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CAUL Statistics Focus Group

Tuesday 21 January 2003 from 7.30am

Sydney

DRAFT Minutes (updated 10/2/03)

1. Attendance & Apologies.  Derek Whitehead (chair), Tony Arthur, David Groenewegen, Isobel Mosley, Cathie Jilovsky, Diane Costello.
2. Minutes of Meeting held August 2002.  There were no alterations to the minutes.
3. Business Arising from Previous Meetings, not otherwise included on the agenda.

a) Opening Hours.  It was agreed that the definition was acceptable, but that there were some problems with compliance.  It was reiterated that the “most common” spread of opening hours should be reported rather than the longest.  A covering letter outlining the most common misinterpretations of the definitions will be included with the data collection information.  (Action:  CJ)  
b) Merged Services.  It was agreed to invite those who are already managing merged service to describe their reporting processes.  (Action:  TA)

c) Statistics Discussion List.  The list has been set up, and email invitations to join will be sent to CAUL & institutional contacts.  (Action:  DC, CJ) 
d) Archives.  It was agreed to add archives as a supplementary item in 2003, measured in linear metres.  (Action:  CJ)  
e) 1999 Data Update.  Corrections will be included in the spreadsheet as they are received.  (Action:  CJ)  
4. Online Survey and Outcomes from Statistics Forum 20 January 2003.  It was noted that the COUNTER project had made considerable progress, but hadn’t reached the stage of being able to feed into the CAUL process.  It was agreed to advise CAUL to start collecting data in 2003 for reporting in 2004.  It was agreed that ARL’s definitions were usable, but able to be improved.  (Action:  IM, DC) The specific data for collection , as proposed by Isobel Mosley, and supported by attendees at the Statistics Forum, are:
a) # logins

b) # database searches
c) # full-text retrievals
d) Expenditure on e-resources.  It was also agreed to develop a definition for expenditure on electronic resources, to take into account different circumstances such as electronic free with print, print price with supplement for electronic, electronic price with deep discount for print, etc and using ARL’s definition as a starting point.  (Action:  IM) 
5. Collection of 2002 data.
a) Timing.  The survey should be ready soon after Cathie Jilovsky’s return from leave in March, with a few minor alterations to definitions and finalisation of the deemed list.
b) Deemed List.   The list has been updated with 2002 figures by the CAUL Office, with only a few publishers outstanding.  The proposed project will not proceed right now, but possibly later. The importance of identifying numbers of duplicates was discussed and it was decided not to proceed at this stage.  It was agreed to clarify the definition of complete/full sets and sub-sets, including the insertion of an additional column to permit the entry of the number of titles held, if less than the full set.  (Action:  CJ, DC)  

It was noted that much of the content of Lexis Nexis is not serial, but data, databases and articles.  It was agreed to clarify the definition of titles included in aggregations.  (Action:  TA,CJ) 

It was confirmed that the deemed list should represent the number of current titles in the database/collection.  It was agreed to add further collections suggested by individual institution to the deemed list.  (Action:  CJ)  
c) Data presentation.  Cathie Jilovsky reported that a state code had been introuced to permit institutions to be sorted according to location, while the main presentation would be alphabetical by institution.  It was agreed to include New Zealand institutions in the ratio calculations.  (Action:  CJ)  
6. Representation on COUNTER International Advisory Group.  Derek Whitehead advised that Diane Costello would represent CAUL.
7. Online Interactive Web Site.  Diane Costello will follow up with Informata regarding Bibliostat.  (Action:  DC) Cathie Jilovsky reported that a Melbourne IT firm was looking at the ARL software with a view to designing a product with similar functionality.  Michael Middleton (QUT) is planning to present a similar proposal to CAUL.  It was agreed to survey CAUL to determine what functionality is required, how it is / would be used, what functionality is lacking, what it is used for, how often it is used, how much time is spent manipulating the data.  (Action:  DC, DW) It was agreed to include a note on the statistics web page to indicate that there is a current investigation into its functionality.  (Action:  DC) 
The meeting concluded at 9am.
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