish registers begin, and end? how is migration dealt with? are local events for migrants (through, out, or in) left out, or are non-local events included? are there limits as to specific social groups, such as religious groups, descendents/ascendents of locally established families? are illegitimate children included? are children who died early included? 
(c) linkage: are there universal identifyers for persons and families? to other OFBs? to godparents and marriage witnesses? to other nominative sources?
(d) content: godparents? marriage witnesses? causes of death? occupations? addresses? names of farms? narrative texts from the parish registers?
(e) additional info: more nominative sources printed, or referenced? historical introduction? bibliography? series of vital statistics?
(f) quality statistics: rate of marriages fermées? Medick statistics? Wrigley-Schofield statistics?
Siegfried Gruber: Major data files due to be available in Mosaic harmonized format until mid-2013

	country
	year
	Type of data
	No. of persons
	Possibility to link data

	Germany:

Haigerloch area
	1855-1864
	census
	25,000
	yes

	Schleswig - Holstein
	1803
	census
	300,000
	

	Mecklenburg-Schwerin, Rostock
	1819, 1867, 1900
	census
	240,000
	Rostock: yes

	Münster area
	1749
	Status animarum
	38,000
	

	Austria:

Vienna Database (including German, Swiss, Italian and Croatian data files)
	1637-1906
	Census and status animarum
	250,000
	Some places: yes

	Czech Republic:

Moravska Ostrava
	1900-1910
	census
	30,000
	yes

	
	
	
	
	

	Country samples:

Germany
	1846
	census
	26,000
	

	France
	1846
	census
	8,000
	


Country samples under construction or planned for harmonized format towards the end of 2013

	Country
	year
	Type of data
	No. of persons

	Hungary
	1869
	census
	25,000

	Kurland (Latvia)
	1797
	Soul revision lists
	35,000

	Cossack region, Ukraine
	1765
	enumeration
	17,000

	Austria
	1910
	census
	20,000

	Western Ukraine
	1863
	Confession list
	10,000

	Wallachia (Romania)
	1838
	census
	20,000

	Russia
	1897
	census
	12,000

	Netherlands
	1810/1811
	census
	30,000

	Belgium
	1814
	census
	??
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Ólöf Garðarsdóttir on the Icelandic longitudinal databases

Even though Iceland was a late-comer to the scene of the discipline of historical demography there are valuable sources available for longitudinal research. As regards longitudinal databases, most of those have been created for genealogical research.  During the 1980s a relational database was created that was intended for medical (genetic) research (GDU or the genealogy database of the Genetical Committee of the University of Iceland). Unfortunately access to data from this database was largely restricted to scholars in medical research. It was constructed by linking the census of 1910 to the Icelandic National Registry, which was founded in 1953. The data were made complete for all Icelanders born after 1840 by adding information on the period 1840 to 1910 from parish records and censuses. 

Another relational database comparable to GDU is Íslendingabók,  a collaboration project between the private research centre deCODE Geneticts and Friðrik Skúlason who started to collect information from censuses and parish registers in the late 1980s (http://www.decode.com/. During the 1990s, Daniel Vasey created a database on vital events using data available at The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (LDS).     


Since the early 2000s an effort has been made to digitize Icelandic censuses and nearly all Icelandic censuses from 1703 to 1930 are now available in a digitized form. During the 1970s, Statistics Iceland computerized the 1703 census and in his project Daniel Vasey digitized the censuses of 1801, 1845 and 1870 on the base (Vasey 1997). Within the framework of an international project led by Steven Ruggles, head of the Minnesota Population Center (MPC), Ólöf Garðarsdóttir and Eiríkur G. Guðmundsson worked on the transcription of the censuses 1880 and 1901 in 2003 and 2004 and since then the National Archive of Iceland (NAI), under the supervision of Guðmundsson, has transcribed the remaining 19th century censuses together with the 1910 and 1920 censuses (http://www.manntal.is/Upplysingar/). NAPP is currently working with census data from 1703 to 1910 in collaboration with Ólöf Garðarsdóttir and the National Archives. Because Iceland has multiple digitized censuses for the late nineteenth century, Ólöf Garðarsdóttir is now working with MPC and NAPP scholars on linking individuals between multiple censuses. 
Gunnar Thorvaldsen on the historical population register for Norway, focusing on the early 19th century

