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1. Present.  Ainslie Dewe (convenor), Helen Livingston (Deakin University), Tony Arthur (University of Melbourne), Cathie Jilovsky (CAVAL), Diane Costello (CAUL).

2. Minutes of last meeting 18 September 1998.  Some issues have not been resolved viz electronic serials collection, serials title collection.
3.6  Although the meeting had confirmed that serials titles would be non-core because of the non-comparability of the data it was agreed that this need revisiting. 
Correction to 3.2 – reporting of TAFE students – DETYA provides data "except for 65A" but 60-61 are part of the DETYA figures.

3. Serials Titles.  Compulsory or non-compulsory?  The difficulty has been in what to count, and how to count eg print titles, unique electronic titles, free off the web, etc  Suggest counting in a larger number of categories, which can be reduced over time as they are no longer required. Overlap between categories will be easier to detect.  Suggest:

a) unique print subscriptions, current titles in analog form ie microfilm etc;

b) unique e-subs, individual electronic journal titles;

c) e serials within datasets/packages including single publisher packages;

d) e serials free with print, but don't count if duplicate ie count either the print or electronic but not both, don't count in a cumulation;

e) e serials as part of a dataset, but decide if duplicates are to be counted;

f) e serials if free on the web, only count if actively counted, eg specifically if we have provided access to them  ie important enough to identify – in the same was as gift & exchange;

g) include separate columns for print & electronic gift & exchange;

h) new & cancelled are not so relevant in electronic because of the way titles are added to and dropped from aggregations – think of as pluses and minuses not active cancellations;

i) datasets may be accreted full-text - if ABI/Inform how do you count titles ie index plus full-text?  

j) indexes and abstracts - count as a single title, single subscription.

k) uniqueness is hardest to count so suggest eliminating the duplicates as each category is counted –  first copy is the unique one, others go into duplicate categories;

l) the total will be important over time especially if the increasing number of free titles looks like the decrease in funds is not having a negative impact, therefore important to identify if gratis;

m) publisher packages such as IDEAL or Muse are different from aggregations;

n) include datasets which are data eg GMID?  - may end up with more categories than we need but may be easier to collapse later;

o) Cancellations – politically important to keep, need to be able to report especially if not enough money to pay for them, to identify support for university research – what if cancel print but take up electronic?  Have only ever included actively cancelled titles.
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p) Refer to CAUL – suggest sending out at the end of the year for a trial run, the collection should be reviewed before the 1999 collection begins;

q) If an institution's policy changes so as to have a significant impact on the statistics, then this could be included as a footnote, on spreadsheet as well as in print.

r) Need definitions before the recommendations go to CAUL.  (Action:  Helen to define and refer to group for comment, to be finalised by Monday 25th October)

4. Cooperative Stores.  It had been agreed to count all resources within the university system, whether still owned by the institution or whether ownership is ceded to the store. It is necessary to inform the relevant stores and ask them to collect the relevant information.  A question is how to count journal titles if the back-set is ceded to store, but the current subscription is counted in the original library?  It was agreed to leave the definition before column 30 as is.

5. Reserve Collection Loans.  Column 15 is optional.  The number is changing with electronic "reserve" and whether open or closed reserve.  Leave as is because even if the numbers are decreasing, the data still has meaning.

6. Report on Collection of 1998 Data.  Cathie commented that the number of comments and questions is reducing.

a) It was agreed to remind CAUL members to include all on-costs whether or not costs are devolved from the centre, otherwise no comparison possible.  It was also agreed to alter the instructions for data collection.

b) Depreciation and occupancy costs are now often reported on accrual basis but don't appear in all library budgets.  We need a comment on this but it is not yet uniform.  It was agreed that a CAUL survey should be run in preparation for the collection of the 2000 data.  Don't include for collection of 1999 data.  Insurance is not yet counted and is not in many library budgets.  Need to identify related issues.  (Action:  Ainslie to survey CAUL)

7. TAFE statistics.  Regarding Doreen Parker's Northumbria paper, it was agreed that performance measures are beyond the scope of this group.  Not all universities are doing anything about collecting TAFE data, but those that are, are each doing something different. Currently TAFE data is excluded, or included with a footnote to denote what is included.  It is necessary to include a specific statement to include TAFE students in columns 60 & 61, and the community borrowers in column 65A (take the "ie …" out of the definitions) because the other population figures are supplied by DETYA. The CAUL minutes from meeting 2/1997 suggest 540-800 contact hours is equivalent to one EFTSU.  HEW levels for counting staff are optional.  Is data for the two sectors being kept for the same or different reasons?  Is there a reason to keep the data separate?  Agree in principle, but need more specific recommendations.  (Action:  Ainslie to ask Doreen Parker for more specific recommendations)

8. DETYA Definitions.  These had fallen out of step with the ones we are using.  It was agreed that the CAUL definitions be changed to match those of the data supplied by DETYA.  A note will be added to note the changes.  (Action:  Cathie)

9. Web Site. ARL have given approval to use their web-site scripts, but some work will be needed to customise for CAUL. Gail McMillan from University of Virginia is speaking at VALA, and could assist.  CAVAL is actively pursuing.  Cathie will also approach Helen Hayes regarding a replacement IT contact at the University of Melbourne.  CAUL is keenly awaiting a quote for the development and maintenance.  (Action:  Cathie)

10. Spreadsheet.  It was agreed that column totals should be included for CAUL libraries.  Cathie to quote for going back through previous spreadsheets.  (Action:  Cathie)

11. Next meeting.  February 2000.  tba

Meeting concluded at 3.40pm

