


Goal:

How does the landscape of the web and webarchiving in 
The Netherlands look like and what is the role of the 
Koninklijke Bibliotheek – National Library of The 
Netherlands in webarchiving?

What are the obstacles of webarchiving in The 
Netherlands  and how does the national library deal with 
this, how can we improve our work?

What can we learn from the Dutch landscape as web 
archivists and researchers of the web?



The Dutch national web domain
(1992-2017)
.nl country code Top Level Domain: 1986

Website of Nikhef, 1992, 
3th website in the world

Dutch web, mid-1994

General characteristics: 
1. early and innovative, fast-growing
2. local or regional, neither centralised, nor one 
center
3. less attention to heritage (similar to other 
institutions…)



.NL-domain names: 5.777.777 million (13-10-2017)

-
KB NL Web Archive
13,000 sites = 0.16 %

Dutch national 
domain:
+/- 8 million 
sites
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Selectie







Comparison of web archives 

DH Benelux, Utrecht,  3-7 July 2017

Institution
(Figures from early 2016)

Start web 
archiving

Domain 
crawl
Yes/No

Sites 
crawled 
selectively

Size 
archive in 
TB

Size of  ccTLD: domain
| number of sites

Persons 
involved

FTE Legal 
deposit

Koninklijke Bibliotheek 
(The Netherlands)

2007 no 10.000 22,5 .nl  5.623.823 2  1,3 No

British Library 2005 yes 15.102 27,8 .uk 10.000.000 8  8,0 Yes

Bibliothèque Nationale de 
France

2004 yes 273.416 567,0 .fr  2.500.000 90 2,5 Yes

Netarchive.dk 2005 yes 50.000 42.7 .dk  1.314.058 20  4,5 Yes

Bibliothèque nationale de 
Luxembourg

2016 yes 100 14 .lu 90.000 2 1,5 Yes

Belgium: 
PROMISE project

2017-8? t.b.c. t.b.c t.b.c .be 1.573.331 5 2.5 Yes











Harvesting: 
what do we 
preserve?

   

Heritrix version 1.14.1
+ Webcurator Tool
+ opt-out mailer (together hard to 
upgrade)







• Special webcollections

Selectie

Some collections:
Netherlands in WW I
Premier league football
Dutch Santa Claus
Plane crash MH17
500 years Reformation
(Former) monastries
Frisian websites (Frisian 
language, Frisian territory)

IIPC– collections
(legal issues!)



Other Dutch webcollections

Selectie

Thematic or regional collections, no national collection (only Frisian)
In total 3,000 archived websites (KB: 13,000, 16,000 country wide)
Few resources per collection
Different crawl strategies, techniques





How to improve? Special webcollection Dutch 
webarchaeology: 
find the pearls before 2007, esp. 90’s

Casus: Euronet 
provider user sites



Unique find: data and statistics from 1997, 1998 and 2005.
(Almost like a domain crawl of euronet.nl)

• Amount of user sites in 
1998, 2005, 2006;

• Description of content and 
data;

• User statistics;
• Exact URL, user name.



Hard to crawl due to 
bad construction of sites



Legal issues of web archaeology

Problems:
•No contact address: opt-out
•“Digital dementia”: owner does not 
want to be associated with past content.
•No legal means to obtain material
•Neither owners, nor provider 
interested in preserving heritage.

. 







Post-truth web collection
• Context of “truth” (internal / external link structure), 

fakenews
• Historic sources as building blocks for academic studies
• Archived website or at least data (web sphere!)
• Coöperation with academics: actual trends
• Prevent Post-History period



•  

IssueCrawler of Digital Methods Initiative
https://www.issuecrawler.net/

Link analysis 
as important as
webarchiving



 
•  

IssueCrawler of Digital Methods Initiative
https://www.issuecrawler.net/

Link analysis 
as important as
webarchiving



Conclusion

• Webarchiving differs in each country due to local culture and 
legal circumstances (similar to libraries and archives): it is 
important to take this phenomen in account when web archiving 
and doing research

• The Netherlands: locally organised, all web archives are in fact 
special collections, no central collection, therefore national 
coöperation is needed

• All relatively small collections, but with much local expertise and 
devotion.

• Selection policy have to be reviewed every 5 years: but also in 
retrospective: permanent web archaeology

• Special collections are good to unite local efforts nationally and 
to focus selective crawls for past, present and future 
webarchiving.
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