The historical population register for Norway (HBR) will in the long perspective link all public information on people in Norway and where they lived. It is to be constructed in the main from church records and population censuses, but will in due time include other sources. The construction of the database has begun, in the first instance for the period 1801 to 1815. The aim is to reconstitute Norway’s population around 17th May 1814 and to construct a nominative census to supplement the statistical census of 30th April 1815. At completion in time for the bicentenary of the Constitution in 2014, it will be the world’s first publically accessible and country-wide population register and cover the years 1801-1815. This sub-project has been called “The Norwegian people in 1814” (DNF1814). The starting point is the nominative 1801 census, and the silver tax lists from 1816. Together with the other Nordic countries we have complete church records that fill the gaps between the censuses. The aim of the HBR is to cover the entire Norwegian population until 1930. Also planned is a restricted-access register for the period 1930 to 1963 linked to the national population register that was established in 1964. In particular we discuss how information about individuals and groups in different sources can be linked together using automatic and manual methods. It will be possible to use DNF 1814 and later extensions of the HBR in a range of local, regional and national studies and provide a basis for international comparison, particularly with longitudinal registers in Sweden, Iceland and the Netherlands.  

	Assessments of the results and impact of the event on the future are highlighted with yellow colour above.


	Programme of the meeting


Monday, 4 February 2013 
09:00
Welcome with coffee

09:10
Opening by Gunnar Thorvaldsen (Goals of the meeting)

09:20
Recapitulation and evaluation of the lines of argument and conclusions (relating to WG 6) expressed during the EHPS-Net meeting at Budapest. Short overview of present work based on previously dispatched materials. 

10:30
Break

10:45
Detailed overview of source material, particularly the church records (metrischkie knigi) in Russia.


Scanning and transcription: selection of sources and techniques.

12:00
Break

12.10
How can future mass scanning and transcription be funded? The Norway EEA grants.

13:00
Lunch

14:00
Discussion on the following topics:


Turning vital records into longitudinal registers through computerized family reconstitution:


Examples from Norway and Iceland.

15:00
Break

15:15
Discussion on the following topics:


Potential sources for historical longitudinal databases in each participant’s country.


The Mosaic Project.

17:00
End of day
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Report of Working Group 7 – Education – Chair: Alexander Buczynski
	Summary


The main goal of the meeting of Working Group 7 in Zagreb was to prepare the organization of a summer school in Cluj-Napoca in coordination with the conference Intermarriage through History (5-8 June 2013, Cluj-Napoca), to rethink the program for a course in historical demography and - if possible - to organize a long term program. The meeting was attended by only three of originally nine members of this working group were present in Zagreb but therefore joined by two members of Working Group 6 and one external specialist.

All participants agreed the summer school should start on 1 June and last until 8 June 2013. The first five days would be the most intensive course days starting at 09:00 and ending at 18:30 h. On the sixth day the trainees will be expected to attend the conference Intermarriage through History. The seventh day of the summer school is intended to wrap up, evaluate and conclude, and the last (eighth) day is meant for a joint excursion to the Apuseni Mountains. Everybody also agreed there should be a spread instead of a concentration of different course parts. Issues in historical demography would be dealt with first, then Sources and Methods, and finally Database tools and laboratory (see: annex 1.).

The number of trainees attending the summer school will be restricted to 28 trainees. The working group strives to include seven MA students, seven PhD students, and seven senior lecturers from European countries except Romania and seven Romanian students. Interested students who want to participate should submit their CV, a letter of recommendation and also a letter stating their expectations and reasons for applying until 15 March 2013. 

As far as the number of instructors is concerned, all participants agreed it would be ideal to have 6 instructors. While one instructor teaches “Database tools” during all five days, the other five instructors lecture on “Issues in historical demography” on one day and “Sources and methods” on another. Inclusion of participants of the conference Intermarriage through History is also an option.
The total budget of the summer school estimates 25,280 Euro. 10,080 Euro (43 %) will be covered by the Babes-Bolyai University of Cluj-Napoca. This includes accommodation and meals for the trainees (28 persons x 9 days x 40 Euro = 10,080 Euro) as well as the cost of their excursion (approximately 900 Euro). The university will not pay the travel costs of the trainees so they will have to cover these costs themselves or find alternative funding. In order to cover the remaining costs of 14,300 Euro an application will be made to the ESF. These remaining costs include the travel costs of the instructors (4,500 Euro), their accommodation (6 persons x 9 days x 90 Euro/day = 4,860 Euro, approximately 4,900 Euro), meals (2,500 Euro) and fee’s (400 Euro per instructor = 2,400 euro).
After completion of the summer school and returning to their respective home countries, the trainees are expected to organize short weekend courses for professional and non-professional private persons (scholars, archivists, genealogists etc.) to help acquire computer skills and create compatible databases. Trainees who have organized such weekend courses will be on the priority list for an advanced course.

During the summer school in Cluj-Napoca of 2014 (from 17 June until 23 June) there will be two parallel courses: an introductory course and an advanced course. There be two groups of 14 trainees each attending parallel sessions. In 2015 there will be a third summer school, again combining an introductory and an advanced course.

