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The	Women	Writers	Project	and 

Women	Writers	Online 

•  390	texts	wriNen,	
translated	by,	or	
aNributed	to	women 

•  Primarily	print	texts	that	
were	first	published	
between	1526	and	1850	 

•  TEI-encoded	&	published	
through	the	WWO	
interface 

 
 
 



The	Cultures	of	Reception	initiative 

• Goal:	support	collabora4ve	research	into	the	transatlan4c	
recep4on	and	readership	of	texts	by	women 

•  Begun	at	Brown	University	in	2010:	first	phases	included	
selec4ng,	sourcing,	&	gathering	data	on	the	texts	to	be	
transcribed;	se\ng	up	a	transcrip4on	interface;	and	a	
substan4al	amount	of	the	encoding	work	 

•  In	2013,	the	WWP	moved	to	Northeastern	University;	since	
then,	priori4es	have	been:	 

-  con4nuing	with	transcrip4on,	and	 
-  preparing	for	publica4on—data	cleanup	and	crea4ng	a	

publica4on	interface	 



The	Critical	Review	on	Maria	Edgeworth 

Source:	HathiTrust	 
http://hdl.handle.net/2027/njp.32101076402963 



Cultures	of	Reception	and	Women	
Writers	in	Review	 
•  690	texts	responding	to	
works	wriNen	or	
translated	by	women 

•  Literary	and	theatrical	
reviews,	publica4on	
no4ces,	textual	extracts	
&c. 

•  Published	between	1770	
and	1830	 

•  TEI-encoded	&	published	
through	the	Women	
Writers	in	Review	
interface 

 
 
 



Two	TEI	projects	focused	on	women’s	
texts 

Women	Writers	Online 

• First	published	1999 

• Substan4al	tagset	
(around	165	elements) 

• Designed	as	a	reading	
interface 

• Encoded	texts	are	very	
generically	&	
chronologically	diverse 

Women	Writers	in	Review	 
• First	published	2016	(very	
soon!) 

• More	limited	tagset 
•  Interface	foregrounds	
discovery	&	explora4on 

• Encoded	texts	tend	to	be	
brief,	represent	a	more	
constrained	set	of	genres	
&	publica4on	dates 



Publication	challenges	and	goals	 
Challenges: 
•  Substan4ally	increased	need	for	context	to	make	each	“review”	
useful	(i.e.,	not	just	the	publica4on	details	for	the	review	itself,	
but	also	those	for	the	authors	and	texts	being	discussed) 

•  Rela4ve	obscurity	of	transcribed	materials	(both	in	the	
likelihood	that	readers	would	look	for	individual	reviews	and	in	
their	authorship	and	4tles)	 

Goals:	 
•  Linking	between	authors	and	texts	in	both	interfaces 
• Making	the	reviews	discoverable	and	navigable:	easy	to	
explore	and	useful	for	research 

 



The	transcription	interface	 



The	transcription	interface:	tagging	
themes 



Transcription	architecture 

 
• Designed	to	get	encoders	of	all	skill	levels	working	with	liNle	
training 

•  CouchDB	backend 
l  NoSQL,	JSON-based	database 
l  Accessible	via	web	interface	or	HTTP	request 

•  BackboneJS	frontend 
l  Connected	to	CouchDB	API 
l  Contains	an	index	of	records	in	the	Couch	database 
l  Allows	users	to	edit	and	update	JSON	records 

 



JSON	records	in	Couch	DB 



Pre-publication	decisions:	XML 

 
•  Transcrip4ons	in	CouchDB	aren’t	XML	but	JSON	strings.	Well-
formedness	and	validity	aren’t	guaranteed. 

•  The	Women	Writers	Project	has	invested	much	of	its	
architecture	and	exper4se	into	XML	technologies,	especially	
TEI	encoding	and	XSLT. 

•  To	make	publica4on	of	transcrip4ons	easier,	we	should	convert	
the	reviews	from	JSON	records	to	TEI-encoded	XML	files. 

