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Scholarly Communication

qScholarly Communication
qA problem of definition

qScope of the term is wider than "scholarly publishing" 
and covers the authoring, publishing (in a broad sense), 
and reading of information produced by members of the 
academic community for teaching or research. 
"Information" in this context may be in a variety of 
formats 
q(CURL/SCONUL definition)



Scholarly Communication

qStakeholders usually defined as

qAuthorsqAuthors

qPublishers

qLibrarians

qReaders 

qOther stakeholders, such as Vendors, not usually 

included in the debate

qThis needs to change



New definition?

qScholarly Communication encompasses everything
that users need in order to be effective

qNew definitionqNew definition

qThe authoring, publishing, dissemination, and reading 
of information produced for teaching, learning or 
research in whatever format, with the tools and systems 
needed to provide access to, and storage of, these 
materials in perpetuity

qIt is an inclusive definition for stakeholders, systems, 
content and processes



Institutional responses

qUniversities are seeking to assert their management of 
institutional resources

qUCL has promulgated two policies on IPR (Intellectual Property 
Rights) in staff and student work

qThe academic and student as author are seen to own the IPR 
in their outputs

qPolicies available at http://www.ucl.ac.uk/Library/scholarly-
communication/index.shtml



Institutional responses

qUniversities are setting up institutional repositories to 

house pre-prints/post-prints of secondary research house pre-prints/post-prints of secondary research 

content

qSHERPA network in the UK 

qhttp://www.sherpa.ac.uk/

qDARE network in the Netherlands

qInnovative partnership with SURF

qhttp://www.surf.nl/en/themas/index2.php?oid=7



Institutional responses

q E-Theses a growing interest
q DiVA in Sweden contains E-Theses

q http://www.diva-portal.org/about.xsqlq http://www.diva-portal.org/about.xsql

q Arrow in Australia – e-prints, e-theses, electronic publishing

q http://www.arrow.edu.au/

q International Workshops
q To skill/inform stakeholders

q OAI4 in Cern, 20-22 October, 2005

q Organised under LIBER Access Division

q http://oai4.web.cern.ch/OAI4/

q Ex Libris is a generous sponsor of OAI4



Institutional Challenges

qManagerial
qHow to do more with less

qResources, people, moneyqResources, people, money

qHow to manage change

qUniversities, by their size and complexity, do not move 
quickly

qHow to identify the right Vision

qVisioning is one of the hardest parts of strategic planning



Institutional Challenges

qCultural

qWho leads?qWho leads?

qSenior management in a university?

qLibrarians/Learning Technologists?

qAcademics?

qStudents?



Institutional Challenges

qPolitical
qHow do you gain support from

qSenior University administrators?qSenior University administrators?

qAcademics and researchers who publish?

qCommercial publishers?

qUsers of library and information systems?

qGovernment?



Drivers

qUK Parliamentary enquiry into STM (Science, 
Technology and Medicine) publishing
qhttp://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200304/cmselect/cqhttp://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200304/cmselect/c
msctech/399/39902.htm

qCommittee received evidence from all stakeholders

qAttendance at Committee’s public meetings was packed
qChairman, Dr Ian Gibson, said in public that the issue was 
clearly of immense interest. The Committee wanted to know 
why



Findings

qFunders should mandate funded researchers to self-

archive their papers in repositories

qNeed for a joined-up repository initiative, allowing single-qNeed for a joined-up repository initiative, allowing single-

site searching and access

qNeed to address quality-assurance issues, perhaps with 

“kite-marking”

qNeed to overcome copyright barriers



Author Pays

qFor Journal Publishing

qEarly indications that an Author Pays model could work, qEarly indications that an Author Pays model could work, 
replacing subscriptions

qGovernment should facilitate this work – Research 
Councils should make funds available for authors to 
experiment

qSticking points: “free-riders”, learned societies, 
copyright and, in certain contexts, peer review



Responses

qUK Government so far declines to act

qResearch Councils UK to mandate deposit for funded 
research outputsresearch outputs
qhttp://www.rcuk.ac.uk/access/index.asp

qBeing opposed by commercial publishers

qWellcome Trust also mandating deposit ‘within six 
months of publication’
qhttp://www.wellcome.ac.uk/doc%5Fwtx025191.html



Responses

qNational Institutes of Health (NIH) request deposit of 

funded outputs within 12 months of publicationfunded outputs within 12 months of publication

qhttp://grants.nih.gov/grants/guide/notice-files/NOT-OD-05-

022.html

qOverview of the issues in The Scientist

qhttp://www.the-scientist.com/news/20050519/01
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Challenges for Vendors

qWhat should Vendors be doing about the revolution in 
Scholarly Communication?

