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CAUL Statistics Working Group

3 February, 2004

from 12.00 to 1.30pm

Melbourne Convention Centre

DRAFT Minutes (updated 20/3/04)
1. Attendance & Apologies.  Gehan Aboud, Cathie Jilovsky, Derek Whitehead (chair), Diane Costello, Jocelyn Priddey, Stephen Gillespie, David Groenewegen.
2. Minutes of Meeting held January 2003.

3. Business Arising from Previous Meetings.

4. Collection of 2003 Statistics.  

a) Data Collection.  The survey indicated that members wanted the collection to start earlier in the year.  The current form is ready to be sent out now, as there are no changes to the basic structure.  It was agreed to wait for the deemed list to be completed before circulating the survey.  (Action:  CJ)  
b) Date of DEST data.  A couple of institutions queried the date of the DEST data.  Definitions currently show the date as the 31st March.  Cathie Jilovsky now collects data from the DEST web site rather than it being downloaded from DEST.  It was agreed that the August data is probably better than the March data.  
c) TAFE FTE definition.  The formula given in the instructions for converting TAFE Contact Hours to EFTSU "EFTSU = TAFE Contact Hours divided by 540".  The universities, use 720 hours in their formula, but of the libraries, only the University of Ballarat Library uses this figure.  The other libraries use 540.  It was agreed to retain 540.
d) Deemed List.  There are still a few problems with the deemed list, usually because the principles aren’t fully understood.  Diane Costello will coordinate the updating of the numbers in the deemed list. Monash is concerned that they cannot count gains and losses.  Otago insists that their annual report matches the statistics as published.  Factiva and Lexis numbers are a problem, but at least everyone uses the same figures.  ANU also did not use the deemed list.  
i) Counting anomalies.  Duplication, non-equivalence of titles, eg less weighty than others – all that can be achieved is a rough basis for counting and comparing with others.  It was agreed that a statement along these lines was needed, preferably from a statistician and supported by CAUL.
e) TAFE measures.  Swinburne has devised a measurement factor, recognising the lower level of use than higher education, but it shows a spectrum overlapping with the higher education use.  Collection inputs and loans can be differentiated at Swinburne.  Online journals have a significant use by TAFE students.  RMIT can’t be specific about loans.  It could be possible do some work on a TAFE number deflator to allow population comparisons.  How many TAFE students don’t borrow any books?  Loans, expenditure on collections can be used, but anything else becomes too complex.  At Swinburne, 28% of online traffic is TAFE, 55% of FTE is TAFE.  The deflator could be used for compiling specified ratios as above.  
f) New Measures.  Isobel Mosley has done most of the background work.  It was agreed that CAUL should use the COUNTER definitions.  2003 has been a significant year for moving to e-journal packages, and data will be very different from 2002.  This is also likely to be the case for 2004.  There is danger of double-counting the print and electronic, also in allocating the expenditure between print and electronic.  It was agreed to send out the definitions to the CSFG for testing, to include a note highlighting the problems with interpretation.  It was suggested using a copy of the deemed list with extra columns for including usage data.  
i) # full text downloads. 
ii) # logins. 
iii) # searches.

Electronic books have been dropped from the proposed collection.  In discussion of how reference works will be counted, given that they can be paid as a subscription, it was agreed that the bibliographic identity should not be confused with the method of expenditure. UQ has a parent record for a service, with expenditure attached to the parent record as a serial, but books are defined separately.  It was noted that reference works and journals packages are still defined as books or journals rather than as a database.  EEBO has 126,000 e-books and ECCO has 150,000.  If title-level access is given, they will all be counted.  It was agreed that expenditure should include subscription-based materials of all kinds.  
5. Bibliostat.  Trevor Allred has revised the quote to USD 37,000 for collection and display, for all CAUL and CONZUL libraries. There is price resistance in CAUL to spending a lot more than is being spent now on collection and display, however there is demand for enhancements to the presentation mechanism.  It was agreed that a trial period to look at Bibliostat, using real data, was desirable.  Cathie Jilovsky reported that a local company has produced a prototype.  In general terms, CAUL would prefer a lower level annual cost, with a reasonable upfront cost.
6. Survey of CAUL.  A survey of CAUL members and statistics coordinators was carried out between May and June 2003.  Cathie Jilovsky compiled comments for the CSFG, focusing on deemed list and population issues. The other main issue is the redevelopment of the format used for the statistics.
7. Next Meeting.

8. Other Business.
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