	Scientific content and discussions at the event


Friday, 1 February
Opening by the Chair of Working Group 7 - Education, Alexander Buczynski
Alexander Buczynski started the meeting with welcoming all participants and explaining - in short - the history of the building and the Golden Hall where they were meeting. He told that Kees Mandemakers unfortunately could not attend the meeting because he had fallen ill, and that in fact only three of originally nine members of this working group were present in Zagreb. Alexander thanked Ioan Bolovan, Gunnar Thorvaldsen and Elena Glavatskaya for joining the meeting of Working Group 7.
Alexander mentioned that according to the EHPS-Net meeting in Budapest the main task of this working group was to organize a summer school in Cluj-Napoca in coordination with the conference Intermarriage through History (5-8 June 2013, Cluj-Napoca), to rethink the program for a course in historical demography and - if possible - to organize a long term program. 
The main conclusions to be drawn from the discussion in Budapest were:

1. The schedule of the workshop proposed at that meeting (EHPS Introduction to Historical Demography - draft of 17 April 2012) was overloaded.

2. A lighter program should be formulated that would be more directed into the contents of a preparatory course.

3. Differentiated curricula should be formulated depending on target groups.

4. The main target group was considered to consist of PhD students and scholars who made a move in their work towards the subject.

Alexander proposed to use these conclusions as a basis to formulate educational goals and objectives for EHPS-Net training courses. Since he himself had not been present at the Budapest meeting and could therefore only refer to the minutes, he asked everybody present to elaborate on the discussion that had taken place. Should the schedule of the original workshop presented at Budapest be dropped altogether or not? 

Discussion
Peter Teibenbacher, Péter Öri and Ioan Bolovan agreed that the workload of the original workshop depended on the difficulty levels of its components and that the schedule as such only had to be altered in some respects. Since the workshop had been conceived as an introductory course, the main point was to cover the basics and not go into complex details. The schedule of the workshop was a good blueprint for the summer school in Cluj-Napoca. Nevertheless there remained some aspects concerning the content of the original workshop that needed to be discussed in detail.

Peter Teibenbacher in this respect noted the working group should first decide on whether to organize a short course or one that lasted for four weeks. He mentioned there were many different interests, and different interpretations of sources. It was his view the course should point out which sources exist and what can they tell us. What was the purpose of a given source and how can we use its data. Trainees enrolled in the course should know what to expect from these different sources.

Gunnar Thorvaldsen agreed the course should offer an overview of specific sources especially since different countries have different source types. 

Péter Öri replied that it all depends on the length of the course. The trainees may hear only some things on registers, and receive only very specific and practical information on sources. How to begin processing data, what is the purpose of those sources, what problems do we face? It is a painful and slow process, and taken all that into consideration we would not be able to avoid a long training course of 2 or 3 lessons per week during four months. We should therefore differentiate between two course levels.

Ioan Bolovan mentioned the summer school in Cluj-Napoca was originally planned to last 5 days, and that after that the trainees would have to participate in the conference Intermarriage through History for 3 consecutive days. At that time the trainees should be assigned with specific tasks and in the evening brainstorm the events of the day with their instructors. There should be practical activities so that they could combine theories they heard at the conference.

Peter Teibenbacher argued that if the course will only last for five days we have to be careful what is taught during those days.

Elena Glavatskaya added it could help if trainees would have the possibility to prepare themselves for the course in advance.

Gunnar Thorvaldsen said it was important to concentrate on basic things and suggested it was even possible to make a course of just three days. Such a course could, e.g. concentrate on how to computerize Russian church records. He was confident that a small audience would be interested. Practical exercises need a lot of supervision if the trainees have to process their own material. However, if they all use the same homogeneous material lesser time will be needed.

Péter Öri agreed a couple of days could be enough if the course concentrated on specialized topics and general questions without going into any specific details. Longer courses are needed if we want to include students with less pre-knowledge.

Ioan Bolovan suggested it was also a possibility to combine the summer school with a webinar. In that way it would be possible for candidates to apply until the end of April and for future instructors to test their skill level in May. There should be a continuous relation between the trainee and the instructor.

Péter Öri replied the summer school in Cluj-Napoca will be the first short introductory course and that any success will only be evident after its completion. We do not have much time until summer and therefore it is better to leave the planning of a long term program until after the first summer school. He added that it is easiest to start with the summer school and then continue with a long term program. Since it will be the first time we must build up an application process we must know exactly what we want.

In compliance with an earlier remark of Péter Öri to differentiate two course levels, Peter Teibenbacher also argued that we should definitely consider two parallel courses: one basic course this year and an advanced course next year.

