

TRACES companion	Minutes Editorial Board	6.4.18/mh,mp

Editorial Board Meeting on Concept #2

These are the minutes of the March 2018 ad-hoc Skype meeting of the editorial board about Companion Concept #2. Thanks to all who made it at short notice.

	Date
	26. March 2018

	Time
	13:00 -14:17

	Participants
	Anna Szoeke WP5 & CCP4 - Gisela Hagmair WP7 - Klaus Schönberger WP4 & WP7 - Marion Hamm and Melanie Proksch WP4 - Nora Landkammer WP3 - Roma Sendyka CCP2 - Suzana Milevska WP1 - Tal Adler WP1, WP5 & CCP4  

	Excused
	Francesca Lanz WP6 - Alenka Pirman CCP3 - Arnd Schneider WP2 - Julie Dawson CCP1 - Karin Schneider WP3 - Martin Krenn CCP5

	Minutes by
	Marion Hamm, Melanie Proksch



Minutes
	Item
	Notes and Discussion
	Response & Action

	Structure
	· Structure is a good starting point
· concerns about strict division of chapters
· for some CCPs, more contributions are mentioned in this concept than others
· a few things aren’t properly articulated in the concept
	· Possibility to change when contributions are more advanced
· Variable structure, can be changed depending on the contributions - variable structure
· Concept is open to formats and contents. Authors will indicate in which part to place their contributions, and/or editors will fit them in.
· some open space left

	Relation between chapters
	· How to distinguish part 4 (Practices of Critical Articulation) and part 5 (Audiences/Transmisson)
	· Part 4 collects a variety of practices in the teams (institution-artist-scientist-triangle) on a practical level, including some that include audience work.
· Part 5 focusses on audience work and (un-)learning specifically

	Clarification on contributions
	· Clarification needed about WP1 contributions. How does Companion relate to the Catalogue of final exhibition? 
· CCPs need to deliver contributions to several publications (WP1, WP2, WP4, others?)
	· WP1 to deliver a chapter in part 1, catalogue can be referenced.
· Gisi will collect all expectations towards the CCPs needed for all TRACES publications

	Multiple use
	· Extended or shortened versions of contributions  published in other e-books/ books can be used for TRACES companion
	· Companion is not a strictly scientific publication - it’s possible to ‚re-use‘ material to avoid too much work 

	Input / Content
	· Concept leaves little room for exhibitions, experiences of exhibition-makers / making should be included in the concept
· possible contributions as self-reflexive pieces 
· different formats possible (including already written material)
	· possible contributions on exhibition experiences (as a collage?) – which part?
· Specific experiences can have general relevance. Contributions should bring this out.
· Who will be responsible for collecting? Roma offered to help. To be clarified with Marion via Skype.

	Timeframe
	· concerns about the time-table
· set dates in order to stimulate the dialogue 
	· extended deadline for submitting abstracts, shortcuts, drafts, descriptions…: 12th of April to be used for book proposal to publisher)
· report about status of publication for steering committee-meeting 15th of April
· public & editorial board meeting: Doodle for the week between 16th & 19th of April

	Editorial Workshop
	· due to exhibitions in summer the date is not yeat fixed.
· wait until proposals arrived to see what the workshop is needed for 
· what kind of format should be offered?
	· to be set up in the end of summer/begin of autumn
· all contributions need to be delivered in October (due to layout). Very few exceptions possible if abstract, number of words and images is provided.

	Distinction to Arnd’s Publication
	· Distinction between Companion and WP2 publication to be clarified. Can WP2 hybrid records be re-used for Companion Intro Section “research settings” on CCPs?
	· Format of Intro sections to be clarified and communicated by editors in exchange with CCPs and Arnd.





	New Suggestions for Contributions
These contributions were mentioned during the Skype session

	CCP1
	did not attend meeting

	CCP2
	· Wojtek Wilczyk on „Description of Photography as a Medium“
· Focus on exhibition rather than absent population - a self-reflection to sum up the experience as exhibition-makers; in concrete: theoretical checking of „Interrogative Museums“. Possibly Roma could investigate with other exhibition makers. Support from WP4.

	CCP3
	Alenka via e-mail:
· work on the position of artist in relation to TRACES remit (Possibility to include overall CCPs experiences? The preceding section?)
· Needs more thought on collective section (illustrative and interactive elements?)? With a view to open formats from CCP3 experience
· Photography: Jani Pirnat and his collaboration with the museum’s photographer interesting (experimental session questioning the medium)

	CCP4
	5 Contributions (which will be realised?)
· will discuss in team how to contribute to Roma’s exhibition-suggestion
· Tal & John? on theoretical research based approach on photography (shorter version of already published peer-reviewed article )
· Anna: Proposal for Chapter on audiences

	CCP5
	did not attend meeting

	WP1
	· Suzana submits a 3000 word theoretical contribution

	WP2
	Arnd via e-mail; did not attend meeting
· short reflective pieces on their work (1500 - 2000 words) including ethnographic 	perspective (shorter versions of their publication’s contribution)
· maybe Aglaia Kempinski on Leone Continis work???

	WP3
	· hosts/coordinator/conveyor for contributions for Chapter 5
· suggestion for new name Chapter 5: „Experiences of (Un-) Learning“

	WP4
	no additional news

	WP5
	· Tal Adler on CCP-Concept from coordinators point of view

	WP6
	no news

	WP7
	no news




Agenda
1. [bookmark: _GoBack]Welcome
1. Factual questions and clarifications
1. General feedback round on the six main parts (Intro + settings, concepts, co-production, practices of articulation, audiences/’transmission’, Europe). Does the concept accommodate the points we want to make? Is something missing?
1. Brief discussion of each part to improve the general descriptions
1. Open brainstorm: Ideas on appropriate format for the research settings (creative, conventional, very brief, visual/text mix … )
1. Collection: possible illustrating and interactive elements
1. Next board meeting
1. Other points
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