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This report outlines the activity of the CAD/BIM Taskforce (currently 10 members) from 
August 2015 through August 2017. Due to the lapse in providing these reports, this 
document aims to provide a comprehensive record of the initiatives and accomplishments 
of this subgroup of the Architectural Records Section. There are two sections, representing 
the calendar years of activity discussed. 
 
August 2015 - August 2016 
Starting shortly after the 2014 SAA Annual Meeting, the CAD/BIM Taskforce established a 
list of potential areas and topics the group could take on. This list included:  

1. Survey repositories with born-digital architectural holdings to determine what file 
formats institutions have and their current efforts 

2. Create a shared resource listing commonly encountered CAD file formats and 
software that is available for viewing and transforming them 

3. Checking PRONOM (and other file format identification tools) to determine which 
CAD file formats and versions are not currently in the database 

4. Gather sample files from group members and submit them to UK National Archives 
to be added to PRONOM 

5. Jointly lobby software vendors for open preservation licenses to software 
6. Reach out to non-archivist groups that are also working on CAD preservation (such 

as LOTAR) to share knowledge 
7. Create a shared list of groups and resources to keep an eye on (i.e. environmental 

monitoring) 
 
From this list two working groups were created take on the work surveying repositories’ 
digital design records, and an advocacy group to explore how archivists and SAA could 
develop partnerships around digital design records.  
 
Two surveys were administered during the 2015- 2016 year. The first, was developed and 
administered by Aliza Leventhal in December 2015, to active firm archivists to understand 
the design software files and holdings within that setting. The second was developed and 
administered in April 2016 by the survey group, consisting of Emily Vigor, Sam Winn, 
Gwyneth Thayer, Jody Thompson, Tim Walsh, Chris Marino, and Aliza Leventhal, solicited 
responses from the  Architectural Records Roundtable’s listserv. Of the 400+ listserv  and 
received 89 responses from archivists, librarians, educators and practicing architects. The 
results of this survey provided valuable insight into the trends of software types that have 
already made their way into the archives, and the concerns respondents have to the 
long-term access to the born-digital records. These results are were contextualized by the 
first survey to identify what software were in active firms but had not yet made their way 
into institutional repositories. The information gathered from this survey gave the CAD/BIM 

https://www2.archivists.org/sites/all/files/20160508_SurveyResultsDigitalDesignHoldings.pdf


Taskforce a powerful tool to engage the larger community in conversations at the 2016 SAA 
Annual Conference meeting around digital design records entering collections.  
 
The advocacy group met monthly through conference calls to discuss the issues that 
archivists needed engage software vendors, allied organizations, and regulating bodies to 
strategically address the long-term access and preservation of digital design files.  
 
August 2016 - August 2017 
 
After presenting the survey results at the 2016 Annual Meeting the CAD/BIM Taskforce 
reviewed our priorities for the next year and decided to focus on two initiatives:  

1. Follow up interviews with survey respondents 
2. Begin developing a glossary of digital design software  

 
The first effort was undertaken by a team of five: Suzanne Noruschat, Yale University; Molly 
Tighe, Chatham University; Pamela Casey, Columbia University; Emily Vigor, University of 
California, Berkeley; and Aliza Leventhal, Sasaki. The project’s intention was to provide more 
qualitative information around the questions asked by the 2016 survey. The results of the 13 
interviews were conducted from February-April 2017 were presented by Noruschat and 
Casey at the Research Forum of SAA’s Annual Meeting. Their presentation, Asks and 
Answers: Interviews with Archivists on Born-Digital Design Records, was part of a larger section 
of the Forum entitled Architectural Records and Innovation that indicated that there is an 
increase in research and interest in architectural and design records.  
 
The major takeaways of archivists’ concerns and needs from this research are:  
1. Need to understand what donor documentation we should be gathering 
2. Need for training and understanding of basic competencies for archivists with 

design software 
3. Concerns about software preservation (vs migration) and accessing legacy 

proprietary software 
4. Internal and external advocacy for these needs and resource allocation 
5. How can we develop an understanding of future research interests? 

The glossary working group was also a small group of volunteers: Tim Walsh, Canadian 
Centre of Architecture; Chris Marino, University of California, Berkeley; Pamela Casey, 
Columbia University; Aliza Leventhal, Sasaki; and Leilani Dawson, Wildlife Conservation 
Society. This group developed a robust list of design software ranging from modeling, 
scripting, animation, and rendering; as well as the types of information about the history and 
functionality of those programs that archivists would benefit from knowing about. The 
group divided up the list of 21 software to research the version releases, functionality 
updates, intention and uses for each type of software. The early output of this work was 
briefly shared at the Architectural Record Section’s meeting at the 2017 SAA Annual 



Meeting, as well as in the meeting minutes over the listserv following that meeting.  

The glossary will continue to develop, as it currently consists of three mostly finished 
reference sheets. The resource is intended to be a dynamic document stored on the 
Section’s SAA-hosted website, and updated as new information or software are identified.  

 

 

 