Gunnar Thorvaldsen reminded that the easiest way is to find good webinar material is to look at the example of Bergen. Perhaps there is also other useful material on the internet that could help the transition from introductory to advanced course. Some trainees will already have enough theoretical knowledge but lack certain computer skills.

Peter Teibenbacher argued that the summer school should have an introduction, a part dealing with theory, another part dealing with models and finally a part dealing with computer techniques. 

In regard to the question how long the summer school should last, everybody accepted Ioan Bolovan’s proposal that the course should last eight days consisting of five intensive course days starting at 09:00 and ending at 18:30 h, the sixth day to attend the conference Intermarriage through History, the seventh day to wrap up, evaluate and conclude, and the last (eighth) day for a joint excursion to the Apuseni Mountains. The course should start on 1 June and last until 8 June.

Everybody agreed there should be a spread (just like the Budapest proposal) instead of a concentration of different course parts. Issues in historical demography would be dealt with first, then Sources and Methods, and finally Database tools and laboratory. Péter Öri recommended there should be a practical summary at the end, not a theoretical summary.

Alexander Buczynski suggested there should be some sort of an examination at the end of the summer school. Theory could be tested through multiple choice questions. Trainees should write and present an essay on one of the topics presented at the Conference, and there should also be a practical test to test the computer skills. 

In reply to Elena Glavatskaya’s comment that it was a very dense, intensive program, Peter Teibenbacher said it should not be a problem because it wasn’t supposed to be a holiday.
Alexander Buczynski agreed to make a schedule of the proposed program for the summer school based on the schedule of the Budapest proposal and with interventions suggested by Peter Teibenbacher (annex 1).

The next item that was discussed by the participants related to the selection of the trainees. 

Elena Glavatskaya asked what requirements were needed for participation at the summer school and how the trainees should be selected? 

Ioan Bolovan answered he was counting on 15-20 trainees from outside Romania with an additional eight from Romania. He argued they should be PhD Students or doctoral students but that MA students should also be able to apply. 

Péter Öri and Peter Teibenbacher replied that we first have to find out what kind of MA they are and what thesis they are working on. The minimal criterion should be that they are at least enrolled in an MA program (socio-economic sciences, humanities, geography, medical sciences). No pre-knowledge on historical demography is necessary but they should however have some skills in access or excel. Applicants should mention why they want to enroll in the summer school and why they are interested in historical demography. The summer school should be open to applicants from all European countries, regardless whether they belonged to EHPS-Net or the EU.

In addition to Ioan Bolovan’s suggestion that trainees should be allowed to bring certain source materials with them, Gunnar Thorvaldsen replied it this would certainly help the supervising instructors to assist and motivate the trainees. He also mentioned that the trainees could use MOSAIC as an example for searching and comparing and that the working group should consider combining ICPSR courses with webinars in order to solve the question of supplementary materials.

Elena Glavatskaya argued that these matters were something that concerned the advanced students because they needed more skills, more experience and more supervision. The introductory course had to cover all the basics and should be based on standardized materials. She also stressed it would be good if the trainees would get a certificate with an official stamp of the organizer after completion of the summer school.

Péter Öri said applicants should submit their CV, a letter of recommendation and also a letter stating their expectations and reasons for applying. Alexander Buczynski added the final deadline for application should be Friday, 15 March 2013 and that applicants should receive a final answer of the organizer within one month.

Gunnar Thorvaldsen suggested there should be a downloadable application form on the EHPS-Net website and that after the trainees had been selected some course materials should be send on beforehand to the students so that they can acquire a certain common basis. This would also make things a lot easier for the instructors. It should however not be too much and overdone. These course materials should also be made available at the website.

It was agreed that the final selection of the trainees would be done by Péter Öri, Peter Teibenbacher, Kees Mandemakers and Alexander Buczynski.
As far as the number of instructors was concerned, all participants agreed it would be ideal to have 6 instructors. While one instructor could teach “Database tools” during all five days, the other five instructors could lecture on “Issues in historical demography” on one day and “Sources and methods” on another. The time schedule could be as follows: on the first day instructor A lectures on “Issues in historical demography” in the morning, instructor B lectures on “Sources and methods” in the early afternoon and instructor C teaches “Database tools” in the late afternoon. On the second day instructor B lectures on “Issues in historical demography” in the morning, instructor A lectures on “Sources and methods” in the early afternoon and instructor C teaches “Database tools” in the late afternoon. On the third day instructor D lectures on “Issues in historical demography” in the morning, instructor E lectures on “Sources and methods” in the early afternoon and instructor C teaches “Database tools” in the late afternoon, etc.

Ioan Bolovan proposed to include participants of the conference Intermarriage through History as instructors and offered to send a list of all participants as soon as possible to all members of this working group.

