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Abstract
William Blake’s works survive across editorial editions, illuminated-book copy records, image archives, museum catalogues, public-domain
text repositories, and bibliographic finding aids. That dispersion makes “coverage” difficult to audit unless the denominator, evidence class,
and source authority are explicit. We present blake, a reproducible 7-phase pipeline for building, auditing, analyzing, and visualizing a
target-aware Blake corpus. The pipeline is organized around a versioned canonical ledger of 104 work-level targets. It joins Blake Archive
identifiers grounded in the ledger and GitHub TEI inventories with local acquisition records, validated fallback text evidence, opportunistic
live Archive metadata enrichment, source checks, rights notes, and generated figures. The design separates three claims that computational
literary corpora can otherwise blur: representation of a work-level target, complete local evidence for that target, and downstream descriptive
analysis over the available modalities.
The saved run contains 340 source-backed local work records and 1855 local image records. It represents 102 of 104 ledger targets (98.1%)
and fully satisfies the required text/image evidence profile for 90 targets (86.5%); 12 targets remain partial and 2 remain missing. The
text-bearing subset contains 156 works and 216878 words. The visual layer records 94 works with image evidence, 94 works with image-
depth rows, 2536 resolved Archive object candidates, and 1855 downloaded object images across 3 source-authority tiers. Joint text-image
diagnostics are available for 33 works. The local analysis ledger reports 340/340 works analyzed with 0 recorded analysis errors.
The contribution is an auditable corpus-governance method, not a claim to have completed or exhaustively analyzed Blake’s works. Every
reported coverage count, acquisition result, provenance note, missing-evidence candidate, source-audit result, text metric, visual diagnostic,
and figure statistic is regenerated from saved artifacts. Manual scholarship and source leads remain review candidates until they pass
exact-title/source validation, attribution, checksum, rights metadata, and regenerated coverage gates. The title-page image is generated and
recorded as visual interpretation, not as Archive evidence, museum evidence, or a Blake object.
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1 Introduction: Making Blake Coverage Measurable
Computational work on William Blake faces a bibliographic problem before any interpretation begins. The William Blake Archive is treated
here as the principal public scholarly digital base for editorial metadata, TEI transcriptions, facsimile-oriented identifiers, copy structures,
and object references [Eaves et al., 1996, Eaves, 1997, Eaves et al., 1999, 2002, Viscomi, 2002, Jones, 2006, Crawford and Levy, 2017,
Fox and Fletcher, 2018, Whitson and Whittaker, 2013]. That literature matters because the Archive is not merely a file host: it is a
long-running scholarly edition and relational environment for works, copies, objects, texts, images, and editorial decisions [Reed, 2014, Fox
and Fletcher, 2018]. Printed catalogues, editions, and visual scholarship supply broader authority for title histories, copy relations, textual
canon boundaries, and image/object classes [Bentley, 1977, 1995, 2004, Butlin, 1981, Bindman, 1978, Essick, 1980, Erdman, 1988, Viscomi,
1993, Phillips, 2000]. Project Gutenberg, Wikisource, the Internet Archive, museum catalogues, HathiTrust, and finding lists add useful
corroboration, but their holdings and identifiers do not align cleanly with Blake bibliography, copy history, or the Archive’s object model.
A corpus that simply reports what it downloaded can therefore look more complete than it is.
The central design choice in blake is to make completeness a measured object rather than a mood of confidence. The system declares a
pipeline-canonical target ledger, profile canonical, version 2026-06-22, with 104 work-level entries. Every acquired work is matched back to
that ledger, and every ledger target is classified as present, partial, missing, duplicate, or unverified. The reported run holds 340 local works,
represents 102 ledger targets (98.1%), and reaches full required evidence for 90 targets (86.5%). That difference matters: representation
means that a target has local work evidence, while full presence requires the expected text and image evidence declared by the ledger. The
same distinction applies within source evidence: Archive-primary records, validated fallback text, and corroborating or legacy records remain
visibly tiered rather than flattened into a single undifferentiated “source” field.
This paper therefore reports a target-aware local acquisition run, not a complete Blake corpus. The remaining 12 partial targets and 2
missing targets are part of the result. They are not treated as incidental defects outside the narrative; they are surfaced in the manifest,
tables, figures, and a missing-evidence search report. The manuscript also distinguishes generated visual design from evidentiary images:
the cover is a generated Blakean interpretation with recorded provenance, while corpus images are tied to acquisition metadata. When
the opt-in Archive image mirror is used, image coverage is reported as object-depth evidence rather than as a vague claim to “all images.”
This stance follows the reproducibility norms of computational research [Peng, 2011, Sandve et al., 2013, Wilson et al., 2014] and the FAIR
emphasis on explicit, reusable provenance [Wilkinson et al., 2016].

1.1 Related Work: Blake Editions, Digital Corpus Methods, and Representativeness Risks
This project sits at the intersection of Blake bibliography, digital scholarly editing, and corpus design. Blake’s work-level and object-
level boundaries are mediated by catalogues, editions, visual records, and illuminated-book scholarship rather than by file availability
alone [Bentley, 1977, Butlin, 1981, Bindman, 1978, Viscomi, 1993]. The William Blake Archive gives the corpus a stable public digital
environment, but the project is not itself a replacement for an archive, scholarly edition, database, catalogue raisonne, or thematic research
collection; those terms name different scholarly objects and responsibilities [Price, 2009, Sahle, 2016, McGann, 1991, McKenzie, 1999]. The
same distinction matters for source leads. The Morgan Library’s Pickering Manuscript pages are source-owned and page-level, whereas
the Blake/An Illustrated Quarterly Four Zoas bibliography and article index are scholarship controls rather than corpus evidence [The
Morgan Library & Museum, 2021, 2026, Blake/An Illustrated Quarterly, 2026b,a]. At the same time, the target-ledger method follows
corpus-linguistic work on design criteria and representativeness, where the evidentiary value of a corpus depends on declared inclusion rules,
sampling assumptions, and a visible denominator rather than raw size [Atkins et al., 1992, Biber, 1993, McEnery and Hardie, 2012]. Digital-
literary-history and data-modeling scholarship further motivate the distinction between represented, partial, missing, and fully evidenced
targets: data are constructed by modeling choices, and digitized availability is not the same thing as literary representativeness [McCarty,
2005, Flanders and Jannidis, 2019, Pechenick et al., 2015, Bode, 2018, Piper, 2018, Underwood, 2019].
Collections-as-data scholarship makes the same point at the institutional scale. A reusable cultural-heritage dataset is not a neutral dump
of whatever files happen to be available; it is an accountable transformation of collections, metadata, rights constraints, and documentation
into a publishable data object [Padilla et al., 2019a,b, Candela et al., 2023]. blake applies that lesson locally. It does not redistribute provider
files in this manuscript build, and it does not use source leads as automatic evidence. Instead, it exposes the target ledger, audit rows,
acquisition review, analysis diagnostics, figure registry, and rights gate as linked surfaces that let a reader test how each claim was made.
Recent cultural-heritage AI work points to adjacent, but different, design spaces: multimodal metadata assignment for cultural-heritage
artifacts, museum knowledge graphs, and multimodal heritage KG extension [Rei et al., 2024, Li et al., 2025, Zhang et al., 2026]. Those
papers are relevant because Blake evidence is both textual and visual, but this manuscript does not use them as evidence that blake
performs knowledge-graph completion or open-world metadata inference. Here, graph-like structures and multimodal tables are run-bounded
diagnostics over acquired local evidence.
The paper contributes a source-owned corpus scaffold for Blake studies. It combines a researched work-level ledger, live source audit, local
acquisition, metadata normalization, text and visual analysis, cross-modal linkage, manuscript generation, and a reproducible visual identity
for the report. It also demonstrates how a digital-humanities pipeline can scale toward macroanalytic questions [Jockers, 2013, Wilkens,
2015, Underwood, 2019] while refusing to let partial evidence masquerade as complete coverage. The methods sections describe the target
ledger, source audit, acquisition path, and analysis modules; the results sections report coverage, provenance, evidence gaps, missing-evidence
candidates, text scale, visual linkage, object-image depth, authority tiers, and theme structure. The paper’s central interpretive discipline is
therefore double: it reports what the saved corpus can support and specifies what the model must not yet be asked to prove.
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2 Methods: Target Ledger, Source Audit, and Local Acquisition
The blake pipeline is organized as a 7-phase DAG: discovery, acquisition, metadata, analysis, visualizations, export, and reports. fig. 1 shows
the execution structure. Discovery builds normalized source records; acquisition materializes local works; metadata writes the manifest;
analysis enriches works with text, visual, cross-modal, and ontology outputs; visualization and reporting serialize reader-facing evidence.
The run reported here completed 6 phases with status completed; phases not rerun in a given validation command are shown as reuse or
not-rerun states rather than as missing evidence. The pipeline is deliberately manuscript-facing: the same JSON artifacts that validate the
run also populate tables, captions, and quantitative prose, following scientific-computing practice around automation, versioned artifacts,
and reproducible computational claims [Sandve et al., 2013, Wilson et al., 2014].

Figure 1: Saved corpus workflow as a 7-phase directed acyclic graph. Phase cards report the saved-run action for each phase: acquisition
reused the existing local corpus without a live re-fetch and is marked as reused existing local evidence, while analysis and downstream
reporting generated current artifacts. Each card prints the evidence or artifact count used by downstream manuscript outputs. The diagram
is a provenance view of this target-ledger run, not a claim that every external Blake source has been mirrored.