 



Pre-publication	decisions:	Metadata 

•  There	are	over	600	JSON	records	with	transcrip4ons. 
l  A	single	index	would	give	a	human	user	informa4on	
overload. 

l  A	human	user	would	find	more	value	in	browsing	reviews	in	
manageable	sets,	by	categories. 

•  Each	record	includes	a	variety	of	contextual	informa4on: 
l  Informa4on	on	the	record	itself	(such	as	date	last	edited), 
l  Informa4on	on	the	source	of	the	review,	oken	a	journal	or	
magazine, 

l  Informa4on	on	the	reviewed	author,	and 
l  Informa4on	on	the	reviewed	work	(including	the	probable	
edi4on	reviewed). 



The	Inspecter 

•  Most	of	the	exis4ng	metadata	was	serviceable,	but	prone	to	
inconsistency. 

•  Normalizing	the	metadata	manually	would	be	4resome	for	a	
human. 

Our	“robots”—XQueries	and	XSLT	report-makers—could	not	
easily	iden4fy	dis4nct	en44es	(misspelled	names,	pseudonyms,	
etc.). 
•  Instead,	we	decided	on	a	composite,	cyborg	approach. 



The	Inspecter:	Report	maker 

Women	Writers	Project 



The	Inspecter:	Ill-formedness	index 



Ill-formedness	report:	Editor 



The	Inspecter:	Ill-formedness	report 



JSON	to	TEI 
•  XQuery	turned	JSON	records	into	intermediate	XML. 
•  XSLT	transformed	each	record	into	TEI.	The	XSLT	also	did	a	
pass	where	it	tagged	the	new	TEI	for	poten4al	metadata	
problems,	that	we'd	eventually	fix	in	the	new	files. 

•  The	new	files	were	added	to	a	Subversion	repository	as	the	
new	canonical	records	for	the	reviews. 

•  The	combined	metadata	for	each	named	en4ty	was	then	
drawn	into	its	own	record	within	a	TEI	file	for	that	category	of	
en4ty. 



Sample	bibliography	entry 



Creating	display	titles 

• Most	reviews	are	anonymous	or	pseudonymous,	and	unlikely	
to	be	searched	by	their	4tles,	so	we	needed	to	give	each	one	
labels	that	would	be	useful	&	intelligible,	eg: 

1817-09:	The	Edinburgh	Magazine	on	Edgeworth’s	Comic	Dramas 
 
•  Both	sources	and	reviewed	works	tend	toward	the	verbose: 
A	View	of	Religions,	in	two	Parts.	Part	i.	Containing	an	AlphabeAcal	
Compendium	of	the	various	Religious	DenominaAons	which	have	appeared	in	
the	World,	from	the	beginning	of	the	ChrisAan	Æra	to	the	present	Day.	Part	ii.	
Containing	a	brief	Account	of	the	different	Schemes	of	Religion	now	embraced	
among	Mankind.	The	whole	collected	from	the	best	Authors,	ancient	and	
modern	 
 



For	example 



Women	Writers	in	Review:	Goals 

• Making	these	materials	easy	to	browse	and	search 
•  Providing	extensive	linking	among	texts	and	authors 
•  Suppor4ng	discovery	&	explora4on	 
• Offering	a	clean	and	readable	display	 
 
Helping	researchers	ask	ques4ons	like: 
• How	has	Hannah	Cowley	been	reviewed	in	Bri4sh	and	
American	periodicals? 

• What	changes	are	evident	in	the	BriAsh	CriAc	over	4me? 
• How	did	periodicals	in	this	period	discuss	ques4ons	of	women’s	
authorship? 



Women	Writers	in	Review:	
Components 



Visualizing	evaluations	over	time 

Prototype	visualiza;ons	created	by	Steven	Braun, 
Digital	Scholarship	Group,	Northeastern	University	Libraries 



THANK	YOU! 

wwp@northeastern.edu 
@Nuwwp 
wwp.northeastern.edu/review 
wwp.northeastern.edu/blog 