Everybody agreed to leave the final selection of instructors participating in the summer school of Cluj-Napoca to George Alders and Kees Mandemakers.

Saturday, 2 February

Alexander Buczynski welcomed everyone and mentioned a few domestic points. One of them was that for the reimbursement of the travel costs of the participants they should send their original invoices and bank details to Marja Koster at the International Institute of Social History in Amsterdam.

Discussion
In reply to Péter Öri’s question who will pay for the course Ioan Bolovan answered the costs of the summer school will be paid in one part by the Babes-Bolyai University and in the other by ESF. Accommodation and meals for the trainees will be organized by the university but not their travel costs. The trainees will have to cover the travel costs themselves or find alternative funding for these costs (e.g. Leonardo).

Ioan Bolovan reminded that in order to get funding from ESF it wants a submittal at least three months before the event. That means the end of February is our deadline. The total budget of the summer school estimates 25,280 Euro. 10,080 Euro (43 %) will be covered by the Babes-Bolyai University. This includes accommodation and meals for the trainees (28 persons x 9 days x 40 Euro = 10,080 Euro) as well as the cost of their excursion (approximately 900 Euro). The university will not pay the travel costs of the trainees so they will have to cover these costs themselves or find alternative funding. In order to cover the remaining costs of 14,300 Euro an application will be made to the ESF. These remaining costs include the travel costs of the instructors (4,500 Euro), their accommodation (6 persons x 9 days x 90 Euro/day = 4,860 Euro, approximately 4,900 Euro), meals (2,500 Euro) and fee’s (400 Euro per instructor = 2,400 euro). The inclusion of participants already attending the conference as instructors could of course reduce the costs but this is not a must.

Everybody agreed the introductory course of the first summer school in Cluj-Napoca would only cover the basics and that after its completion, a good course evaluation had to be made based on feedback given by the trainees (what did or didn’t appeal to them?) and instructors. Experience of the first introductory course would give the basis to improve the introductory course next year and organize an advanced course. Such an advanced course could, e.g. consider special wishes, based on new, recent articles and discussions.

Alexander Buczynski reminded there was still the question of people who were lacking computer skills but did have some knowledge of historical demography. He argued there were a lot of scholars who collected precious data but that did not know how to process those data or make compatible data bases. Shouldn’t this summer school offer them an opportunity as well?

Peter Teibenbacher, Péter Öri and Ioan Bolovan answered they think it is not necessary to organize an alternative program for those people. At least not at the moment. It should however be kept in mind and something to be addressed at the next general meeting of EHPS-Net.

Peter Teibenbacher feels the trainees should attend the whole course and not just the parts where they are lacking in knowledge or skills. Face-to-face instruction is very important because the enthusiasm of the instructor is a very important motivating factor and therefore it is much better than e-learning.

As far as advanced courses are concerned Ioan Bolovan thinks there is no need to fear the doubling of costs. In 2013 there will be only an introductory course, in 2014 and 2015 there will be parallel an introductory and an advanced course. Instead of 6 instructors it would be enough to have 8, and instead of 28 trainees for one introductory course there would be 14 for the introductory course and 14 for the advanced course.

Gunnar Thorvaldsen argued there is a strong argument for repetition. There are a lot of different types of source materials and not all of them can be discussed during one summer course. The advanced course would have to put more stress on different source materials, while the theory part stays more or less the same. A good spreading effect is necessary.

Everybody agreed that after consisting only of an introductory course in 2013, the summer schools of 2014, 2015 should consist of an introductory and an advanced course.

Alexander Buczynski argued that it would be ideal if the summer school could be organized in a different country every year. One year in Budapest, the next year in Zagreb or Graz etc. However it all depends on the financial possibilities and willingness of universities to cooperate.

Ioan Bolovan reacted that each country could then accentuate specific topics to which remark Gunnar Thorvaldsen added that, e.g. specialized practical training is required to handle the Russian church records.

Ioan Bolovan mentioned he can organize support for the summer school in Cluj-Napoca as long as he remains vice-rector of the university. The next three years are therefore a realistic option as far as his university is concerned.

Péter Öri added that from 25-28. June 2014 there will be a population conference in Budapest and that the summer school in Cluj-Napoca could precede that conference similarly as in 2013. The train from Cluj to Budapest travels 6-7 hours.

Peter Teibenbacher argued that the second summer school should be begin somewhere between 15-24 June 2014, 18 June at the latest. After that the second generation of trainees of the summer school could attend the conference in Budapest in the same manner as the first generation of trainees attend the conference in Cluj-Napoca.

Péter Öri and Ioan Bolovan agreed 18 June 2014 is a good date to begin the second summer school. The participants would arrive in Cluj-Napoca on 16 June, and the summer school would last from 17 June until 23 June. There would be two groups attending parallel sessions. In 2015 there would be a third summer school, again combining an introductory and an advanced course. After that it would be useful to organize webinars.