2.1 Target Ledger: Work-Level Denominator for Coverage Claims
The completeness authority is the target ledger under the canonical profile, version 2026-06-22, with 104 work-level entries. The ledger is
canonical for the pipeline rather than for Blake studies as a whole: it operationalizes a work-level target set derived from Blake bibliographies,
editions, Archive identifiers, and visual catalogues [Bentley, 1977, 1995, 2004, Butlin, 1981, Erdman, 1988, Viscomi, 1993]. It records target
identifiers, titles, work types, categories, expected text evidence, expected image evidence, aliases, and source hints. It is intentionally
work-level rather than object-level: copy, plate, impression, and image provenance are attached below works, but every object or image is
not promoted to a separate top-level target. This scope keeps the reported denominator aligned with the question of whether the project
has local evidence for Blake work targets, while leaving a future path for copy-, object-, and relation-aware mirroring [Viscomi, 1993, Essick,
1980, Phillips, 2000, Fox and Fletcher, 2018].

2.2 Source Registry: Provider Authority and Fallback Order
The source registry contains 3 providers: the William Blake Archive, Project Gutenberg, and the Internet Archive. The William Blake Archive
is treated as the primary authority when sources disagree [Eaves et al., 1996, 1999, Viscomi, 2002, Jones, 2006]. Project Gutenberg [Project
Gutenberg, 2026], Wikisource [Wikisource contributors, 2026], Internet Archive [Internet Archive, 2026], the Erdman edition [Erdman,
1988], Tate [Tate, 2026], the British Museum [The British Museum, 2026], HathiTrust [HathiTrust Digital Library, 2026], and the Blake
Quarterly Essick finding list [Essick, 1969] are used as corroborating or fallback sources rather than as equal canonical authorities. That
ordering reflects textual-scholarship concerns with source authority, edition history, and the material conditions under which textual evidence
becomes computable [McGann, 1991, McKenzie, 1999].

Table 1: Source discovery records by provider. Counts are normalized source records, not automatically accepted corpus targets; matching
to the target ledger happens in the audit layer.

Source Discovered records

the William Blake Archive 328
Project Gutenberg 12
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Table 2: Provider discovery health for the saved run. A provider failure is recorded as review evidence and does not imply that already
acquired local works are invalid.

Provider Source type Status Records Error

blake_archive_api_github blake_archive completed 328
project_gutenberg project_gutenberg completed 12
internet_archive internet_archive completed 0

2.3 Acquisition Path: Reproducible Fetching and Drift Resistance
The acquisition path builds Archive-backed work records from the target ledger and the public GitHub TEI inventory; live per-work Archive
API metadata is attempted opportunistically as enrichment, not as the only catalog source. In this run the enrichment status was degraded:
49 of 58 attempted metadata requests succeeded, 9 failed, and 270 were skipped after the bounded budget or degradation guard. The fallback
source for work-record construction was target ledger + GitHub XML inventory. TEI acquisition uses actual inventory filenames before
falling back to inferred copy-letter patterns, treating TEI as a structured encoding model rather than a plain-text dump [TEI Consortium,
2026, Burnard, 2014, DeRose et al., 1990]. Image acquisition normalizes object identifiers before trying Archive and Wayback image URL
variants. Text-canon targets without primary Archive work ids are handled through an explicit Wikisource fallback script, with the fallback
source recorded in local metadata rather than folded into Archive authority. The source audit found 725 work XML files and 539 distinct
work prefixes in the GitHub works API, then sampled 12 Archive work API records, of which 12 responded successfully. The resulting
discovery set produced 340 normalized source records and matched 101 ledger targets (97.1%). Endpoint status is evidence about a run-time
source environment, not a permanent property of the cited resource; long-lived digital humanities projects and public web corpora both face
changing interfaces, link rot, reference rot, time-varying representations, and provider-specific access policies [Reed, 2014, Klein et al., 2014,
Van de Sompel et al., 2013].

2.4 Provenance Audit: Evidence Traces and Missing-Work Search
Every local work stores source type, source identifier, source URL, license fields, and image source URLs where available. The audit layer
separately records endpoint status for the research sources, so source availability is not inferred from successful local acquisition alone. It
also emits missing-evidence candidates for targets that remain missing or partial, separating text, image, and source-match searches. This
makes provenance a recorded relationship among sources, acquisition activities, derived artifacts, and manuscript claims rather than an
informal note [Moreau and Groth, 2013, Soiland-Reyes et al., 2022]. fig. 2 summarizes the checked endpoints, and tbl. 3 retains the exact
checked status table used for this manuscript.

Figure 2: Reviewed source endpoints used by the acquisition and fallback-source audit. Rows record endpoint availability during this run;
reachable status supports source review but does not by itself prove that a candidate title or object was acquired.
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Table 3: Live source audit table. Statuses describe endpoint availability during this run and do not by themselves prove that a candidate
title was acquired.

Source endpoint Status OK Content type

William Blake Archive 200 yes text/html; charset=utf-8
Blake Archive GitHub
repository

200 yes text/html; charset=utf-8

Blake Archive GitHub works
inventory

200 yes text/plain; charset=utf-8

Blake Archive GitHub works
API

200 yes application/json;
charset=utf-8

Erdman edition 200 yes text/html; charset=utf-8
Project Gutenberg author
page

200 yes text/html;charset=utf-8

Wikisource author page 200 yes text/html; charset=UTF-8
Internet Archive advanced
search

200 yes application/json

British Museum collection
search

403 no text/html; charset=UTF-8

Tate artist page unavailable no
HathiTrust Blake record 403 no text/html; charset=UTF-8
Blake Quarterly Essick
finding list

200 yes text/html; charset=UTF-8
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3 Methods: Local Text, Image, Cross-Modal, and Theme Diagnostics
The analysis phase operates over the acquired local corpus, not over the target ledger directly. In the present run, 340 local works entered
analysis. Of these, 156 contain text, 94 contain image evidence, and 33 contain both. The separation is important: coverage results describe
the state of target evidence, while analysis results describe only works for which the relevant modality is locally available. The analysis
design is therefore descriptive and census-like for the saved local run; it is not an inferential sample of an undefined Blake population.
The text module tokenizes each text-bearing work, computes word and unique-word counts, estimates lexical sentiment, derives vocabulary
richness as type-token ratio, extracts recurring themes from metadata and analysis outputs, and writes concordance-ready JSON. A separate
lexical-signature artifact applies the same deterministic tokenizer with a stopword filter, an editorial-apparatus filter, adjacent-term phrase
counts, per-work lexical density, and simple distinctive term scores. Those descriptors are reproducible and comparable across runs; they
are not treated here as final literary judgments. The method therefore treats tokenization and markup as modeling decisions [DeRose et al.,
1990, TEI Consortium, 2026], treats type-token ratio as a length-sensitive lexical diagnostic [Tweedie and Baayen, 1998, McCarthy and
Jarvis, 2010], and treats sentiment as a fragile descriptor for literary language rather than as an affective interpretation [Pang and Lee, 2008,
Kim and Klinger, 2019]. The visual module processes local image files, recording image-level composition and color descriptors exposed by
the package’s visual-analysis engine. In distant-viewing terms, these descriptors are computed metadata for a bounded image corpus, not
iconographic readings or copy-state judgments [Arnold and Tilton, 2019, Wevers and Smits, 2020]. The cross-modal layer links work text to
local image records when both modalities are present; that linkage is an evidentiary join, not a theory of how word and image co-produce
meaning in Blake’s composite art [Mitchell, 1994, Viscomi, 1993].
The ontology module builds a work-theme graph and typed entity outputs from the text-bearing subset. For the full local run, the manuscript
reports the graph-level summary of 356 nodes and 297 edges, including 16 theme nodes. Ontology outputs are bounded during extraction and
relationship construction so large texts do not dominate disk use or analysis time. This makes the run reproducible on local machines while
keeping the reported graph tied to acquired evidence rather than to an unbounded intermediate. The graph is reported as an index and QA
surface, not as a settled thematic hierarchy; that distinction follows both network-analysis cautions in the humanities and topic-modeling
cautions about treating latent features as interpretations [Blei et al., 2003, Blei, 2012, Newman, 2010, Weingart, 2011, Moretti, 2011].
In algorithmic-criticism terms, these outputs are provocations and navigation aids for reading, not replacements for reading or editorial
judgment [Ramsay, 2011, Rockwell and Sinclair, 2016].
The natural-language diagnostics layer adds a compact vector-space view over the same local text boundary. It reads the local transcription
files, constructs a TF-IDF vocabulary of 120 retained terms across 162 text-bearing works, normalizes each work vector, and projects
the centered matrix onto deterministic PCA/LSA axes. Entity counts are taken from the serialized ontology/text-analysis artifacts, not
recomputed inside the manuscript. This keeps embeddings, PCA, sentiment, readability, topics, and entity extraction aligned with the same
acquisition state as the coverage ledger. It also preserves the corpus-design lesson that a model’s geometry should be interpreted against
what the corpus includes and excludes [Atkins et al., 1992, Biber, 1993, Bode, 2018]. The vector space is thus a reading instrument over
local evidence, not a claim that Blake’s oeuvre has a stable latent map [Ramsay, 2011, Rockwell and Sinclair, 2016].
All analysis outputs are serialized as JSON. The manuscript variables, figures, and tables read those JSON artifacts rather than copying
values by hand. This design follows the reproducibility principle that computational claims should be regenerated from recorded workflow
outputs [Sandve et al., 2013], and it keeps the paper aligned with subsequent corpus acquisitions. It also treats preservation as a property
of relationships among files, hashes, manifests, commands, and derived reports rather than as a single frozen export [Owens, 2018, Moreau
and Groth, 2013]. When a future acquisition fills a missing text or image target, the coverage tables, modality counts, text metrics, image
linkage, and figure captions update through the same token layer.
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4 Results: Target Coverage, Provenance, and Evidence Gaps
This section reports the corpus state against the declared target ledger. The key result is not a simple complete/incomplete label: the local
corpus represents 102 of 104 ledger targets (98.1%), but only 90 targets satisfy all required local evidence (86.5%). The manifest therefore
classifies the run as partial. The audit then translates non-present targets into concrete search candidates so the next acquisition pass can
be driven by recorded evidence rather than ad hoc title hunting. The results are consequently methodological as well as descriptive: the
unresolved rows show where the corpus is well evidenced and where aggregate interpretation should stop.