qUsing three Case Studies, this paper
qSuggests issues of strategic importance to libraries and users

qHighlights areas and topics on which the community and Ex 
Libris should have dialogue

qAttempts to identify areas for future development 

qA mechanism for progressing that work in partnership
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Digital Assets

qUK Ex Libris Chief Librarians worked with Ex Libris on 
UK Digitool Programme, using Digitool v. 2.4
qE-Theses 

qLed by UCL

qDigital images 

qLed by Goldsmiths, University of London

qCommittee records 

qLed by University of Westminster

qReports available on request 



Digital Assets

qE-Theses
qFor Digitool v. 2.4, UCL found

qRapid/accurate indexing of full text

qConfigurable indexing/web screens

qOpenURL support helpful

qObject media types list not exhaustive

qDeep linking from Virtual Learning Environment (VLE) possible 
only to metadata in v. 2.4

qNot possible directly to the object



Digitool v. 3

qDigitool v. 3 - not tested by UK Digitool Programme
qProvides full repository functionality

qE-reservesqE-reserves

qCollections of Learning Objects

qLicensed e-collections

qSpecial, cultural collections

qConforms to OAIS (Open Archival Information System) for 
digital curation

qSeparate JISC-funded project on digital curation with UCL, 
British Library and Ex Libris reports in January 2006

qhttp://www.ucl.ac.uk/ls/lifeproject/
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UCL Taught Student Survey 2000



Snapshot

qQuestionnaires sent to a random sample of taught 

studentsstudents

qResults

qBuy more set texts

qSpend more on the Library

qNo-one wanted more e-resources

qE-Learning does not figure in this survey



Ex Libris provision?

qNo UK Library uses Ex Libris Course Reserves system
qPre-supposes every item on the Reading List is held physically 
in the Library

qReading List system in use by Loughborough, UCL, qReading List system in use by Loughborough, UCL, 
Newcastle, Nottingham, Royal Holloway, interacting 
with Aleph via Z39.50, and X-server?

qNew E-Learning agenda is an opportunity for
qDialogue with the Ex Libris community

qNew development work to produce a workable system for core 
readings in digital format

qWork for a separate Reading List module or for Digitool?

qIs there not now a Business Case for further development?
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Open Source and Open Access

qHow does Ex Libris software interact with Open 
Source software and Open Access content?
qUCL E-prints repository in MetaLib – ‘search and link’ 
resourceresource

qNo Boolean searching possible

qEither Title/Abstract/Keyword or Author searching allowed 

qMetaLib can only display results from UCL Eprints 
repository in native E-Prints interface

qTo solve these problems requires local software 
development

qEx Libris will supply add-on MetaIndex, at a cost

qAllows full harvesting & indexing of metadata

qBut, of content that is itself free at point of use…



The wider world of Open Access

qRepositories such as CogPrints and arXiv are not 
directly searchable via MetaLib
qMetadata can be harvested by Elsevier Scirus, and MetaLib 
searches this

qBut full metadata not available in Scirus…

qREPEC and the Directory of Open Access Journals
qAvailable only as ‘Search and Link’ resources

qResults not brought direct into MetaLib

qLocal software development would need to be undertaken to 
achieve this



The wider world

qEx Libris says

"It is possible for customers to configure MetaLib to cross search eprints 

and DSpace (and other OAI-PMH compliant repositories, including those 

using DigiTool) using the KnowledgeBase tools already available, but Ex 

Libris believes that more satisfactory results can be achieved by 

harvesting OAI-PMH metadata and loading it into MetaLib itself. The tool 

for doing this (MetaIndex) is available as a MetaLib add-on."



The wider world

qIn terms of SFX

qNot possible to link from a citation to an OAI repository record 

using bibliographic metadata such as journal title, ISSN etc.

qLinking requires an OAI record id

qSince few SFX "sources" (citations in whatever database) 

contain OAI record ids, UCL has not implemented this linking 

so far



The next steps?

qIs this the best approach in an Open Source and Open 
Access environment?
qEach customer is invited to do a lot of work locally to configure qEach customer is invited to do a lot of work locally to configure 
searching of OAI repositories via Ex Libris tools

qIt is not a joined-up approach to the emerging landscape of 
Open Access content

qIf Open Access is a major player on the Information 
Landscape…

qDoes not the whole architecture of search and retrieval in a 
global Open Access environment need to be looked at again in 
an Ex Libris context?
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Conclusions

qScholarly Communication is in the throes of a revolution

qA new definition, which encompasses all stakeholders and 

processes, has been suggestedprocesses, has been suggested

qCase Studies

qDigital Asset Management is of growing importance

qE-Learning is a major driver for change

qScholarly Communication presents challenges for the use of 

technologies and development of tools

qRoom for development by Ex Libris in these areas



Conclusions

qIs there a need for a Group of international Ex Libris 

user institutionsuser institutions

qTo chart trends in the Scholarly Communication

qTo map these changes against Ex Libris’s suite of products

qTo identify areas for development

qLibraries and Ex Libris need to work in partnership to

qDeliver on new agendas 

qAdd value



And finally…

qThanks for listeningqThanks for listening

qHappy to hear questions

qAnd maybe identify some answers