Alexander Buczynski argued such webinars could also be used to help interested professional and non-professional private persons that cannot participate in the summer schools (scholars lacking appropriate computer skills, archivists, genealogists, etc.). He also proposed that trainees that have completed the introductory should be complied to organize short weekend courses (e.g. on databases and computer skills) for such persons to help them on the way. The trainees can use the materials of the introductory course and this system would secure a multiplication effect and transfer of knowledge. Supervision of these trainees could be made by the same scholars that gave them a letter of recommendation and organization of such short courses could be defined as a prerequisite (or priority) to enter the advanced course of the summer school.

Gunnar Thorvaldsen argued this system of weekend courses would not be workable in Russia and there should be a plan B if it doesn’t work.

Peter Teibenbacher replied that in April 2014 there will be a European social science conference in Vienna and that at that conference we could present a paper on how to teach historical demography. The system Alexander Buczynski proposed could be a way to include ordinary school teachers and train them in the basics of historical demography. The Austrian agency for training teachers could be interested in supporting short weekend courses like this.

Elena Glavatskaya said it was important to discuss the selection of the trainees for the summer school one more time. She argued that a senior lecturer should have priority over other candidates because he/she already teaches and in his/her case the dissemination of knowledge is a sure thing.

Peter Teibenbacher did not agree with her and argued that the most important factor was further research and therefore he preferred PhD students. There should be at least 18 PhD students and the rest could be senior lecturers.

Everybody agreed that apart from 7 (or 8) Romanian students, the trainees should include seven MA students, seven PhD students and seven senior lecturers.

Towards the end of the session, Gunnar Thorvaldsen remarked that even though it is not the task of this working group to discuss this, he thought the EHPS-Net website was a very good place to store demography literature for longitudinal studies. It should be our task to point to the need of such an accessible bibliography. Somebody who wants to write a dissertation can consult the website for advice on literature. Literature at the Open University in England is a good way to get interested in historical demography.

The meeting ended at 16:45 h.
	Assessment of the results and impact of the event on the future


The assessment of the results and impact of the event on future directions can be listed as follows:

- In compliance with the main goal of the workshop, the participants of the meeting of Working Group 7 in Zagreb worked out a preliminary program for the “EHPS-Net International Summer School for Historical Demography” to be held in Cluj-Napoca between 1 June and last until 8 June 2013 for 28 trainees (see annex 1).

- Consistent with the assignment formulated at the meeting in Budapest to rethink the draft proposal of the original workshop presented there, the participants discussed the schedule of that proposal and agreed it was a good blueprint for the first summer school in Cluj-Napoca and that the workload of the original workshop depended on the difficulty levels of its components. The first summer school in Cluj-Napoca should be an introductory course that would cover the basics.

- The participants agreed to apply to ESF for financial support for the “EHPS-Net International Summer School for Historical Demography”.

- In order to make the organization of the summer school easier they agreed to divide the following tasks:

the application to ESF (until the end of February 2013) will be done by Ioan Bolovan with the help of Alexander Buczynski and Kees Mandemakers

the selection of instructors (until the end of February 2013) will be done by George Alder and Kees Mandemakers.

the selection of trainees attending the summer school will be done after the closing date for applications (15 March 2013) by Alexander Buczynski, Kees Mandemakers, Peter Teibenbacher and Péter Öri.

- While the first “EHPS-Net International Summer School for Historical Demography” in Cluj-Napoca will consist only of an introductory course, the participants of the meeting of Working Group 7 in Zagreb agreed the subsequent summer schools of 2014 and 2015 (both in June) will consist of parallel introductory and advanced courses for 14 + 14 trainees. 

- The workshop did not limit its discussion to educational goals and objectives, but also highlighted some other related topics that concerned different working groups, especially Working Group 6 and the EHPS-Net website.

	Programme of the meeting


Thursday, 31 January 2013
19:00
Dinner
Friday, 1 February 2013
09:00
Welcome with coffee

09:10
Opening by Alexander Buczynski (Goals of the meeting)

09:20
Recapitulation and evaluation of the lines of argument and conclusions (relating to WG 7) expressed during the EHPS-Net meeting at Budapest.

10:30
Break

10:45
Discussion on the following topics:


1. Definition of the overall broad goal for the educational activities that should be planned

2. Choice of the preferred kind of science meetings (workshops, summer schools or webinars etc.)

12:30
Lunch

14:00
Discussion on the following topics:


1. Definition of the target audience(s) 


2. Identification of skill levels (novice, intermediate, advanced)

3. Definition of the behaviors the course participants will have to demonstrate
15:30
Break
15:40
Continuation of discussion
17:00
End of first day

19:00
Dinner

Saturday, 2 February 2013
09:00
Welcome with coffee

09:10
Discussion on the following topics:


1. Definition of the condition(s) that will be imposed on the course participants (staffing, assignments, class schedules, workload).