4.1 Ledger Results: Covered, Partial, and Missing Target Works
The target coverage matrix contains 90 present targets, 12 partial targets, and 2 missing targets. fig. 3 plots the same denominator used
by the manifest, and tbl. 4 gives the status breakdown. The status labels are not neutral facts about Blake’s oeuvre; they are modeled
classifications that make inclusion rules, absences, and evidentiary obligations inspectable [McCarty, 2005, Atkins et al., 1992, Bowker and
Star, 1999].

Figure 3: Coverage status against the 104-entry canonical target ledger. Bars count local work-level evidence states: represented-but-partial
records remain separate from fully evidenced records, and the denominator is the declared ledger rather than Blake’s whole material archive.

Table 4: Coverage status breakdown. The denominator is the canonical work-level ledger, not the number of downloaded files.

Status Works % of ledger

present 90 86.5
partial 12 11.5
missing 2 1.9
duplicate 0 0.0
unverified 0 0.0

The difference between representation and presence is visible in the evidence metrics. Text coverage across local works is 45.9%, image
coverage is 27.6%, and processing coverage is 100.0%. These are local-work metrics: they describe the 340 acquired works, not the unacquired
target ledger.
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4.2 Category Results: Coverage by Work Area and Genre
Coverage is not evenly distributed by category. fig. 4 shows stronger representation for visual and print categories, while manuscript and
poem targets carry the remaining gaps. tbl. 5 gives the category-level matrix.

Figure 4: Stacked target coverage by ledger category. Segments count present, partial, missing, duplicate, or unverified target entries within
each work area; the categories organize acquisition state and are not offered as literary period labels.

Table 5: Category-level target coverage. Category rows expose where the remaining acquisition work is concentrated.

Category Present Partial Missing Total Present %

color prints 1 0 0 1 100.0
commercial illustrations 18 0 0 18 100.0
drawings 5 0 0 5 100.0
engravings 2 0 0 2 100.0
illuminated books 20 0 0 20 100.0
letters 1 1 0 2 50.0
manuscripts 1 10 0 11 9.1
paintings 3 0 0 3 100.0
poems 0 0 2 2 0.0
separate prints 19 0 0 19 100.0
typographic works 2 1 0 3 66.7
watercolors drawings 18 0 0 18 100.0

The local corpus contains 8 work types. The distribution by local work type is reported in tbl. 6.

Table 6: Local work-type distribution. This table describes acquired works only and should not be read as a census of the target ledger.

Work type Local works % of local corpus

manuscript 234 68.8
poem 28 8.2
drawing 19 5.6
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Work type Local works % of local corpus

letter 16 4.7
prophecy 13 3.8
illuminated book 11 3.2
plate 11 3.2
illustration 8 2.4

The acquired chronology spans 1773 through 1827, a 54-year window across the dated local records. fig. 5 shows the distribution by year
and work type, making clear that the reported work-level corpus reaches across Blake’s productive life while preserving category-specific
evidence gaps.

4.3 Modality Results: Text, Image, and Metadata Evidence
The modal profile of the local corpus is mixed. fig. 6 separates works with both text and image evidence, text only, image only, and
metadata-only records. The joint text-image subset contains 33 works; the text-bearing subset contains 156 works; and the image-bearing
subset contains 94 works.
This modality split explains why the corpus can be broadly represented while still partial. Visual works often have local image evidence but
no transcribed text; some textual works have text but incomplete image evidence. The coverage ledger preserves that distinction instead of
collapsing it into a single acquired/not-acquired flag.

4.4 Gap Results: Search Candidates for Missing Evidence
The unresolved denominator is small but consequential. Source discovery matched 101 of 104 ledger targets (97.1%), leaving 3 unmatched
source-discovery targets: songsie, poetical-sketches, and everlasting-gospel. Those unmatched source-discovery targets are represented locally
through explicit Wikisource fallback text, not through Archive-led discovery records. Locally, 12 targets are partial and 2 are missing. fig. 7
groups the reasons. The row-level target ledger is moved out of the main argument into tbl. 10, so the results section can emphasize what
the gaps mean rather than force the reader through every unresolved target. Missing evidence is therefore treated as an object of analysis,
not just an inconvenience, because archival and digitized-corpus absences shape what downstream claims can mean [Klein, 2013, Borgman,
2015, Bode, 2018].
The audit turns those gaps into 94 bounded missing-evidence candidates across 14 targets. The candidate set includes 88 text checks, 0
image checks, and 6 source-match checks. tbl. 11 preserves the full bounded search table with source label, endpoint status when available,
confidence score, and action taken. That separation matters: fallback sources remain acquisition leads and corroboration records, not
replacements for William Blake Archive authority.
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Figure 5: Dated local corpus records by year and work type across the 1773-1827 metadata window. Points use normalized work dates from
local records; object-, copy-, and impression-specific dating remains outside this chronology.

Figure 6: Local evidence modalities across acquired corpus records. Bars separate text-plus-image, text-only, image-only, and metadata-only
works, defining which material subset can support textual, visual, or cross-modal analysis in this run.
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Figure 7: Evidence gaps preventing complete target-ledger coverage. Bars group non-present target records by missing expected text, image,
source, or local-work evidence; each count is a candidate acquisition task, not proof that the named public source contains the missing
material.

5 Results: Text Scale, Visual Evidence, and Cross-Modal Diagnostics
This section reports analysis outputs over the acquired local corpus. Because only 156 of 340 local works contain text, textual metrics
describe a substantial but incomplete subset. Likewise, image and cross-modal metrics describe the 94 image-bearing works and the 33
works with both modalities. The results function as a materials meta-analysis: they show which local evidence can support text diagnostics,
image diagnostics, and joint inspection before any reader treats those diagnostics as literary interpretation. The figures should therefore be
read as interpretive displays of the saved evidence state, not as stylistic periodization, iconographic classification, or a model of Blake as a
whole [Drucker, 2011, 2020].

5.1 Lexical Results: Text Scale, Vocabulary, and Phrase Diagnostics
The text-bearing subset contains 216878 total words. When per-work unique counts are summed, the subset contains 51411 unique-word
observations; this is a per-work vocabulary diagnostic rather than a deduplicated corpus lexicon. Per-work word counts range from 22 to
49927 words. fig. 8 plots the largest text-bearing works, and tbl. 7 records the same top rows with unique-word and image-link counts.

Table 7: Largest text-bearing local works. The image column indicates whether a text-heavy work also participates in cross-modal analysis.

Work Words Unique words Vocab richness Images

Letters 49927 6039 0.121 2
Jerusalem The
Emanation of The
Giant Albion

49496 6012 0.121 384

Milton a Poem 18218 3467 0.190 92
A Descriptive
Catalogue

11178 2820 0.252 1

The French
Revolution

4982 1452 0.291 0

The Marriage of
Heaven and Hell

4772 1537 0.322 241

Songs of Innocence
and of Experience

4759 1244 0.261 364

Tiriel 3791 1054 0.278 0
Songs of Innocence 3107 898 0.289 14
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Work Words Unique words Vocab richness Images

America a
Prophecy

3067 1149 0.375 160

The First Book of
Urizen

2848 987 0.347 48

Europe a Prophecy 2318 920 0.397 47

Vocabulary richness averages 0.478 across text-bearing works and ranges from 0.121 to 0.828. fig. 9 plots type-token ratio against text length.
The downward shape is expected for length-sensitive type-token ratios and should be treated as a diagnostic of metric behavior over the
acquired text set, not as a global claim about Blake’s vocabulary [Tweedie and Baayen, 1998, McCarthy and Jarvis, 2010, Jockers, 2013].
The lexical-signature artifact uses regex_token_frequency_stopword_filtered over 156 text-bearing works. It records 122580 stopword-
filtered lexical tokens and 12895 distinct terms, with mean lexical density 0.551. The highest-count terms include albion, object, thy, thou,
blake, man, los, and form, and frequent adjacent-term phrases include sheet folded, writings volume, recto object, sealed packet, verso object,
and folded sheet. fig. 10 visualizes the leading terms and phrases, while tbl. 8 preserves their document-frequency context.

Table 8: Leading stopword-filtered corpus terms. Document counts show whether a term is corpus-wide or concentrated in a small number
of transcriptions.

