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Introduction

In digital-native disciplines such as the Digital Humanities
(DH), scholarly exchange is not restricted to peer-reviewed jour-
nals and academic book series. Instead, it is naturally occurring
in blogs, Git repositories, pre-prints, video tutorials, podcasts, on
social media or on other discourse spaces the web 2.0 and 3.0. of-
fers. This is especially the case for sharing critical reflections and
know-how on tools and methods.

Acknowledging the richness of such rapidly evolving born-di-
gital scholarly discourse spaces, there is a need to establish filte-
ring and trust building mechanisms towards the openly available
content hidden in them (see also Eve 2020, Nyhan 2020, Fitzpa-
trick 2011). Leveraging on expert community curation, OpenMe-
thods is a platform to establish such filtering and trust-building
mechanisms.

In our workshop, we invite arts and humanities scholars at all
career stages and from various disciplinary or geographical back-
grounds to explore the OpenMethods metablog as an innovative
publication forum and to strengthen the representation of traditio-
nally underrepresented languages and actors in Digital Humanities
(see e.g. Horvath 2021) - particularly non-Anglophone, under-re-
sourced languages (such as languages with non-Latin scripts) or
female tool-makers - on the platform in particular and in the Di-
gital Humanities discourse in general.

Our aims are:

•   To share know-how on innovative filtering, curation and pu-
blication methods for born-digital content (PressForward, Ta-
DiRAH)

•   To offer reproducible solutions to set up a content curation
platform and workflow similar to OpenMethods

•   To strengthen evaluation frameworks around born-digital
scholarly output types such as methodological descriptions,
tools, video tutorials

•   To increase the representation of traditionally underrepresen-
ted languages and actors in Digital Humanities

What is OpenMethods?

The OpenMethods metablog provides a platform to bring to-
gether all formats of Open Access content in different languages
about methods and tools in DH to spread the knowledge and raise
peer recognition for them. In addition to research papers and book
chapters, this includes publications in the broadest possible sense,
with inclusiveness on content types that remain invisible from for-
mal research assessment, such as blogs and preprints, or multime-
dia content such as tutorials, videos or podcasts.

The metablog approach entails that members of the OpenMe-
thods Editorial Team select already published content proposed
by Community Volunteers and materials of their own choice to
be highlighted on OpenMethods (see Engelhardt et al. 2017 for a
more detailed description). Topics of interest are descriptions of
methods and tools, tool and methods critique, as well as practical
and theoretical reflections about how and why humanities research
is conducted digitally and how the increasing influence of digital
methods and tools changes scholarly attitudes and scientific prac-
tices of humanities research.

The OpenMethods platform is intentionally interdisciplinary
and multilingual, aiming to showcase the richness of DH dis-
courses as they take shape in different regional, national and lan-
guage communities. The group of DH experts, known as the Open-
Methods Editorial Team, currently comprises 30 editors from 14
countries who can cover almost 20 languages.

Content nomination is open to anyone (via Twitter or via the
nomination tool on the OpenMethods platform) and external col-
laborators such as Digital Humanities students are welcome to be
listed on the OpenMethods website as such. As a second step, Edi-
torial Team members comment on, filter and curate the nomina-

tions and select them based on our criteria.1 . Successful entries
are not only republished on the platform but also are categorized
with the Taxonomy of Digital Research Activities in the Arts and
Humanities (TaDiRAH) (Borek et al. 2016, Borek et al. 2021) and
are complemented with a short introduction in English in which
one of the Editorial Team members explains the value and rele-
vance of the contribution.

Description of the edit-a-thon (for-
mat and outline)

Structure:

1.  Introduction to OpenMethods (concept, workflows, people,
tools behind the platforms) - 30 minutes

2.  Question and answer session - 10 minutes
3.  Participants nominate content to be highlighted on OpenMe-

thods using the OpenMethods nomination tool (key topical
areas: non-English content and female toolmakers, see above)
- 30 minutes

Break

1.  Discussion on evaluation criteria for methodological and tool
descriptions and documentation practices (and mapping the
conclusions against Open Methods’ evaluation guidelines) -
30 minutes
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2.  Commenting on the nominations (minimal review, using
PressForward, either in small groups or individually) - 30 mi-
nutes

3.  Deliberation (reflection on the comments) - 20 minutes

Break

1.  Creation of publications and publication prototypes: writing
introductions to the successful nominations and publishing
them on the OpenMethods platform - 40 minutes

2.  Wrap-up, takeaways, reflections - 10-15 minutes

In total: 4 hours, including breaks.
The resulting publications will be visible and citable through

the GoTRIPLE , a multilingual discovery platform for the social
sciences and humanities, too.

Target audience

Digital Humanists all career stages, with all disciplinary back-
grounds, from all geographical regions.

Notes

1. https://openmethods.dariah.eu/guidelines-for-editorial-team/
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