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Broadly speaking, I am interested in how experts in a specific domains (and humanities scholars in 
particular) use information in their daily work and in designing interactive systems that support that 
work. I approach these questions as a computer scientist who has worked principally in the areas of 
digital libraries and designing interactive systems. 

Annotation and notetaking (I’ll refer to these distinct concepts as annotation, for simplicity) are a key 
part of the scholarly process, more so in the humanities than in any other discipline. Individual scholars 
develop their own distinctive strategies for capturing notes and annotating source material intentionally 
and reflectively. Often these strategies are informed by formal disciplinary training, informal instruction 
during their graduate program or the prescribed practices of a particular project. The process of 
annotating material is central to scholars’ day-to-day work.  

Understanding how annotation supports the creative practices of humanities scholarship and moving 
from that understanding to designing tools to support this process more effectively is a major research 
interest for me. This research agenda can be sub-grouped into three main areas: 

• Day-to-day work flow and knowledge formation: Work in the humanities depends on scholars 
developing  a deeply internalized understanding of a specific area of focus and the surrounding 
ecosystem of related work. Annotation plays a key role in the knowledge formation both as a 
tool to support reflection in action and as a means of recording and recalling key concepts and 
ideas that cannot be committed to memory. 

• The writing process: Annotations are a central tool, perhaps the central tool, in the practice of 
scholarly writing. The initial annotation process is often (though by no means always) governed 
and informed by a specific writing process that provides focus for what the scholar annotates 
and how those annotations are captured. Moreover, annotations and notes are key artifacts 
used in the composition of the product produced for publication and are referenced throughout 
the writing process. 

• Dissemination and use of annotations: Annotations in this sense are typically idiosyncratic and 
personal. Scholars often feel that their annotations are not helpful to other because they would 
be too hard to understand. Despite this difficulty, for special collections and archives the 
annotations of key figures are a specifically sought after item. Scholars are interested in these 
annotations in order to develop a deeper understanding of a particular published work among a 
myriad of other reasons. Sharing annotations and notes may be an important part of 
collaboration as scholars consult with their colleagues. Moreover, for some people and fields 
(archaeology and anthropology, for instance)  annotations are a key artifact of the scholarly 
process that require preservation and specific consideration of how they should or should not 
be disseminated.  



Scholarly (and non-scholarly) annotation is not new. In addition to designing systems that better support 
scholarly annotation, I am also interested in how scholars study, document and record annotations in 
primary source material (e.g., ancient manuscripts, personal annotations in historical books). What tools 
can we build to support the analysis of this historical material and to document the presence and nature 
of annotations. 

 I am interested in this workshop because I would like to develop a better understanding of Open 
Annotation and to learn how it can be used as an enabling technology to support research in these areas 
to design and build interoperable applications. 

 