Term Count Documents

albion 829 9
object 680 73
thy 617 19
thou 579 24
blake 536 133
man 535 38
los 520 8
form 446 75
jerusalem 423 7
first 422 70
folded 419 53
death 401 31

5.2 Embedding Results: PCA/LSA Structure and Entity Extraction
The text layer supports a more explicitly natural-language analysis than word counts alone. The manuscript pipeline builds a TF-IDF latent
semantic embedding with deterministic PCA/SVD projection from 162 local transcriptions and a 120-term vocabulary. fig. 11 projects that
space onto the leading axes: PC1 accounts for 17.9% of the TF-IDF variance, PC2 accounts for 8.6%, and the plotted plane accounts for
26.6%. This is a bounded corpus diagnostic, not a semantic map of every Blake work, because texts absent from local storage cannot enter
the vector space [Biber, 1993, Bode, 2018]. Its value is procedural: it makes the acquired text set explorable and contestable, the way
algorithmic criticism and computer-assisted interpretation treat computation as a partner in reading rather than an oracle [Ramsay, 2011,
Rockwell and Sinclair, 2016].
The leading vocabulary terms also make the projection auditable. PC1 is driven by terms such as object, folded, sheet, blake, packet, page,
recto, and sealed, while PC2 is driven by terms such as blake, above, like, work, object, written, letter, and night. These terms should be
read as feature loadings over local transcriptions: they help locate clusters, outliers, transcription effects, and acquisition artifacts, but they
do not by themselves establish interpretive periodization.
Entity extraction adds a second kind of linguistic evidence. Across 343 ontological-analysis artifacts, 158 works currently contribute named-
entity evidence. The extraction layer records 12604 entity mentions across 3877 distinct normalized strings and 8 entity labels, including
person, org, gpe, loc, myth, symbol, place, and concept. The most frequent normalized strings are Blake, Jerusalem, Erdman, Albion, Earth,
Bentley, Spectre, and Jesus. This is an index into person, place, mythic, and textual reference patterns, but it still requires human review
because Blakean names, plate captions, and editorial metadata can blur the boundary between character, place, title, and bibliographic
entity.
The per-work text-analysis artifacts broaden the picture further: 159 artifacts carry sentiment and readability diagnostics, with 92 positive,
8 neutral, and 59 negative sentiment classifications in the reported run. The mean Flesch reading-ease score is 66.9, and topic extraction
emitted 642 topic components across local text-analysis artifacts. These values help locate works for close reading and QA, but the manuscript
treats them as computational descriptors rather than as stand-alone literary judgments [Flesch, 1948, Pang and Lee, 2008, Kim and Klinger,
2019, Blei, 2012, Ramsay, 2011].

5.3 Theme-Graph Results: A Navigable Index of Blake Motifs
The work-theme graph contains 356 nodes and 297 edges, including 16 theme nodes. fig. 12 summarizes the most frequent themes by work-
theme links. The graph indexes how the acquired corpus is currently organized, but it inherits the corpus evidence boundary: manuscript
targets with missing text cannot contribute textual entities until their transcriptions are acquired [Newman, 2010, Weingart, 2011, Moretti,
2011].
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Figure 8: Largest local text-bearing corpus records by word count. Bars measure acquired transcription length, showing which source-backed
text files dominate aggregate vocabulary and theme diagnostics; works without local text are excluded.
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Figure 9: Vocabulary richness versus text length for local text-bearing records. Each point is one acquired transcription; the log-scaled
x-axis supports comparison across text sizes, while the metric remains bounded to local text evidence and is not a Blake-wide stylistic claim.

Figure 10: Stopword-filtered lexical signature for local transcriptions. Term and phrase counts are generated from the acquired text files
used elsewhere in the manuscript, so the denominator is the local text subset rather than unsourced Blake-wide vocabulary.
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Figure 11: Latent text embedding from local transcriptions. The map projects 162 text-bearing corpus records from a 120-term TF-IDF
matrix onto deterministic PCA/LSA axes; missing and image-only works do not enter this textual geometry.
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Figure 12: Theme frequencies in the generated work-theme graph. Bars count current local work-theme links from serialized analysis
artifacts; the graph is an index over acquired evidence, not a settled thematic hierarchy for Blake’s complete oeuvre.
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5.4 Image-Linkage Results: Work-Level Cross-Modal Evidence
The visual subset contains 1855 local image records linked across 94 works. fig. 13 shows the works with the most local image evidence,
while tbl. 9 records whether those image-rich works also carry text. Image-bearing means that at least one local image record is linked to a
work; object-depth mirroring is measured separately in the supplement. In this run the image-depth dataset records 94 works, 2536 resolved
Archive object candidates, and 1855 downloaded local object images. These counts support distant-viewing style inventory and QA, but
they still do not imply full copy-, plate-, object-, or manifest-level completeness outside the discoverable Archive API paths used by the
command [Butlin, 1981, Bindman, 1978, Viscomi, 1993, Arnold and Tilton, 2019, Wevers and Smits, 2020].

Figure 13: Local works with the most linked image evidence. Bars count locally stored image records by work; color distinguishes records
that also have local text, making the text-image comparison subset explicit.

fig. 14 adds the complementary view: text length is plotted against linked local image count, with color encoding lexical density. This makes
the joint analytical surface visible instead of implying that every text-bearing work is equally visual or that every image-bearing work has
enough transcription evidence for language analysis.

Table 9: Local works with the most image evidence. Rows with text available are candidates for joint text-image reading; rows without text
remain visual-evidence records only.

Work Images Has text

Jerusalem The Emanation of The Giant Albion 384 yes
Songs of Innocence and of Experience 364 yes
The Marriage of Heaven and Hell 241 yes
Visions of the Daughters of Albion 163 yes
America a Prophecy 160 yes
The Book of Thel 100 yes
Milton a Poem 92 yes
The First Book of Urizen 48 yes
Europe a Prophecy 47 yes
For the Sexes: The Gates of Paradise 46 yes
The Song of Los 37 yes
For Children: The Gates of Paradise 36 yes
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Figure 14: Text-image density across local text-bearing records. Each point is a work with local text; x encodes transcription length, y
encodes linked local image files, and color encodes lexical density, so image-only works and remote-only objects remain outside this plot.
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The corpus supports cross-modal inspection for 33 works. It also supports an opt-in Archive object-image mirror whose depth is reported
in fig. 16 and fig. 17. The result remains a descriptive materials corpus: text, image, and joint analyses are tied to recorded local evidence,
while object-depth counts are bounded by discoverable Archive work/copy metadata and local download success [Mitchell, 1994, Drucker,
2011, 2020, Arnold and Tilton, 2019]. This is the appropriate level of claim for a corpus-governance paper: the pipeline identifies where
cross-modal reading is possible and where the evidence surface is still too thin.
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6 Discussion: What the Corpus Can and Cannot Claim
The principal result is a denominator-bounded materials inventory. The reported run analyzes 340 source-backed local works and represents
102 of 104 targets, while full target evidence is present for 90 targets rather than the whole ledger. That distinction is the purpose of
target-aware coverage: the corpus can be evaluated by design criteria, representativeness, and explicit exclusions rather than by download
volume alone [Atkins et al., 1992, Biber, 1993, McEnery and Hardie, 2012]. For Blake studies, this matters because the unit “work” is already
mediated by copy history, editorial practice, visual cataloguing, and the Archive’s object model. For digital editing and data modeling, it
matters because the corpus is not simply a storage format for files; it is a modeled representation of what counts as a work-level target, what
counts as local evidence, and what remains outside the current evidence boundary [McCarty, 2005, Price, 2009, Sahle, 2016, Flanders and
Jannidis, 2019]. The result should therefore be read as a bridge between an edition-aware source environment and a computational corpus,
not as a replacement for either one.
The coverage results show why a single downloaded-work count is insufficient. A run can match 101 targets in live discovery and still
contain 12 partial local targets when expected text or image evidence is absent. It can also have strong image availability, with 94 image-
bearing works, while text coverage remains limited to 156 works. The manifest records both conditions, making it possible to ask whether
a downstream result is based on all local works, text-bearing works, image-bearing works, or the joint 33-work subset.
This matters for digital-humanities analysis. The text metrics in sec. 5 cover 216878 words, but they remain bounded by the 156 text-bearing
works. The theme graph, vocabulary scatter, PCA embedding, and image-depth displays are therefore stronger as corpus diagnostics than
as final literary claims. They show that the pipeline can compute and regenerate Blake-specific evidence at scale, while the coverage
ledger tells readers where computational prompting should return to bibliography, editing, and close reading. That posture aligns with
macroanalytic work when it remains transparent about corpus construction, with algorithmic criticism when computation is treated as a
disciplined provocation to interpretation, and with visualization theory when figures are treated as arguments about evidence rather than
transparent windows onto data [Ramsay, 2011, Rockwell and Sinclair, 2016, Jockers, 2013, Wilkens, 2015, Pechenick et al., 2015, Bode, 2018,
Piper, 2018, Underwood, 2019, Drucker, 2011, 2020]. It also makes the computational model accountable: when a result is limited by text
absence, image absence, source drift, or object-level incompleteness, that limitation is part of the result rather than a footnote outside the
argument.
The acquisition architecture is also a contribution. Its source path combines the target ledger, GitHub TEI inventories, bounded live Archive
API metadata enrichment, and explicit fallback-source checks to reduce dependence on any single brittle endpoint. The fallback-text path
is deliberately narrow: a high-confidence audit row is not accepted until the source is pulled, the title or alias matches, the content is long
enough to be a transcription rather than a search result, the checksum is recorded, and the work is tagged as fallback_text_validated. The
authority-tier dataset distinguishes 327 Archive-primary works, 1 validated fallback-text works, and 12 corroborating or legacy records. The
audit artifacts document provider discovery health, checked URLs, endpoint status, GitHub inventory counts, sampled Archive API records,
Archive metadata enrichment status, unmatched source-discovery targets, duplicate aliases, and bounded missing-evidence candidates. This
makes source availability a first-class result rather than an invisible precondition. It also turns the most important remaining gaps into a
worklist that can be tested in later runs, while acknowledging that mature digital projects and web resources both change over time [Reed,
2014, Klein et al., 2014, Van de Sompel et al., 2013].
The same architecture clarifies what a future public corpus package would need to prove. Collections-as-data guidance emphasizes that
usable cultural-heritage data require not only files, but also selection rationale, rights posture, provenance, documentation, and machine-
readable structure [Padilla et al., 2019a,b, Candela et al., 2023]. The private preflight and rights-gate reports therefore belong in the scholarly
method: they prevent the local evidence cache from being confused with a redistributable edition, and they make the difference between
facts, aggregate diagnostics, transcriptions, images, and provider-controlled files reviewable before any release decision. In that sense, the
project treats rights and redistribution as part of corpus epistemology: the ability to compute on a local file is not the same as the authority
to publish it or to cite it as canonical evidence.
The most plausible next acquisition paths are methodologically adjacent rather than already implemented. Multimodal LLM work on
historical-document OCR, OCR post-correction, and NER suggests one way to test missing text evidence in later runs [Greif et al., 2025].
Multimodal metadata assignment, museum KG construction, and multimodal KG extension suggest future experiments for linking object
descriptions, images, extracted entities, and provenance [Rei et al., 2024, Li et al., 2025, Zhang et al., 2026]. These citations motivate bounded
future work only: the reported run does not claim model-based restoration, LLM OCR, LLM-based or model-driven NER extraction, or
KG completion. The descriptive spaCy named-entity pass reported in the results is a deterministic, local human-review diagnostic, not a
model-based extraction contribution.
The visual design layer follows the same honesty rule. The generated cover gives the manuscript a coherent Blakean visual atmosphere, but
it is explicitly identified as a generated interpretation rather than an Archive image, a museum catalogue item, or a corpus object. The
acquired-image mosaics use local files only, and the object-depth figures state the Archive-derived denominator. That distinction prevents the
report’s aesthetic layer from contaminating its evidence layer, especially in a subject area where image provenance and digital-file materiality
are not decorative metadata but part of the scholarly object [Kirschenbaum, 2008, Owens, 2018].
The remaining work is sharply specified. Closing the corpus requires acquiring or mapping the missing expected evidence for 12 partial
targets, reviewing whether fallback text-only targets need additional editorial corroboration, and deciding where object-depth mirroring
should become part of the default publication workflow rather than an opt-in acquisition mode. Those are distinct engineering and scholarly
tasks; the manuscript keeps them separate because moving from work-level accounting to copy/object accounting changes the bibliographic
object being measured [Price, 2009, Sahle, 2016, Viscomi, 1993, Butlin, 1981].
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7 Rights and Distribution Controls
This section is a legal-risk assessment for publication planning, not legal advice. It asks which parts of the project can be distributed under
open-source terms and which parts should remain local, regenerable research evidence unless a permission grant, a license-compatible source,
or a publication-specific fair-use review is completed. The analysis is layered: Blake’s underlying authorship, publication history, later
editorial or transcription work, digital reproduction files, provider terms, database-like restrictions, and fair-use posture must be assessed
separately [U.S. Copyright Office, 2026a,b, UK Intellectual Property Office, 2021, European Parliament and Council of the European Union,
2006, United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, 2014, United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, 2002].

