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Section
Scholarly Communications.

Action
To facilitate CAUL’s input to national and international scholarly communication initiatives.

Responsibility
? CAUL Scholarly Communication Convenor.

Time-line
Ongoing.

Activity since last report
Involvement of CAUL members in AVCC SCIP Working Parties.  (Need to debate effectiveness and role of AVCC SCIP Working Parties in terms of ownership, meetings and coordination of future directions).

Work of the National Scholarly Communications Forums.  (Need to assess effectiveness of current situation and representation at Forum Seminars.  Librarians talking to Librarians?) 

Need to clarify role, function and effectiveness of National Library Collections Task Force in this area.

Achievements since last report
See above AVCC SCIP Working Parties.

Publicity, reports, publications since last report
Publicity and coordination has depended on individual initiatives of CAUL members, eg Colin Steele’s articles in the Australian and other outlets such as ABC Background Briefing.  

Publicity and lobbying by the CAUL President and CAUL Executive Officer in appropriate forums and by submissions, eg to the Senate Enquiry.  

Work by Neil McLean on infrastructure issues such as IMS.

Plan for forthcoming activity
It is clear from this author’s perspective that the wide-ranging and across-institutional analyses that were conducted under CISC have seen a dramatic reduction in terms of focus in 2001.  The main thrust of those initiatives have been restricted in the public arena at present to a one licence deal with Elsevier and an eprint initiative. 

The AVCC SCIP paper on policy settings from Professor Joyce Kirk has not yet been seen at the time of writing.  Little funds appear to be available for the AVCC SCIP Working Parties to undertake the type of activities funded by the Fighting Fund libraries and teleconferences are no substitute in this instance for structured seminars face to face.  The nature of communication in these deliberations to date need to be clearer to the CAUL community.

Funds still remain within  the Fighting Fund structure.  The ANU is establishing a Centre for Scholarly Communication Change with the University of Western Australia and Adelaide and this might provide a focal point for staffing secondments, think tanks and other necessary background work.  The CISC working papers owed much to Neil McLean and the commissioned study by Professor John Houghton.  We need solid platforms if we are to change and take forward the scholarly communication challenges.

ALIA is not an appropriate body for this activity.  The AVCC have limited resources while the problems of national coordination have not diminished as the debate on the pros and cons of the national site licence have evidenced.   In recent discussions with the ARC it is quite clear that the background issues in relation to the LIEF Program have been somewhat forgotten and the opportunity needs to be taken up once more with the ARC and their role in supporting nationally coordinated research infrastructure.

Recommendations to CAUL
That a small CAUL Scholarly Communications working party be established.  If formed a first action could be to convene a two-day intensive think tank with interested parties, eg Academies, National Library, CSIRO etc in order to scope strategies for 2002 in the light of the experience and challenges of 2001 in regard to information infrastructure and scholarly communication issues.  Cognisance should be taken of best practice internationally including the work of the UK Research Library Support Program and the outcomes of the to be established International Scholarly Communication Group.
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