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Researchers now expect to have online
access to library catalogues. But many
of the resources held in UK libraries
cannot be found through online
catalogues. Resources that are neither
online themselves, nor traceable through
online catalogues are increasingly likely
to be overlooked or ignored, whatever
their potential value for research. 
UK librarians have therefore devoted
considerable efforts to tackling the
backlog of uncatalogued material 
in their collections, and converting 
to online form catalogues that were
originally available only in printed 

or card catalogue format (termed
‘retroconversion’). The benefits of 
such work include increased visibility,
accessibility and use of collections. 

A report published by the RIN in
November shows significant progress in
recent years: librarians estimate that 50%
of material in their research collections 
is now covered by online catalogues,
compared with 31% five years ago. 
As a result, many more researchers are
now able to prepare for visits to libraries
by consulting a catalogue online. But
much more remains to be done before 
all the material held in UK libraries that 
is of potential value to researchers can 
be readily traced in this way. Pursuing
such work should clearly remain a high
priority. For beyond the benefits to

individual libraries, and researchers
interested in specific collections,
retroconversion and cataloguing bring
UK-wide benefits. They add to the 
sum of available information about the
widely-distributed national collection 
of material of potential value for research.
Hence they provide an essential
underpinning to the collaborative efforts
between libraries to enhance researchers’
ability to search, navigate and gain
access to that distributed collection, 
as well as librarians’ ability to co-operate 
in managing it more efficiently.

The report also highlights the need 
for guidance to libraries on issues such
as identifying cataloguing priorities,
cataloguing standards, communicating

The RIN has published a framework of principles that
introduces a set of questions to be addressed by all 
individuals and organisations with a stake in the stewardship
of digital research data. Given the wide range of contexts 
in which research is conducted, the need is for a broad and
shared framework to provide a basis on which key agents 
– universities, research institutions, libraries, publishers and
other information providers, research funders and of course
researchers – can develop approaches adapted to their needs.

The premise for setting out such principles is that, in order 

to produce high-quality research, researchers must have access to
as wide a range as possible of the data and information produced
by other researchers, as well as relevant information produced by
other agencies. At the same time, developments in information
and communications technologies are facilitating new kinds of
research, new organisational models, and collaboration across
disciplinary, institutional and national boundaries. But they also
demand new ways of thinking about how we manage data and
information outputs, so that we can maximise their value, and
ensure that precious resources are not lost. In pursuance of those
goals, the fundamental policy objective is to ensure that ideas
and knowledge derived from publicly-funded research should 
be made available and accessible for public use, interrogation,
and scrutiny, as widely, rapidly and effectively as practicable.

To help achieve that objective, the following five principles
provide a broad framework for developing good practice for 
the key agents listed above. The principles are deliberately
pitched at a high level. The guidance set out in the RIN’s
framework document provides pointers as to how policy 
and practice may need to be changed to ensure that they 
are to comply with the principles.

1 The roles and responsibilities of researchers, research
institutions and funders should be defined as clearly 
as possible, and they should collaboratively establish 
a framework of codes of practice to ensure that creators
and users of research data are aware of and fulfil their
responsibilities in accordance with these principles.

2 Digital research data should be created and collected 
in accordance with applicable international standards,
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and the processes for selecting those to be made available
to others should include proper quality assurance.

3 Digital research data should be easy to find, and access
should be provided in an environment which maximises
ease of use; provides credit for and protects the rights 
of those who have gathered or created data; and protects
the rights of those who have legitimate interests in how
data are made accessible and used.

4 The models and mechanisms for managing and providing
access to digital research data must be both efficient and
cost-effective in the use of public and other funds. 

5 Digital research data of long term value arising from
current and future research should be preserved and
remain accessible for current and future generations. 

The principles provide a foundation for the development 
of policy and practice at national and institutional levels.
However, they do not offer prescriptive answers; different
bodies will need to address the questions, and to develop 

their own policy and good practice, in the light of their own
particular circumstances.  

As the framework is developed, however, there is a
continued need for collaboration and co-ordination, to ensure
that it meets the requirements of interested bodies. Initiatives
are developing in this respect: for instance, a recent report,
commissioned by JISC and undertaken by UKOLN, explores
the roles, rights, responsibilities and relationships of
institutions, data centres and other key stakeholders who 
work with data; it is strategically positioned to provide 
a bridge between the high-level RIN framework and
practitioner-focused technical development work. In another
area, the feasibility study for a proposed UK Research Data
Service covers much of the same ground as the RIN principles.

