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Abstract
The standardized description of collections is an important means for prioritizing collection
digitization on a supra-institutional level. Different organizational and systematic structures
prevent easy comparison of collections sizes and foci, in order to make informed decisions
on setting priorities and efficiently distributing tasks. In autumn 2018, the consortium of
German Natural Sciences Collections (DCOLL), consisting of seven natural history
collections holding institutions integrated as a National Research Infrastructure*1
performed a top-level description of the consortium's collections based on a subset of the
criteria defined by the One World Collection Working Group (OWC). OWC is based on an
initiative of the directors of the world's largest Natural Science Collections and aims at
making collections and ressource allocations comparable. Categories relating to the staff
structure of institutions were omitted, as those were considered sensitive and of little use
for the purpose. The survey focused on collection size and geographical distribution only.
Since some partners already had previously assembled the necessary data and since the
OWC criteria are based on a reasonably high level, allowing the integration of
heterogenous collections, the OWC dashboard presented an opportunity to achieve quick
standardized results. However, as one purpose of the survey was to support decisions on
the consortium's digitization strategy, arguably not the objective of OWC, a field to describe
the digitization rate had to be added. Another shortcoming of the OWC dashboard for this
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purpose was the difficulty in subsuming some important sub-collections into the given
criteria, namely digital collections (like animal sound archives) and non-biological or nongeological collections (e.g. historical objects and archives). On the positive side, the survey
proved to be very helpful to indicate the consortium's collection focus in comparison with
other institutions on an international level. This can provide valuable information for
establishing an integrated collection development and digitization strategy on a suprainstitutional level. It can be shown for example that 41% of the objects with origin from
Europe in Natural Science Collections are held by DCOLL. While it may be possible to
derive meaningful strategic goals from this information, it is a big challenge to implement
practical objectives based on the same criteria. From a bottom-up perspective the OWC
dashboard aggregates data, which were collected in a non-standardized form within
institutions across organizational structures. Increasing the granularity from this level will
result in an unreasonable effort. This presentation discusses the process of collecting
information based on the OWC criteria and will present the collection structure of DCOLL.
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Endnotes
*1

Members of the consortium are Botanischer Garten und Botanisches Museum (Berlin),
Deutsche Sammlung von Mikroorganismen und Zellkulturen (Braunschweig), Museum
für Naturkunde (Berlin), Senckenberg Gesellschaft für Naturforschung (Frankfurt),
Zoologisches Forschungsmuseum Alexander Koenig (Bonn), Staatliches Museum für
Naturkunde (Stuttgart), Staatliche Naturwissenschaftliche Sammlungen Bayerns
(München). The proposal is currently under revision by the German Ministry for
Education and Research for inclusion onto the Roadmap for Research Infrastructures.