7.1 Underlying Works: Public-Domain Baseline Across Jurisdictions
William Blake died in 1827. In ordinary life-plus-70 jurisdictions, the author’s own literary and artistic copyrights have expired. U.K.
guidance gives the general term for literary and artistic works as creation through 70 years after the author’s death, and the E.U. term
directive harmonizes author rights at life plus 70 years [UK Intellectual Property Office, 2021, European Parliament and Council of the
European Union, 2006]. U.S. law likewise uses life plus 70 for modern author-term works, while older works require separate analysis of
publication, renewal, and pre-1978 unpublished-work provisions [U.S. Copyright Office, 2026a,b].
Blake’s death date is therefore strong but not sufficient legal analysis. In the United States, the Copyright Office’s duration circular states
that, as of 2026, works published before 1931 are in the public domain (this published-work threshold advances by one calendar year every
January 1), but section 303 also preserves a special floor for works created before 1978 that were not published or copyrighted before 1978; if
such a work was first published before the end of 2002, the U.S. term does not expire before the end of 2047 [U.S. Copyright Office, 2026a,b].
In the United Kingdom, the IPO guidance flags the “2039 rule” for some pre-1989 unpublished literary, dramatic, musical works and
engravings whose authors died before 1969 [UK Intellectual Property Office, 2021]. In the E.U., first lawful publication or communication of
a previously unpublished work can generate an economic-rights term of 25 years [European Parliament and Council of the European Union,
2006]. The project should therefore treat published Blake poems, illuminated books, drawings, paintings, and engravings as low-risk at
the underlying-work layer, while retaining item-level caution for unpublished manuscripts, first-publication claims, edition apparatus, and
source-specific transcriptions.
Photographic and scan evidence needs a separate layer. Feist supplies the baseline: facts and labor alone do not create copyright, though
original selection or arrangement may receive thin compilation protection [Supreme Court of the United States, 1991]. In U.S. copyright
analysis, Bridgeman Art Library v. Corel held that exact photographic copies of public-domain two-dimensional art lacked originality, but
that district-court result is persuasive rather than a global blanket license for every source file [United States District Court for the Southern
District of New York, 1999]. E.U. law also addresses this layer directly: DSM Directive Article 14 rejects new copyright or related-rights
protection for non-original reproductions of public-domain visual art, while leaving room for original photographs and other national-law or
contract questions [European Parliament and Council of the European Union, 2019, Petri, 2014]. For this project, the conservative rule is
to separate the public-domain Blake object from the digital file supplied by a repository. Because faithful photographic reproductions of
public-domain two-dimensional art may carry no new copyright under Bridgeman and DSM Article 14, the operative basis for withholding
provider images and image mosaics from the public release is the provider’s terms of use, database or sui generis rights in the corpus selection
and arrangement, and publication-stage precaution — not an assertion that the reproductions are themselves copyrighted. By contrast,
transcriptions carrying editorial apparatus, annotation, or emendation are withheld on a genuine copyright basis, because that apparatus is
modern original authorship rather than a mechanical copy [Supreme Court of the United States, 1991, United States District Court for the
Southern District of New York, 1999, European Parliament and Council of the European Union, 2019].
Terms of use and institutional policies matter, but they do not automatically convert public-domain material into copyrighted material or
automatically bind every downstream user. Online terms are evaluated through ordinary assent principles; Specht and Nguyen both make
notice and assent central to enforceability [United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, 2002, United States Court of Appeals
for the Ninth Circuit, 2014]. That caveat does not make provider terms irrelevant. It means the manuscript should state why the release
package respects provider terms as a publication and repository-engineering decision while keeping copyright, contract, trademark, database,
and access-control layers analytically distinct [Mazzone, 2006, Wallace, 2022].

7.2 Project Release Policy: Code, Data, Images, and Local Caches
The source code, tests, manuscript templates, generated counts, provenance tables, and non-expressive aggregate visualizations can be
distributed as project-owned software and analysis outputs, subject to the repository license. Raw or reconstructed Blake source materials
require source-specific treatment. The rights matrix in sec. 14 operationalizes the policy below.

• Repository code and project-authored prose: project-authored software and documentation. Distribute under the repository’s
open-source license.

• Derived manifests, checksums, authority tiers, coverage counts, and charts without embedded source images: factual
relationships and project-authored analysis. Distribute with provenance and source citations; do not imply that the underlying
sources are relicensed. To the extent a table reflects original selection or arrangement, the project-owned copyright attaches only to
that arrangement, not to the underlying facts [Supreme Court of the United States, 1991].

• Blake’s own published text and artwork: generally public-domain underlying works under U.S., U.K., and E.U. term analysis.
Treat as low-risk underlying content, but record the source edition, transcription, or image provider separately.

• Project Gutenberg fallback text: U.S. public-domain or permission-backed eBook layer plus Project Gutenberg trademark and
license conditions. The underlying text may be reused in the United States once Project Gutenberg references and license wrappers are
removed; redistribution that retains Project Gutenberg branding or references must follow the trademark/license conditions [Project
Gutenberg Literary Archive Foundation, 2026].
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• Wikisource fallback text: Wikimedia-hosted contribution layer. Public-domain source text remains public domain, but community-
added text, markup, and editorial contributions may carry CC BY-SA and GFDL obligations. The current Wikimedia Terms of Use
default for text contributions is CC BY-SA 4.0, but contributions predating that change remain under CC BY-SA 3.0, so reuse
must honor the license recorded on the specific page revision rather than a single assumed version. Preserve page URL, revision,
attribution/licensing metadata, and checksum; do not fold Wikisource-derived text into the MIT-licensed code package [Wikimedia
Foundation, 2026].

• William Blake Archive TEI, transcriptions, images, object images, and bulk mirrors: Archive terms identify “the Archive
as a whole, its texts, and its images” as protected and permit copying only within fair-use bounds. Keep raw Archive files and
full image mirrors out of the open-source distribution; publish acquisition code, manifests, checksums, and source links instead [The
William Blake Archive, 2026b,a].

• Museum, HathiTrust, Internet Archive, Tate, British Museum, and catalogue leads: corroborating/catalogue evidence
with provider-specific terms. Use as leads or cited corroboration unless the item supplies directly downloadable, license-compatible
evidence.

• Generated cover and project-authored diagrams: project-authored design assets, not Blake evidence. Distribute with prove-
nance and label them as generated or analytical graphics.

• Mosaics built from acquired Archive images: publication of many source images in a new layout. Treat as local
research/publication-review artifacts unless permissions, a venue-specific fair-use rationale, or license-compatible replacement
thumbnails are documented.

This policy changes how “open source” should be read in the release notes. The code can be open source; the entire local evidence cache
is not thereby open source. The archive-all image mode is a reproducible acquisition path, not a permission statement. A public source
release should exclude blake_data/, raw downloaded images, raw source TEI, and full-resolution local image mirrors. It may include scripts,
checksums, source URLs, target-ledger classifications, generated non-image charts, and instructions that let a qualified user regenerate the
local cache under the source providers’ terms [Candela et al., 2023].