RIN principles: http://www.rin.ac.uk/data-principles 
UKOLN report: http://tinyurl.com/2nknuc 
Feasibility study for UK Research Data Service:
http://www.curl.ac.uk/ukrds/ 

On the use and sharing
of personal information

Following an announcement of a
review by the Prime Minister last
autumn, an independent consultation
was launched in December, under
the auspices of the Ministry of
Justice, to seek views on the use and
sharing of personal information in
the public and private sectors.

The terms under which personal information is made
available are important to society and to individuals – and not
least to large segments of the research community whose work
is founded on the collection and interpretation of data derived
from human subjects or populations. 

At the same time, citizens have a right to know that their
information is safe, secure and protected from misuse. Exactly
how is our information being used? How can we be sure it is
being used lawfully? Who holds our information and to what
end? And what impact is the sharing of personal information
having on our private lives? These are the sort of questions
that the review will seek to address over the coming months.
The consultation is a crucial component of this, and will
inform policy on how to ensure personal information 
can be shared in an effective and pragmatic way, with 
appropriate safeguards for individuals and society. 
More specifically, the review will:

� consider whether there should be any changes to the 
way the Data Protection Act 1998 operates in the UK 
and the options for implementing any such changes;

� provide recommendations on the powers and sanctions
available to the regulator and courts in the legislation
governing data sharing and data protection;

� provide recommendations on how data-sharing policy
should be developed in a way that ensures proper
transparency, scrutiny and accountability. 

Although the exercise is not specifically geared to research
data, the territory that it covers is extremely relevant to
organisations such as the Medical Research Council or the
Economic and Social Research Council. 

The review is being conducted by Richard Thomas, the
Information Commissioner, and Mark Walport, Director of the
Wellcome Trust. The deadline for responses to the consultation
is on 15 February.

http://www.justice.gov.uk/publications/
data-sharing-review-consultation.htm 

Academic libraries:
where next?
The report Researchers’ Use of Academic Libraries and their
Services was commissioned by the RIN in collaboration
with the Consortium of Research Libraries (CURL), and
published in April 2007. It provides for the first time 
a reasonably authoritative account of the current state 
of relationships in the UK between researchers, academic
libraries, and the services those libraries provide; and 
of perspectives on how they might develop for the future. 
It has attracted considerable interest both in the UK 
and overseas. It presents an evidence base on which 
the RIN is now seeking to build policy and strategic 
advice to libraries and information services, and their 
host institutions and funders, on how best to support 
and develop library services for the future.

To that end, we have established a working group with
representatives of the library and research communities,
along with senior institutional managers (including three 
Pro Vice Chancellors) to consider the report’s findings and
conclusions, along with other relevant evidence, and in
particular the implications for the policy and strategy of HEIs
and their library and information services. We hope that the
Group will consider and produce recommendations on key
priorities for HEIs and their libraries in developing and
sustaining services that will meet the needs of researchers
over the next five to ten years.

The Group has already met once, and discussions
ranged widely over issues including the balance between
libraries’ roles in supporting teaching and research; the
changing roles of subject librarians; the need for collection
and content development strategies; the role of information
professionals as an integral part of research teams; the need
for institutions to develop more effective information
management policies and procedures; and the role of 
the library in guiding and leading institutions through 
the current changes in scholarly communications. 

Clearly, there can be no one set of principles or
arrangements that will meet the requirements of all
libraries and HEIs; for institutional environments differ
significantly, and devolved budgeting systems have in
some cases introduced new tensions within institutions.
But we hope that by the summer of 2008 the working
group will have been able to produce a set of guidelines
that will help institutions and libraries to navigate their
way through an increasingly complex landscape.

http://www.rin.ac.uk/researchers-use-libraries
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It is becoming increasingly clear that the European Union 
is going to have a major impact on the moves towards
improving access to scientific information. The European
Commission issued a Communication on the subject in
February and a Green Paper in April which highlighted the
importance of improving information flows in the European
Research Area. In November, during the Competitiveness
Council meeting held in Brussels, the Council of Ministers
adopted Council Conclusions on scientific information in 
the digital age: access, dissemination and preservation. 

