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RIN Consultative Group for Physical Sciences, Technology & Engineering
NOTE FROM THE SIXTH MEETING – 4 November 2009  
Action points in italics
Present:
Michael Jubb (Research Information Network) (chair)

Matt Giess (University of Bath)

Stephane Goldstein (Research Information Network)

Roger Hines (Sheffield Hallam University)

Ken Hollywood (British Geological Survey)

Dr Tom Howard (University of Bath)

David Hyett (British Antarctic Survey)

Cédric Laizé (Centre for Ecology and Hydrology)

Peter Willett (University of Sheffield)

Apologies: 
Simon Coles (University of Southampton)

Dorje Brody (Imperial College London)

Jim Downing (University of Cambridge)

Paul French (Imperial College London)

Robin Hankin (National Oceanographic Centre)

Werner Hofer (University of Liverpool)

Tong Sun (City University)

Qin Wang (Durham University)

	1.
	Minutes of the meeting of 13 March 2009     (paper RIN/PTE/09/07)

	
	There were none.
	

	
	

	2.
	Matters arising 

	
	From item 8 – RIN update

Noted that the next RIN-DCC Research Data Management Forum, on the theme of dealing with sensitive data, would take place on 30 November – 1 December [Note: since the Consultative Group meeting, the Forum has been postponed; it is now likely to take place during the first quarter of 2010, at a date to be determined]
	

	
	

	3.
	Note from joint Consultative Groups awayday, 7-8 May 2009     (paper RIN/PTE/09/08)

	
	Group members noted that the proposal, set out at the joint awayday, to investigate possible national licensing arrangements will be subsumed as part of the separate RIN-JISC initiative on transitions in scholarly communications (see agenda item 7); it would be treated in that body of work, alongside open access and micropayments, as one of the models to be considered. At the same time, JISC Collections is considering the feasibility of extending to other parts of the UK the benefits of what has been achieved in Scotland through the Scottish Higher Education Digital Library (SHEDL) initiative.
At a practical level, the Group suggested that, for any future joint awayday, participants might be asked to undertake preparatory work in advance. This would help build a common knowledge base and make the meeting more productive.
	

	
	

	4.
	Communicating Knowledge – RIN report on the publication behaviour of researchers     
(paper RIN/PTE/09/09)

	
	The report brought together for the first time a solid base of evidence on researchers’ behaviour and attitudes with regard to publication and dissemination. An important priority for RIN now is to seek to influence policy, not least in the short term by informing the contributions to the current consultations on REF.
The Group highlighted the usefulness of the report’s analysis of author attribution, and recognised that this could provide the basis for a useful practical guide. There is also scope for working with learned societies, publishers and funders to try to establish good practice guidelines in this area; this is something that RIN will be investigating. Such a line of enquiry could usefully tackle the question of recognition of those involved in providing underlying data, i.e. setting out a sort of narrative that identifies and explains who has done what at different points of the research process that has led to the relevant publication.

Group members considered issues of particular relevance to the physical sciences:

- conference proceedings are an important research output for the computing sciences, as highlighted in the report; and this illustrates the tension between the value attributed by researchers to different kinds of outputs and the weight that they are thought to carry in research assessment. 
- in engineering, conference papers are often not widely distributed electronically, and may even be available in hard copy only. 
- in disciplines such as engineering, there is also often a clear expectation about the production of different kinds of outputs at well-defined stages of researchers’ careers. This can lead to a ‘salami slice publishing’ phenomenon, where outputs may be duplicated or repeated, or even self-plagiarised. It would be useful to chart trails that describe this sort of progression. 

With regard to the REF proposals, members expressed concern about the reduction in the number of panels. The dilution of specialist knowledge on the panels could have detrimental effects particularly for multidisciplinary research.  
There was some interest in how REF citation information will be made available in future, including the extent to which it will be available publicly. 
	RIN Executive Team to take note of the Group’s views when responding to the REF consultation

	
	

	5.
	RIN report on barriers to access to research information content     (paper RIN/PTE/09/10)

	
	 The report, to be published in a couple of weeks, highlights the extent to which some categories of researcher are handicapped by difficulties in accessing material, and points to ways of overcoming these barriers.
The Group acknowledged that the tools for managing access can be very complex and difficult; and also that librarians and directors of institutional IT services, as well as publishers, had a role to play in overcoming access barriers. Thus while libraries tend to focus on the need to overcome or remove licensing restrictions (especially in relation to non-members of their institutions), publishers point to the restrictions on access to networks for non-members.

Members reflected also on questions arising from access to data, where there are potential complications such as commercial confidentiality and infringement of licensing agreements. There is often a tension between public policy aimed at maximising availability and imperatives to gain commercial advantage from certain datasets.

Noted that this work will feed into the RIN-JISC initiative on transitions (agenda item 7). 
	

	
	

	6.
	Disciplinary case studies in the life sciences     (paper RIN/PTE/09/11)

	
	The Group reflected on how the report’s conclusions, relating to the life sciences, map onto the experiences in the physical sciences. It was suggested that differences are accounted for as much by types of studies rather as by disciplinary differences – so some of the findings may indeed apply across boundaries. 
Within given disciplines (such as chemistry), there are wide varieties of practice regarding the extent to which research findings are made available. There is a contrast, for instance, between highly academic sub-disciplines and those where there are clear commercial implications and/or relationships.

At a practical level, members felt that the referencing section at the back of the report is poorly set out; RIN should reflect on how best to convey references in future reports. It was suggested also that the various thematic maps were open to confusion.
	RIN Executive Team to reconsider how best to set out referencing information in its future reports

	
	

	7.
	Joint portfolio of activity on transitions in scholarly communications    (paper RIN/PTE/09/12)

	
	The Group noted the rationale and justification for this work.
There were questions about how the end-points would be derived, how long this would take, and how difficult it would be to agree them, given the different priorities of interested parties. Members were reassured that end-points were being broadly defined at the outset, and would reflect the range of views from the different constituencies..
	Ken Holliwood to mention this project at the forthcoming RESCOLINC meeting

	
	

	8.
	Proposed RIN project on quality assurance     (paper RIN/PTE/09/13)

	
	The Group noted that aim of this proposed study is to draw as accurate a map as possible of how the different key players pull together (or not) in trying to assure the quality of research outputs. The work would not focus specifically on research assessment, although inevitably there would be reference to it.
Members felt that it would be important to ensure that quality assurance of outputs other than publications is covered. The project would certainly cover the increasing range of material (from working papers and conference proceedings, important in some disciplines, to Web 2.0 discourse and dialogue) that is not conventionally subject to formal assessment procedures.
There was concern that the scope of the project may be too broad, especially for a report to be fitted in no more than 50 pages. This might be too much to envisage for prospective contractors, and lead to superficiality. Is there a case therefore for focusing on the relatively neglected areas such as quality assurance of less formal outputs? It is important to ensure also that the work does not duplicate recent work such as RCUK’s 2007 evaluation of peer review. 
	RIN Executive Team to take note of the Group’s views when developing the specification for the project

	
	

	9.
	RIN update   (paper RIN/PTE/09/14)

	
	The update was noted. RIN was commended on the structure of its re-launched website.
	

	
	

	10.
	Other Business

	
	Tom Howard spoke briefly about his JISC-funded project on repurposing of information in engineering, part of the JISC Managing Research Data Programme. 
	


Next meeting: late February, date to be confirmed