7.3 Fair-Use Posture: Research Publication and Transformative Context
Fair use should be treated as a use-specific argument, not as a blanket clearance rule. Section 107 directs attention to purpose, nature, amount,
and market effect, so the manuscript separates local analytic caching, limited public quotation or thumbnail display, and republication of
substantial source files [U.S. Copyright Office, 2026a]. HathiTrust and Google Books support analogies for transformative search, indexing,
accessibility, and non-substitutive discovery, but they do not license a full public mirror of provider images, TEI, or transcriptions [United
States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, 2014, 2015].
The strongest fair-use posture is local, non-substitutive analysis: checksums, search indexes, metadata joins, and aggregate diagnostics
that let researchers inspect corpus construction without receiving the provider’s expressive files. A more fragile posture is public display
of thumbnails, excerpts, or mosaics, because the exact venue, image resolution, amount displayed, market substitution risk, captions, and
source-provider relationship all matter. The weakest posture is republication of full-resolution source images, full TEI, full transcriptions,
or bulk mirrors without permission. That use should stay out of the public repository unless the release record documents permission, a
specific fair-use analysis, or a replacement source with compatible terms.

7.4 Risk Controls: Classification, Mitigations, and Takedown Readiness
Low-risk release surfaces are the project-authored code, tests, manifest schemas, acquisition commands, and aggregate tables or charts that
do not reproduce substantial source expression. Medium-risk surfaces are validated fallback texts and source-derived metadata: they are
publishable only with source URLs, checksums, authority-tier labels, attribution, and license metadata that prevent accidental relicens-
ing. High-risk surfaces are raw Blake Archive transcriptions, TEI files, object images, and mosaics or supplements that reproduce many
Archive images. Those assets should be omitted from an open-source repository or deposited only after permission, a venue-specific fair-use
assessment, or replacement with license-compatible thumbnails.
The mitigation is straightforward. Distribution artifacts should make the evidence cache reproducible rather than bundled: publish the
command path, source audit, source-authority tiers, checksums, and exclusion rules; keep provider files in ignored local cache directories;
and make captions state when a figure is a local review mosaic rather than a redistributable public image set. That approach preserves the
manuscript’s descriptive meta-analysis while respecting the legal difference between public-domain Blake materials and later digital source
layers. It also matches a preservation principle that access copies, provenance records, technical metadata, and rights decisions are different
objects with different stewardship requirements [Owens, 2018].
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8 Limitations: Target Scope, Source Drift, and Missing Evidence
The most important limitation is the distinction between broad representation and full evidence. The local corpus represents 102 of 104
ledger targets, but full required target evidence is present for 90 targets. The run remains partial, with 12 partial targets and 2 missing
targets. No claim in this manuscript should be read as an analysis of Blake’s complete works. This is not merely a local engineering caveat:
corpus representativeness and digitized-collection bias are methodological conditions that shape every downstream aggregate [Biber, 1993,
Pechenick et al., 2015, Bode, 2018].
The second limitation is modality imbalance. The corpus includes 94 image-bearing works but only 156 text-bearing works. Textual claims
therefore rest on 216878 words from the acquired text subset, while visual claims rest on 1855 local image records. Cross-modal claims are
narrower still, applying only to 33 works. This is an evidence boundary, not merely a statistical caveat. A reader should treat the modal
subset named in each figure and table as part of the claim, because text-only, image-only, and metadata-only records support different
scholarly questions.
The third limitation is granularity. The ledger is work-level. The opt-in image-depth acquisition mode can expand Archive work/copy
metadata into object-image downloads, and this run records 2536 resolved Archive object candidates and 1855 downloaded local object
images. That does not make work-level coverage equivalent to a scholarly copy/object census. Object identifiers, copy metadata, unavailable
image URLs, relation graphs, and non-Archive catalogue paths remain separate evidentiary surfaces, especially because Blake’s illuminated
books and visual works make copy, plate, printing, coloring, and object histories central rather than incidental [Viscomi, 1993, Essick, 1980,
Butlin, 1981, Phillips, 2000, Fox and Fletcher, 2018].
The fourth limitation is source availability. The live source audit checked 12 endpoints and received OK responses from 9 of them; provider
discovery recorded 0 structured failure rows. Archive API metadata enrichment was degraded, so Archive work records in this run should
be read as target-ledger and GitHub-inventory records with opportunistic live metadata attached where available. Non-OK or unavailable
endpoints do not invalidate the acquired local corpus, but they do show why the audit has to be saved alongside the manifest. A future
run may see different statuses for the same public sources, so source checks are evidence for this run rather than permanent facts. This
is a maintenance problem as well as an acquisition problem: long-running digital humanities projects have to preserve scholarly continuity
while interfaces, project teams, and source dependencies change [Reed, 2014]. The missing-evidence table is therefore a prioritized search
ledger, not a guarantee that each candidate source contains the target. Its value is partly negative: it preserves archival and web absences
as reviewable data rather than erasing them from the report [Klein, 2013, Borgman, 2015, Klein et al., 2014].
A related limitation is that scholarship leads are not interchangeable with source evidence. The refreshed lead registry separates direct
source-owned pages, such as Morgan Pickering Manuscript records, from scholarship controls, such as the Blake/An Illustrated Quarterly
Four Zoas bibliography, Yale collection guides, and Archive route pages [The Morgan Library & Museum, 2021, Blake/An Illustrated
Quarterly, 2026b, Yale Library, 2026, Eaves et al., 1996]. Those sources can improve reviewer judgment and future acquisition targeting, but
they do not change coverage until the project records exact-title/source validation, attribution, rights metadata, checksums, and regenerated
coverage. This is especially important for manuscript works whose textual status is itself an editorial problem rather than a missing URL.
Finally, the analysis modules and visual design assets have different evidentiary roles. Flesch readability [Flesch, 1948], type-token ratio
[Tweedie and Baayen, 1998], theme frequencies [Blei, 2012], visual composition metrics, and work-theme graph edges [Newman, 2010,
Weingart, 2011] are deterministic views over the acquired corpus evidence. The cover image is a generated manuscript asset with provenance,
not a corpus observation. Humanities critiques of generative AI reinforce that generated artifacts are meaning-making interventions rather
than representative evidence [Klein et al., 2025]. Both the cover and the analysis artifacts are reproducible in the project tree, but only the
analysis artifacts support corpus claims; the cover supports publication design and must remain outside the evidentiary ledger.
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9 Reproducibility: Regenerating Evidence, Figures, Web, and PDF Outputs
The manuscript is generated from the same artifacts that drive the corpus workbench. This design treats reproducibility as an artifact
relation: source records, local files, analysis outputs, figures, variables, and manuscript claims can be regenerated and inspected as a chain
rather than as disconnected products [Peng, 2011, Sandve et al., 2013, Wilson et al., 2014, Moreau and Groth, 2013]. The preservation target
is therefore not a single PDF snapshot, but the documented relation among inputs, local cache state, commands, hashes, derived JSON,
figures, and rendered outputs [Owens, 2018]. Reproduction begins by refreshing the bounded live source audit with the same Archive API
sample size reported in the methods:

uv run blake corpus audit-sources --limit 12 --output-dir analysis_output --archive-scope archive-inventory

The audit records 340 discovered source records, 101 matched target records, 3 unmatched source-discovery target records, 0 provider
discovery failures, the 12 reviewed source endpoints shown in tbl. 3, and the missing-evidence candidates shown in tbl. 11. It also records
Archive metadata enrichment as degraded with 49 of 58 attempts succeeding, so a successful local run cannot hide live API degradation.
Validated fallback text evidence is then pulled only from audit candidates that pass the confidence and authority policy:

uv run blake corpus acquire-evidence --from-audit analysis_output/data/source_audit.json

For an optional object-depth acquisition refresh, the acquisition pass uses the opt-in Archive mirror mode. This is a remote acquisition
refresh, not the saved local rerun reported here; use it only when the local evidence cache needs to be rebuilt under the source providers’
terms:

uv run blake corpus run --output-dir analysis_output --fixture-mode never --viz-profile core --format json --archive-scope archive-inventory --image-mode archive-all --image-dpi 300 --max-images-per-work none

The main corpus outputs can then be regenerated from local data without reacquiring remote assets. This is the command used for the
saved analysis state reported here; it reruns text, visual, cross-modal, and ontology analysis over the existing local corpus:

uv run blake corpus run --skip-download --output-dir analysis_output --fixture-mode never --viz-profile core --format json --archive-scope archive-inventory --image-mode archive-all --image-dpi 300 --max-images-per-work none

This command rebuilds the manifest, current analysis results, analysis diagnostics, visualization datasets, exports, and reports without
reacquiring remote assets. The run reported here completed with status completed, processed 340 local works, analyzed 340 of 340 works
with analysis status completed, and wrote a manifest with 104 target entries. The analysis ledger marks current results as yes, records 0
analysis errors, and exposes completion, cross modal, errors, ontology, text, and visual diagnostics. It also refreshes the source-audit payload
with coverage-aware missing-evidence candidates when a manifest is available.
The manuscript cover, cover provenance, and figures are regenerated from the JSON artifacts:

uv run python scripts/generate_manuscript_figures.py

The cover asset is written to output/cover/cover_blakean.png, and its prompt/provenance record is written to analysis_output/data/
cover_image_provenance.json. The cover is configured through paper.cover.image in manuscript/config.yaml, so the sibling template
renderer uses the same release-safe cover path as the PDF title page. A future release package could expose the same corpus, manuscript,
preservation, and provenance relationships through a research-object packaging format rather than only through the project tree [Owens,
2018, Soiland-Reyes et al., 2022].
The manuscript token layer is then hydrated by the rendering pipeline, or directly with the template repository on the import path:

TEMPLATE_REPO_ROOT=/path/to/template uv run python scripts/z_generate_manuscript_variables.py

Finally, from the sibling template repository, the PDF can be rendered and the publication output can be validated:

uv run python scripts/03_render_pdf.py --project working/blake
uv run python scripts/04_validate_output.py --project working/blake

No result number in the manuscript body is hand-entered. Values such as 340 local works, 90 present targets, 216878 words, 1855 images,
1855 downloaded object images, 356 graph nodes, 297 graph edges, 94 missing-evidence candidates, and 8 manual-review source leads are
injected from output/data/manuscript_variables.json, which is itself computed from analysis_output/. This keeps the prose, tables,
figures, and gap-search narrative synchronized with the latest corpus run. If the software is released as a citable research tool, the corpus
paper should also provide software citation metadata rather than treating code as an invisible implementation detail [Smith et al., 2016].
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10 Conclusion: Evidence-Bounded Blake Corpus Mapping
blake provides a target-aware, source-audited, multi-modal corpus pipeline for William Blake research. The reported run analyzed 340
source-backed local works, represented 102 of 104 target-ledger entries, and fully satisfied required evidence for 90 targets. It also produced
1855 local image records, 1855 downloaded Archive object images, 216878 words across 156 text-bearing works, and a 356-node work-theme
graph with 297 edges.
The central claim is methodological and model-aware. The system demonstrates how to make a Blake corpus auditable by declaring the target
ledger, recording source discovery, persisting endpoint checks, separating representation from complete evidence, tiering source authority,
measuring image depth, generating missing-evidence candidates, and regenerating manuscript numbers, figures, and cover provenance from
pipeline artifacts. The full-corpus question is therefore answerable in concrete terms: the project is close to work-level representation at
98.1%, but remains partial at 86.5% complete target evidence because 12 targets are partial and 2 targets are missing. The point is not to
replace Blake bibliography, the William Blake Archive, or future editorial work; it is to make the corpus layer accountable to them.
Future work is bounded by the manifest rather than by guesswork. The next acquisition pass should test the remaining 94 recorded missing-
evidence candidates, fill missing text or image evidence for the partial records listed in tbl. 10, review fallback text-only targets against
additional editorial sources, and decide which object-depth checks belong in default release validation. The corpus remains a source-audited,
reproducible work-level corpus with explicit partial-evidence boundaries, not a completed Blake corpus. That restraint is the point: the
pipeline turns the desire for broad coverage into a sequence of reviewable scholarly and technical obligations.
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11 Supplement: Target-Ledger Evidence Gap Table
This table is the negative side of the coverage model. It records target-ledger rows that do not yet satisfy the current evidence profile, so
absence remains tied to a named target, category, status, and generated evidence note rather than disappearing into an aggregate percentage
[McCarty, 2005, Klein, 2013].

Table 10: Targets not yet satisfying complete target evidence. Each row names the ledger target and the evidence note generated by the
coverage builder.

Target ID Title Category Status Evidence note

bb206 To the Public:
Prospectus

typographic works partial Expected text is not
available locally.

poetical-sketches Poetical Sketches poems missing No matching local work
or source record in the
current discovery set.

bb74 An Island in the Moon manuscripts partial Expected text is not
available locally.

everlasting-gospel The Everlasting Gospel poems missing No matching local work
or source record in the
current discovery set.

bb209 VALA, or The Four Zoas manuscripts partial Expected text is not
available locally.

bb122 Blake’s Notebook manuscripts partial Expected text is not
available locally.

bb134 Receipts letters partial Expected text is not
available locally.

bb37 “A Fairy leapt” manuscripts partial Expected text is not
available locally.

bb196 “then She bore Pale
desire” and “Woe cried
the muse”

manuscripts partial Expected text is not
available locally.

bb125 The Order in which the
Songs of Innocence & of
Experience ought to be
paged & placed

manuscripts partial Expected text is not
available locally.

bb126 The Pickering
Manuscript

manuscripts partial Expected text is not
available locally.

bb69 Descriptions of L’Allegro
and Il Penseroso Designs

manuscripts partial Expected text is not
available locally.

but828 Genesis manuscripts partial Expected text is not
available locally.

bbwba1 The Phoenix to Mrs
Butts

manuscripts partial Expected text is not
available locally.
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12 Supplement: Bounded Missing-Evidence Search Queue
The search queue translates missing or partial target evidence into reviewable candidate actions. It is intentionally conservative: a row can
guide review without changing corpus status, because source ownership, title matching, attribution, checksum, and rights metadata must
be verified before a candidate becomes corpus evidence.

Table 11: Bounded missing-evidence search candidates. The table records where the next pass should look and whether the relevant endpoint
was checked during this run; it does not treat fallback sources as replacements for William Blake Archive authority.

Target ID Title Evidence
Candidate
source Status Confidence Action

bb122 Blake’s
Notebook

text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

bb122 Blake’s
Notebook

text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.

bb122 Blake’s
Notebook

text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

bb122 Blake’s
Notebook

text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.

bb122 Blake’s
Notebook

text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

bb122 Blake’s
Notebook

text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.

bb125 The Order in
which the
Songs of
Innocence & of
Experience
ought to be
paged & placed

text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

bb125 The Order in
which the
Songs of
Innocence & of
Experience
ought to be
paged & placed

text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.
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Target ID Title Evidence
Candidate
source Status Confidence Action

bb125 The Order in
which the
Songs of
Innocence & of
Experience
ought to be
paged & placed

text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

bb125 The Order in
which the
Songs of
Innocence & of
Experience
ought to be
paged & placed

text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.

bb125 The Order in
which the
Songs of
Innocence & of
Experience
ought to be
paged & placed

text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

bb125 The Order in
which the
Songs of
Innocence & of
Experience
ought to be
paged & placed

text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.

bb126 The Pickering
Manuscript

text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

bb126 The Pickering
Manuscript

text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.

bb126 The Pickering
Manuscript

text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

bb126 The Pickering
Manuscript

text Morgan
Library

not checked 0.72 manual_review:
source-owned
lead only;
exact-title
validation,
attribution,
checksum,
rights
metadata, and
regenerated
coverage are
required before
any target
status changes.
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Target ID Title Evidence
Candidate
source Status Confidence Action

bb126 The Pickering
Manuscript

text Morgan
Library

not checked 0.72 manual_review:
source-owned
lead only;
exact-title
validation,
attribution,
checksum,
rights
metadata, and
regenerated
coverage are
required before
any target
status changes.

bb126 The Pickering
Manuscript

text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.

bb126 The Pickering
Manuscript

text Morgan
Library

not checked 0.67 manual_review:
source-owned
lead only;
exact-title
validation,
attribution,
checksum,
rights
metadata, and
regenerated
coverage are
required before
any target
status changes.

bb126 The Pickering
Manuscript

text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

bb126 The Pickering
Manuscript

text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.

bb134 Receipts text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

bb134 Receipts text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.
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Target ID Title Evidence
Candidate
source Status Confidence Action

bb134 Receipts text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

bb134 Receipts text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.

bb134 Receipts text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

bb134 Receipts text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.

bb196 “then She bore
Pale desire”
and “Woe cried
the muse”

text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

bb196 “then She bore
Pale desire”
and “Woe cried
the muse”

text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.

bb196 “then She bore
Pale desire”
and “Woe cried
the muse”

text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

bb196 “then She bore
Pale desire”
and “Woe cried
the muse”

text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.

bb196 “then She bore
Pale desire”
and “Woe cried
the muse”

text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

bb196 “then She bore
Pale desire”
and “Woe cried
the muse”

text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.
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Target ID Title Evidence
Candidate
source Status Confidence Action

bb206 To the Public:
Prospectus

text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

bb206 To the Public:
Prospectus

text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.

bb206 To the Public:
Prospectus

text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

bb206 To the Public:
Prospectus

text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.

bb206 To the Public:
Prospectus

text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

bb206 To the Public:
Prospectus

text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.

bb209 VALA, or The
Four Zoas

text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

bb209 VALA, or The
Four Zoas

text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.

bb209 VALA, or The
Four Zoas

text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

bb209 VALA, or The
Four Zoas

text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.
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Target ID Title Evidence
Candidate
source Status Confidence Action

bb209 VALA, or The
Four Zoas

text Wikisource not checked 0.67 manual_review:
source-owned
lead only;
exact-title
validation,
attribution,
checksum,
rights
metadata, and
regenerated
coverage are
required before
any target
status changes.

bb209 VALA, or The
Four Zoas

text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

bb209 VALA, or The
Four Zoas

text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.

bb37 “A Fairy leapt” text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

bb37 “A Fairy leapt” text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.

bb37 “A Fairy leapt” text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

bb37 “A Fairy leapt” text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.
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Target ID Title Evidence
Candidate
source Status Confidence Action

bb37 “A Fairy leapt” text Edition-specific
Wik-
isource/Sampson/Bentley
lead

not checked 0.67 manual_review:
source-owned
lead only;
exact-title
validation,
attribution,
checksum,
rights
metadata, and
regenerated
coverage are
required before
any target
status changes.

bb37 “A Fairy leapt” text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

bb37 “A Fairy leapt” text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.

bb69 Descriptions of
L’Allegro and
Il Penseroso
Designs

text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

bb69 Descriptions of
L’Allegro and
Il Penseroso
Designs

text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.

bb69 Descriptions of
L’Allegro and
Il Penseroso
Designs

text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

bb69 Descriptions of
L’Allegro and
Il Penseroso
Designs

text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.