2. Definition of the degree of the course participant (criteria, evaluation, grading).

10:30
Break

10:45
Discussion on the following topics:

1. Final formulation of the Educational Goals and Objectives, as well as an Educational Vision Statement


2. Final project of training courses to be put forward to the EHPS-Net Steering Committee

12:30
Lunch

14:00
Discussion on the following topics:


1. Financial aspects and possibilities (funding, recruitment)


2. Planning of a workshop in Cluj, Romania and other future science meetings
15:30
Break
15:40
Continuation of discussion
17:00
Closing of the meeting of Working Group 7

19:00
Dinner
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Report of Working Group 8 – Standards for documentation about databases – Chair: Ólöf Garðarsdóttir
	Summary


The main objective of the meeting was to come up with ideas on how to document longitudinal databases. The meeting was organized with working group 6 (New databases) and the meeting‘s agenda was thus closely related to the issues raised in working group 6.  One of the main aims of the EHPS-Net is to identify sources material suitable of research on life course analysis and to plan procedures for merging those into longitudinal databases (working group 6). One of the tasks of working group 8 is to help define documentation standards both for source material and for databases. Thus, the issues raised during the meeting were related to the possibilities of documentation or reporting on existing databases but also on possibilities of documenting the potentials of historical longitudinal databases in particular in Eastern Europe. Another objective was to discuss the documentation of existing databases at the EHPS-website.   
We discussed the vast differences in the availability and quality of longitudinal databases between European countries. There are examples of large institutions / databases with large infrastructure in various countries involved in the EHPS-network. In central and eastern Europe, small datasets managed by individual researchers are more common. During the meeting we therefore discussed whether different kinds of documentations was needed for different types of databases. 
Péter Öri presented a detailed analysis on the use of DDI (Data Documentation Initiative) in social sciences showing how the DDI metadata supports the entire cycle of data collection, processing, distribution and analyzing of datasets. The group discussed the documentation of existing databases at the EHPS-site. The general view in the group was that the documentation was satisfactory. It was emphasized that the concept and content of the DDi standards are rather similar to those of EHPS-website. We thought that the current mode of documentation on the EPHS website should be supplemented in three respects: (a) there should be a proper source reference for each table, (b) it is important to document the linkage structure of the database, namely if there is or is not a universal identifier for individuals, (c) Some of the descriptions of the datasets should be more precise.

At the end of the meeting the group discussed the importance to find a way to document the diversity of databases and of source–material existing across Europe. In the light of the fact that there are vast areas in Europe where digitized material suitable for life course analysis is hardly available the question arose whether it is feasible to attempt to document the potentials. 
	Scientific content and discussions at the event


Presentations and discussions on potential data for life course analysis and documentation 

We discussed the vast differences in the availability and quality of longitudinal databases between European countries. There are examples of large institutions / databases with large infrastructure in various countries involved in the EHPS-network. The example of Sweden is a good case in point where there are various large databases, here just mentioning the DDB in Umeå and Scania in Lund. In many of the countries involved in the EHPS this is not the case. In central and eastern Europe, there are rather  smaller datasets managed by individual researchers. It is also worth mentioning that there are examples of datasets from countries that are accessible in large research centers not situated in the country where the data originated. Here the Minnesota Population Center in Minneapolis and the Mosaic project in Rostock are good cases in point. 

Gunnar Thorvaldsen presented a map reflecting the vast variations in the existence of databases across Europe. Thorvaldsen has created a list of databases across Europe and their characteristics (see attached table to report from WG 6). 

Thorvaldsen and Elena Glavatskaya made presentation where they focused mainly on findings on historical sources in Eastern Europe. With the exception of the material collected by Vladimir Vladimirov who has transcribed information from vital registers only very little material suitable of life course analysis in Russia is available in a digitized form. Thorvaldsen’s and Glavatskaya´s report does, however, show ample potentials as regards source materials suitable for life course analysis.    

