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In this document we will present the different open source packages we have evaluated during 
interviews. These are evaluated against the functional specification (see 
http://www.paulscholten.eu/public/paulscholten/media/file/pdfbestanden/FinalFunctionalSpecification-
versie%206-20130208-1430.pdf) to see if the functionalities are (partly) fulfilled.

We have evaluated some of the software that would come to mind when looking at these 
functionalities.

We have installed the open source packages, each on a different port on a webserver. This helped in the 
discussion about how things should work, because we can now see if and how some of the 
functionalities are fulfilled. It is also easier to see how things work by seeing them on the screen, 
instead of the written text of a functionality. 

We have evaluated seven different open source packages:
1. Wordpress
2. MediaWiki
3. Open Journal System
4. Commentpress (a wordpress theme for commenting paragraph by paragraph)
5. Digress.it (a wordpress theme for commenting paragraph by paragraph)
6. Annotum (a wordpress theme for open-source, open-process, open-access scholarly authoring 

and publishing)
7. Edit flow (a wordpress plugin)

1. Wordpress

WordPress has evolved to be used as full content management system and so much more through the 
thousands of plugins, widgets, and themes. We have taken a look at the general workings of Wordpress; 
page creation and editing, sidebars, menu creation and the use of different themes and plugins. We have 
found this particularly helpful in our process of finding suitable software, we can make different 
menus, navigate through the pages and get a general feel of the workings.

One of the plugins was 
“Table of Contents Plus“ 
(http://wordpress.org/exte
nd/plugins/table-of-
contents-plus/), which 
can be seen in the picture 
above on the left side. 
This plugin can also be 
placed in-article instead 
of the sidebar. The plugin 
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makes a table of content for each heading in the text. This can be used to navigate to the specific 
heading in the text.

2. MediaWiki

We have looked at MediaWiki (http://www.mediawiki.org/wiki/MediaWiki), which is a free software 
open source wiki package originally used for Wikipedia. 

We have evaluated the 
general workings of 
MediaWiki rather quickly 
and disqualified it as 
something in which the 
content of the website could 
be written. It does not have 
a built-in WYSIWYG-
editor (an editor with the 
principle 'What You See Is 
What You Get', so the editor 
of a page does not have to work with any kind of codes, but can type the text and insert the make-up of 
the text through buttons, like in Microsoft Word). The menu creation and layout of MediaWiki has a 
steeper learning curve than Wordpress.

3. Open Journal System

We have evaluated 
OJS and the 
different roles 
within OJS. We 
have seen, by 
logging in as 
different users with 
the different roles 
that this could be a 
useful open source 
package when 
creating an online 
journal. 

4. Commentpress

We have looked at 
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Commentpress for its ability to comment next to a text written in the wordpress editor. This can be 
useful in our case when creating translations where the right side (the translated text) is open for 
discussion (see picture) and can be commented on. The side-by-side showing of the original text and 
translation can be made to only be able to comment on the right side by making the left side “just text” 
and the right side a “paragraph”. This has to do with the workings of Commentpress, which only makes 
paragraphs commentable.

Commentpress has the ability to use Crossref. This is a citation system that uses DOI's (Digital Object 
Identifiers) to automate / facilitate citation management. 

5. Digress.it

The Digress.it plugin 
fulfills the same 
functionality as the 
Commentpress theme. 
The side-by-side has 
been achieved by 
making each 
commentable 
paragraph as a separate 
table.

6. Annotum

Annotum is a theme 
that allows for  open-
source, open-process, 
open-access scholarly 
authoring and 
publishing. We have 
made an article and 
have seen how the 
administrator can 
approve a text and 
publish it. The PDF 
will be automatically 
created.



7. Edit flow

Edit flow aims to make it much easier for your team to collaborate within WordPress. Custom statuses 
can be assigned to an article. Edit flow 
has “Calendar” and “Story Budget” 
modules, which do not seem particularly 
useful for now for the DPSP project.

Conclusions

The software we have evaluated partly overlaps with the software analyzed and summarized in “Open 
Review: A Study of Contexts and Practices” (http://mediacommons.futureofthebook.org/mcpress/open-
review/files/2012/06/MediaCommons_Open_Review_White_Paper_final.pdf). 

We can fully agree with the conclusions presented in this report, especially the conclusion in 4.3 
“Building from big pieces”, which describes a fair amount of custom coding in combination with 
Wordpress (and plugins/themes) and Open Journal System.

When we look at the open source software we have described in this document, we can imagine a 
working system composed of a mix of the functionalities provided. As seen in the functional 
specification, the general functionalities needed for the DPSP website are:

1. Providing information pages about Paul Scholten and the project
2. Bring online the already published works of Paul Scholten in all languages in which they are 

available (Main Sources).
3. Create with the help of public an English translation of General Part, through online side by 

side comparison of the English, French and Dutch texts.
4. Create with the help of public new texts which are relevant for the DPSP-research by posting 
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drafts and  research questions.
5. Publish the results of the DPSP- research (finalized texts, selected contributive reactions, 

reviewing summaries and editorial decisions)  in the DPSP Annotations.
6. Archive proceedings of the DPSP-research.
7. Submit new initiatives
8. News
9. Registration of open access

We conclude that the functionalities 
1., 2., 7., 8., 9. can be fulfilled by Wordpress
3., 4. can be fulfilled by Commentpress or Digress.it
5. can be partly fulfilled by Annotum or Edit flow and fully fulfilled by Open Journal System (OJS) or 
a mix of both.
6. can not been fulfilled by any of the open source software we have evaluted. We have also noted that, 
if no comments, articles or drafts are withdrawn or edited, we have no need for an archive, because 
everything is still available online, in the same way as it was published the first time. This is only the 
case in the beginning, when we don't yet have the need to clean up the comments, articles or drafts. We 
conclude that the functionality of a general archive in which 'snapshots' of the different components are 
visible is something that should be custom built by the developer.

We also concluded that MediaWiki is not suitable for our needs

It is still unclear how much a combination of the open source software mentioned could be a complete 
solution. Would we still need to use programs like Word? Could we use software as Anthologize 
(http://anthologize.org/) to provide for the layout of the book or journal?

Further notes

In this phase, we have only looked at the functionalities specified in the Functional specification which 
can be fulfilled by using these open source software. If we were to build such a combination of 
software packages, careful thought should be put into the collaboration between these packages on the 
following issues:

• Interchangeability of the software 
for example if we have chosen for Commentpress as providing the paragraph by paragraph 
comments functionality, how easy would it be to change it to Digress.it?

• Uniform layout
each software package (which in our case are usually Wordpress themes) provides its own 
layout, how could we make sure the layout is uniform and maintainable (stored and used in one 
location)

• Upgradeability
if we were to change the different software packages, are we still able to make use of the 
upgrades provided by the plugin / theme developer?

• User management
if we would use a combination of different software packages, a login / password for each of 
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them is needed, could we make this easier?
• Security
• Performance 

Further steps

A working prototype is needed to test the concept and processes involved. To start developing, the 
following steps are needed:

• Developer and DPSP agree on functionalities present in a working prototype
The initial working prototype should be as minimal as possible, while still providing the core 
functionality. 

• Developer creates technical specification of the working prototype

• Developer implements the working prototype

After these steps, the working prototype is evaluated and additional features can be added.
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