The Council concludes that dissemination of and access to
scientific information – both publications and data – are crucial
to the development of the European Research Area and to
promotion of innovation; and that the systems by which scientific
information is published ‘have a major impact on research
funding policies and on the excellence of European research’.
Both the European Research Advisory Board and the European
Research Council’s Scientific Council have reached similar
conclusions and sought to promote policies in favour of open
access. The Research Committee of the European Parliament,
however, decided last September to take no action on a report 
on scientific information presented to them by the Commission. 

Now the Council makes clear its view that member states
have a strong interest in seeking to develop a scientific
information system that maximises the socio-economic impact
of public investment in research. Hence, member states have
been to be invited to:

� ‘reinforce national strategies and structures for access 
to and dissemination of scientific information tackling
organisational, legal, technical and financial issues;

� enhance the co-ordination between Member States, 
large research institutions and funding bodies on access,
preservation and dissemination policies and practices;

� maximise access for researchers and students to scientific
publications, in particular by improving public procurement
practices in relation to scientific information; this could
include exchanging information on these practices and
increasing the transparency of the contractual terms of 
“big deals”, and exploring the possibilities for funding
bodies, research institutions and scientific publishers 
from different Member States to work together in order 
to achieve economies of scale and efficient use of public
funds by demand aggregation;

� ensure the long term preservation of scientific information
– including publications and data, and pay due attention
to scientific information in national information
preservation strategies’. 

But in addition to the invitation to member states to do all
this, the Commission itself will monitor good practice in
relation to open access, and encourage the development of new
models; experiment with open access to data and publications
arising from projects funded under the Framework Programmes;
encourage research into digital preservation, and deployment of
cross-border data infrastructures; and seek to encourage policy
co-ordination. Much of this is due to get under way in 2008,
and the Council stresses the importance of effective
collaboration between the key groups of players, including
funding agencies, researchers, research institutions, and
scientific publishers. It is not yet clear what action the UK
Government plans to take in response to the Council
conclusions, but the next few months promise to be an
interesting time.

http://tinyurl.com/23puw7 

Goodbye RAE, hello REF
The Higher Education Funding Council for England (HEFCE)
and its counterparts in Scotland and Wales have published
long-awaited proposals on how they envisages to run a new
framework for the assessment and funding of research from
2010, to replace the Research Assessment Exercise (RAE).

The proposals, taking the form of a consultation
document, confirm what has been know for a while: 
that the new Research Assessment Framework (REF) 
would be driven by quantitative indicators, or metrics, 
for most science and technology subjects, and by a ‘light
touch’ peer review process for the arts, humanities, social
sciences, statistics and mathematics. Most of the thinking 
so far has focused on the quantitative indicators, which will
be articulated largely around bibliometric analyses, to assess
quality. Other quantitative measures, for instance research
income and research student numbers, would be factored
into funding decisions. Work regarding the ‘light touch’ 

peer review is less advanced, and there will be further
consultation on that aspect of the REF in 2009.

Not surprisingly, much attention is being drawn to the
nature of the proposed bibliometric indicators, based on
citation analyses. HEFCE has already recognised that there
may be limitations to this approach, and potential concerns
(as well as possible solutions) are outlined in the consultation
paper; in particular, there is a question about how user value,
as opposed to quality, might be measured - this is particularly
important for research of the more applied variety.

However, on the issue of the place and evaluation of data
as a research output, the document is silent. This is something
worth reflecting on, and the sort of concerns raised in the
RIN’s forthcoming report on data publication (see page 4)
should provide pointers on perceptions about the quality 
of research data.