Georg Fertig has worked intensively with data on and has worked extensively with datasets suitable for life-course analysis. According to him there are a number of datasets in Germany that are or should be on their way to IDS formatting and to inclusion among the databases documented at the EHPS website. Among those is (1) the Knodel database (which George Alter has access to);  (2) the Krummhoern dataset (one would have to ask Voland); (3) the dataset created by Arthur Imhof (already at the Zentralarchiv in Cologne); (4) the Westphalia dataset (which Fertig has promised to give to Data Archive in Cologne); and (5) a large genealogical dataset on the entire Kreis Wittgenstein (already in Cologne). The Kreis Wittgenstein dataset is currently anlaysed by Ineke Maas. One would have to think about the question who will actually create the IDS tables for those datasets together with documentation, since we have no central clearing house. According to Fertig this would not require much work technically, and doing so would guarantee longevity and usability of the datasets. It is, however, a question who has access to which data. Fertig stressed that he does not have access to the Wittgenstein data and is not going to use it.  Had I given the impression that I wanted the data for myself, the genealogist who prepared it might not have given it to the data archive in Cologne, and Ineke Maas would currently not be able to study the subset. Such datasets, which are prepared, and owned, by genealogists, could possibly be made publicly available through IDS without the names (using only numeric identifiers). In any case, this is a touchy question, and the role of neutral institutions (such as archives) could be very important. 

How to implement the DDI standard for longitudinal databases - Péter Öri
Péter Öri presented a detailed analysis on the use of DDI (Data Documentation Initiative) in social sciences showing how the DDI metadata supports the entire cycle of data collection, processing, distribution and analyzing of datasets (Attached: Öris presentation). 
Discussion of the documentation of the EHPS-website http://www.ehps-net.eu/databases
The group discussed the documentation of existing databases at the EHPS-site. The general view in the group was that the documentation was satisfactory. Thus the documentation on the site seems to make sense mostly for databases that (a) include life course data, (b) will be available in the IDS data structure sometime, (c) either are pretty large (supra-local) and of high quality, or have had a considerable impact on academic research. Öri emphasized that the concept and content of the DDi standards are rather similar to those of EHPS-website. One very important difference is in the form of documenting data collection and processing. It was emphasized that George Alter is a member of the DDI steering committee and Nanna Floor Clausen is a member of the expert committee and that they should be asked for more information on the possible advantages of that sort of documentation.  Thus, implementing DDI should be a major topic during a future EHPSnet meeting.
We thought that the current mode of documentation on the EPHS website should be supplemented in three respects: (a) there should be a proper source reference for each table, (b) it is important to document the linkage structure of the database, namely if there is or is not a universal identifier for individuals, (c) Some of the descriptions of the datasets should be more precise.

How to document and what to document?

At the end of the meeting the group discussed the importance to find a way to document the diversity of databases and of source–material existing across Europe. In the light of the fact that there are vast areas in Europe where digitized material suitable for life course analysis is hardly available the question arose whether it is feasible to attempt to document the potentials. It would also be of interest to collect papers on the variations in the historical origins of sources used in life-course analysis across Europe. This might be an idea for a thematic issue of the upcoming EHPS e-journal. Here we observed that Antoinette Fauve-Chamoux (École des Hautes Études in Paris) and Sølvi Sogner (University of Oslo) are currently editing a publication on historical demography worldwide since the 1960s where this issue is raised at least to some extent. There is also a collection of recent papers on source-material at the website of the Max Planck institute in Rostock. http://www.demogr.mpg.de/en/default.htm
	Assessment of the results and impact of the event on the future


The main objective of the meeting was to come up with ideas on how to document longitudinal databases. In the beginning of the meeting Ólöf Garðarsdóttir discussed the main objectives of the working group and the agenda of the meeting. The meeting was organized with working group 6 (New databases) and the meeting‘s agenda was thus closely related to the issues raised in working group 6. As the objectives of the two groups are related the groups have worked closely together. One of the main aims of the EHPS-Net is to identify sources material suitable of research on life course analysis and to plan procedures for merging those into longitudinal databases (working group 6). One of the tasks of working group 8 is to help define documentation standards both for source material and for databases. Thus, the issues raised during the meeting were related to the possibilities of documentation or reporting on existing databases but also on possibilities of documenting the potentials of historical longitudinal databases in particular in Eastern Europe. Another objective was to discuss the documentation of existing databases at the EHPS-website.   There is some overlap between the reports of Workgroup 8 and Workgroup 6.

	Programme of the meeting


Sunday, 3 February 2013
09:00
Welcome with coffee

09:10
Opening by Ólöf Garðarsdóttir (Goals of the meeting)

09:20
Recapitulation and evaluation of the lines of argument and conclusions (relating to WG 8) expressed during the EHPS-Net meeting at Budapest.

10:30
Break

10:45
Discussion on the following topics:

1. Definition of the goals for the documentation standards based on previously dispatched materials


2. Choice between existing standards for documenting source material

12:30
Lunch

14:00
Discussion on the following topics:


1. Standards for documenting the contents of historical databases. 


2. What technical platform should be used for the documentation?

15:30
Break

15.40
How to implement the DDI standard for longitudinal databases.

17:00
End of day

19:00
Dinner
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