bb69 Descriptions of
L’Allegro and
Il Penseroso
Designs

text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.
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Target ID Title Evidence
Candidate
source Status Confidence Action

bb69 Descriptions of
L’Allegro and
Il Penseroso
Designs

text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.

bb74 An Island in
the Moon

text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

bb74 An Island in
the Moon

text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.

bb74 An Island in
the Moon

text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

bb74 An Island in
the Moon

text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.

bb74 An Island in
the Moon

text Wikisource not checked 0.67 manual_review:
source-owned
lead only;
exact-title
validation,
attribution,
checksum,
rights
metadata, and
regenerated
coverage are
required before
any target
status changes.

bb74 An Island in
the Moon

text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

bb74 An Island in
the Moon

text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.
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Target ID Title Evidence
Candidate
source Status Confidence Action

bbwba1 The Phoenix to
Mrs Butts

text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

bbwba1 The Phoenix to
Mrs Butts

text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.

bbwba1 The Phoenix to
Mrs Butts

text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

bbwba1 The Phoenix to
Mrs Butts

text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.

bbwba1 The Phoenix to
Mrs Butts

text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

bbwba1 The Phoenix to
Mrs Butts

text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.

but828 Genesis text William Blake
Archive work
API

not checked 0.96 Checked
Archive API
metadata and
GitHub TEI
inventory
before external
fallbacks.

but828 Genesis text Blake Archive
GitHub TEI
inventory

not checked 0.90 Search exact
Archive id in
the live TEI
filename
inventory.

but828 Genesis text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

but828 Genesis text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.
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Target ID Title Evidence
Candidate
source Status Confidence Action

but828 Genesis text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

but828 Genesis text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.

everlasting-
gospel

The
Everlasting
Gospel

source_match Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.64 Search
text-canon
fallback
holdings for a
title or alias
match.

everlasting-
gospel

The
Everlasting
Gospel

source_match Wikisource
author page

200 0.62 Search public
transcription
holdings for a
title or alias
match.

everlasting-
gospel

The
Everlasting
Gospel

source_match Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.56 Search
facsimile and
edition
metadata for
title
corroboration.

everlasting-
gospel

The
Everlasting
Gospel

text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

everlasting-
gospel

The
Everlasting
Gospel

text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.

everlasting-
gospel

The
Everlasting
Gospel

text Wikisource not checked 0.67 manual_review:
source-owned
lead only;
exact-title
validation,
attribution,
checksum,
rights
metadata, and
regenerated
coverage are
required before
any target
status changes.

everlasting-
gospel

The
Everlasting
Gospel

text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.
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Target ID Title Evidence
Candidate
source Status Confidence Action

everlasting-
gospel

The
Everlasting
Gospel

text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.

poetical-
sketches

Poetical
Sketches

source_match Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.64 Search
text-canon
fallback
holdings for a
title or alias
match.

poetical-
sketches

Poetical
Sketches

source_match Wikisource
author page

200 0.62 Search public
transcription
holdings for a
title or alias
match.

poetical-
sketches

Poetical
Sketches

source_match Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.56 Search
facsimile and
edition
metadata for
title
corroboration.

poetical-
sketches

Poetical
Sketches

text Project
Gutenberg
author page

200 0.72 Record as
corroborating
text evidence
only; do not
override
Archive
authority.

poetical-
sketches

Poetical
Sketches

text Wikisource
author page

200 0.68 Record as
corroborating
transcription
evidence when
title/alias
matches.

poetical-
sketches

Poetical
Sketches

text Wikisource not checked 0.67 manual_review:
source-owned
lead only;
exact-title
validation,
attribution,
checksum,
rights
metadata, and
regenerated
coverage are
required before
any target
status changes.

poetical-
sketches

Poetical
Sketches

text Internet
Archive
advanced
search

200 0.62 Record
facsimile or
derivative-
edition
evidence as
fallback
provenance.

poetical-
sketches

Poetical
Sketches

text HathiTrust
Blake record

403 0.56 Use catalog
records as
bibliographic
corroboration,
not primary
text authority.
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The manual-review rows include source-owned leads and scholarship controls. For example, Morgan Library page-level records for The
Pickering Manuscript show that exact page transcriptions can be reviewed, while a single page remains insufficient for whole-work evidence.
Conversely, the Blake/An Illustrated Quarterly Four Zoas bibliography is review context: it helps explain why VALA, or The Four Zoas
requires manuscript-aware editorial handling, but it cannot itself satisfy text or image evidence [The Morgan Library & Museum, 2021, 2026,
Blake/An Illustrated Quarterly, 2026b]. The table therefore preserves uncertainty as actionable metadata rather than forcing uncertain
leads into a binary acquired/missing label.
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13 Supplement: Image Mosaics and Work Evidence Profiles
This visual supplement treats the corpus as a descriptive materials dataset rather than as a finished interpretive edition. Two cache-review
image mosaics — one showing acquired local Blake Archive image files with valid paths on disk, the other grouping those files by work area
— are omitted from this public rights-safe build and are available only in the local research build, in keeping with the rights matrix
in sec. 14 and the analysis in sec. 7: they measure local files and do not relicense provider images. fig. 15 adds a compact tile for every
target-ledger work. fig. 16 and fig. 17 then separate representative image presence from Archive object-depth acquisition, and fig. 18 records
the authority tier attached to local work evidence. These remaining figures are project-authored aggregate visualizations of local-file counts,
withholding claims about iconography, copy state, or provider rights [Drucker, 2020, Kirschenbaum, 2008].

Figure 15: Compact target-ledger evidence profiles for every work. Each tile records work-level target status, local text availability (T), and
local image count (I); copy-, plate-, and object-level completeness is shown separately in the image-depth figures.
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Figure 16: Archive object-image depth by work for the largest local image carriers. The gray bar records resolved Archive object candidates
and the green bar records downloaded local image files, so the denominator is discoverable Archive object metadata rather than Blake’s
whole visual oeuvre.
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Figure 17: Archive object-image depth by target-ledger work area. Bars aggregate resolved Archive object candidates and downloaded local
image files within each ledger category; catalog-only sources and non-Archive museum records are outside this image-depth denominator.
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Figure 18: Source-authority tiers for local work evidence. Counts distinguish Archive-primary work records from validated fallback text and
legacy or corroborating records, making source authority visible before interpreting corpus-level aggregates.
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14 Supplement: Rights Matrix for Distribution and Reuse Decisions
The matrix below converts the legal distribution analysis in sec. 7 into a release checklist. It is not a permission grant. It records the default
publication posture for each artifact class and the evidence needed to change that posture.

Artifact class Rights layer
Default public-release
rule Required metadata Escalation path

Project code, tests,
scripts, and
project-authored
documentation

Project-authored
software and prose

Include under the
repository license

Repository license,
authorship, version

Standard software
release review

Aggregate counts,
coverage tables,
checksums, source URLs,
authority tiers, and
non-image charts

Facts, provenance, and
project-authored
arrangement

Include with citations
and provenance

Source URL, checksum
where applicable,
authority tier, generation
command

Confirm no embedded
source expression beyond
factual data [Supreme
Court of the United
States, 1991]

Published
Blake-authored
underlying works

Underlying
public-domain work,
separate from edition or
file

Treat as low-risk
underlying content only

Work title, source
edition/provider,
publication-history note
where known

Recheck item-level
publication history for
manuscripts or uncertain
editions

Project Gutenberg
fallback text

Underlying
U.S.-unrestricted text
plus Project Gutenberg
trademark/license
wrapper

Include only validated
text with Project
Gutenberg references
handled under the
license policy

Source URL, checksum,
validation note,
branding/license
handling

Strip Project Gutenberg
references when relying
on the underlying text
layer, or comply with
Project Gutenberg
conditions [Project
Gutenberg Literary
Archive Foundation,
2026]

Wikisource fallback text Public-domain source
text plus
contributor/editorial
licensing

Include only with
attribution and license
continuity; do not
relicense into MIT

Page URL, revision or
retrieval note,
attribution, CC BY-SA
4.0/GFDL metadata,
checksum

Use a clean
public-domain source or
preserve Wikimedia reuse
obligations [Wikimedia
Foundation, 2026]

William Blake Archive
TEI, transcriptions,
object images, and bulk
mirrors

Provider text/image
terms, possible
copyright, contract, and
fair-use layers

Exclude raw files and
mirrors from the public
repository

Source URL,
object/work id,
checksum, local-cache
path excluded from
release

Seek permission,
document venue-specific
fair use, or publish
acquisition instructions
only [The William Blake
Archive, 2026a]

Museum, HathiTrust,
Internet Archive, Tate,
British Museum, and
catalogue leads

Provider-specific access
and catalogue terms

Use as corroborating
metadata unless
license-compatible files
are identified

Provider URL, checked
status, license or terms
note

Verify item-level terms
before bundling content

Generated cover and
project-authored
diagrams

Project-authored design
assets

Include with provenance
and non-evidence label

Prompt/provenance
record, generation
command, manuscript
role

Keep separate from
acquired corpus evidence

Image mosaics and visual
supplements made from
local source files

New layout containing
provider-supplied images

Exclude from general
public source release
unless cleared for the
exact venue

Input file list, source
URLs, resolution,
caption caveat,
permission or fair-use
memo

Replace with
source-compatible
thumbnails, seek
permission, or keep as
local review artifact

The practical release rule is conservative: publish code, commands, metadata, manifests, and aggregate diagnostics; keep expressive provider
files local unless their source-specific rights layer has been resolved. This supports collections-as-data reproducibility without treating the
local evidence cache as part of the open-source license [Candela et al., 2023, Wallace, 2022].
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