The deadline for responses to the consultation in on 
14 February.

http://www.hefce.ac.uk/pubs/hefce/2007/07_34/

Europe moves on scientific information
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� HEFCE review of research libraries
HEFCE has for many years provided special funding for 
major research libraries that provide a service to the national
academic research community. Currently, special non-formula
funding is provided to six institutions: Cambridge, the LSE,
London, Manchester, Oxford, and SOAS. Sir Ivor Crewe has
recently completed a review of this funding, and the HEFCE
Board considered his report in November. He recommends 
that special funding should continue to be provided to libraries
that meet four criteria:

� a unique collection or critical mass of rare material; 
� a significant and essential contribution to the national

research base; 
� associated costs beyond what the host HEI could

reasonably be expected to bear; and 
� a track record of high quality services and facilities 

for external users.
On that basis, it recommends that five of the six institutions

should be designated as ‘national research libraries’, and
supported by a new funding stream that consolidates four
currently-separate schemes. This new long-term funding should
be provided in return for a specified level of provision which
will be subject to periodic review. The exception among the 
six institutions that currently receive special funding is the
University of London, where it is recommended that Senate
House Library does not have a strong case for continued
support as a national research resource, and that the special
funding for the libraries of the School of Advanced Study 
should be consolidated in a special funding stream to support
the activities of the School. 

� NIH open access publishing requirement
A significant milestone on the road towards open access 
was reached on Boxing Day, when President Bush signed 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2007. The Act
includes a provision directing the National Institutes of 
Health (NIH) to require that the published outputs of NIH-
funded research should be submitted to the PubMed Central 
repository and made freely available to the public no later
than 12 months after publication. 

The terms of the relevant clause are that ‘the Director 
of the National Institutes of Health shall require that all
investigators funded by the NIH submit or have submitted 
for them to the National Library of Medicine’s PubMed Central
an electronic version of their final, peer-reviewed manuscripts
upon acceptance for publication to be made publicly available
no later than 12 months after the official date of publication:
Provided, that the NIH shall implement the public access 
policy in a manner consistent with copyright law’. The 
final sentence of that clause may prove to be a significant
concession to publishers.

The Act will have implications in the UK as well as the US. 
It will clearly add to the content available in UK PubMed Central.
But it will also require that UK researchers who collaborate in
projects that receive funding from the NIH will have to submit
their articles and make them freely available within a year. Of
course, this new US requirement in large part replicates similar
requirements already in place in the UK, from bodies including
the Research Councils and the Wellcome Trust. But it is likely 
to give a significant boost to the open access movement.

During the early part of 2008, the RIN will be
publishing reports from four key studies that were
commissioned during the course of last year:

Publication and quality assurance of research data
outputs: investigating the nature and range of
arrangements for making research data as widely available
as possible – and, of relevance to research assessment,
current practice for ensuring the quality of such data.

Finding aids and discovery services for collections 
of objects and artefacts: collections of objects and
artefacts – from ceramics or clothing to geological 
or botanical specimens – are important resources for
researchers in many subjects and disciplines. But they
are scattered across the country and are often not easy
to find. The RIN study looks at how we might improve
discovery services to enable researchers more readily 
to find the collections that are relevant to their research.

Activities, costs and funding flows in the scholarly
communications system: there is a lack of reliable
evidence about key features of the scholarly
communications system, and critically about its costs.
This study will produce for the first time estimates 
of the costs associated with producing, publishing 
and disseminating scholarly journal articles, and 
of the sources and volumes of cash and other 
resources that are provided to meet those costs.

Training of researchers in research information
methodologies and tools: a review of the extent, 
quality and impact of training in research information
methodologies and tools provided for academic
researchers by Higher Education Institutions and 
other agencies.

http://www.rin.ac.uk/data-publication
http://www.rin.ac.uk/objects
http://www.rin.ac.uk/economics
http://www.rin.ac.uk/training-research-info 

New RIN study on evaluating the usage and impact 
of e-journals
In January, the RIN commissioned an analysis of the
information-seeking behaviour and the use of journals
and journal articles by academic researchers in the 
UK. The work, which will be articulated largely around
log analyses, is being undertaken by the Centre for
Information Behaviour and the Evaluation of Research
(CIBER) at UCL.

http://www.rin.ac.uk/use-ejournals

RIN: in brief

about the progress of cataloguing work, evaluating impact 
and benefits, and also for sharing many practical lessons which
currently go unrecorded. The RIN hopes to work with SCONUL,
CURL and other library organisations to disseminate the lessons
learned through recent cataloguing projects, and to promote
examples of good practice. We also hope to work with them 
to explore new methodologies and models for retroconversion,
and ways to improve the availability of and interoperability
between catalogues; and seek to develop a strategy for an
innovative and cost-effective five-year programme to tackle 
key cataloguing backlogs and retroconversion priorities. 

http://www.rin.ac.uk/catalogue-coverage
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