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Feeling fenced in by CONTENTdm
We were looking for:
● Better discovery and usability
● Ability to configure user interface
● Accessibility, including closed captioning
● Flexibility and reuse of assets within the system
● Interoperability, moving content in and out of the system

Quartex offered:
● Ease of use on all levels
● Ability to edit, design, and customize our own pages
● Transcription of audio, video, and handwritten texts
● Exhibits and curated collections





Can Quartex make our DAM grass greener?

Key advantages of closed captions in Quartex:
● Active role in software development process.
● Functional upgrades to caption editing software.



https://docs.google.com/file/d/1m35I6ppuvPnscXr7n-pgM8PpCktv_RKt/preview


Systems and Metadata

Good fences make good neighbors



Field definitions based on:
1) CONTENTdm legacy data
2) Envisioned Quartex needs
3) Eye toward eventual linked 

data enrichment

The timeline to meet 
instructional needs 
dictated that the draft 
metadata ingest 
became the final 
decisions



Fields can be configured at 3 levels:  Document (i.e. Object), Image and Section. 
Controlled Vocabularies then have their own validation rules and decision points



Mapping CONTENTdm fields to a Quartex structure

● Constraints
○ 2 weeks original deadline
○ No access files

● Acquired access files from CONTENTdm
● Planned to upload those JP2 files directly to AM Quartex



Metadata wrangling





Like a good neighbor, don’t throw a trash 
bag filled with files into your neighbor’s 
DAM yard



Special Collections Migration
Initial Plan

● Constraints
○ 2 weeks original deadline
○ No access files

● Acquired access files from CONTENTdm
● Planned to upload those JP2 files directly to AM Quartex





Revised Plan

● Deadline to lose CONTENTdm access extended to 2 months
● Decided to create our own access files:

○ Inventory our assets
○ Normalize identifiers (e.g., LARC0001 becomes LARC_0001)
○ Convert to JPEG2000

● Spreadsheets to divide test assets, high priority assets, and 
repositories (e.g., Labor Archives, University Archives) to track file 
ingest, QC, metadata ingest, etc.





Ingest

● Identifier = Document ID
○ Links asset with metadata
○ Does not require page-level 

metadata to create a 
compound object

● Upload a combination of 
simple or compound objects 
and PDFs

● Some issues uploading 
compound assets





What would we do differently? Implications for future migrations

● Don’t perform a migration in 2 weeks.
● JPEG for access

○ Easy to convert from TIFF
○ Smaller
○ Universal

● Own your access copies. Have them clean and well-organized.



SFSU Quartex Discovery Layer

[insert funny DAM metaphor]


