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Topic and Definition 

Defining scholarly communication poses many challenges. Traditional definitions focus 
on the publishing cycle, with peer review and eventual dissemination through established 
“scholarly” challenges. We realized that in addition to this process, scholarly 
communication can and should involve the libraries in many ways: teaching, publishing, 
preservation, etc. We created a model to inform our thinking (See Appendix.) This model 
includes the major “parts” of scholarly communication as we defined it, including the 
understanding that the cycle is not focused on products, but is in fact “alive.”  

The challenge of scholarly communication is that the advancement of knowledge 
depends upon the creation of data which can be shared, reused, manipulated, evaluated, 
and repurposed for the creation of new data, new insights, and new knowledge. 
Participation in scholarly pursuits involves many activities and interactions including the 
traditional academic library activities of resource evaluation, provision of tools and 
human expertise for discovery, and storage for future use. Libraries are now “in the mix” 
of scholarly communication instead of being owners of the process. We need to build 
partnerships in all activities of scholarship including data creation, transformation, 
interpretation, and management of data. OSU Libraries recognize the changing 
opportunities available in the scholarly communication cycle. While our traditions rest in 
a few components of this cycle, technologies, demands and needs have presented new 
opportunities for involvement throughout the communication process.   

Value statement 



We seek new ways to contribute to the creation, discovery, storage and preservation, 
dissemination, evaluation and repurposing of information that enhances scholarly 
communication. We believe libraries are central to this academic institution, which is 
itself centered on “advancing the well-being of the people of Ohio and the global 
community through the creation and dissemination of knowledge” (See the Academic 
Plan) and that libraries should be an indispensable and integrated partner with other 
university units engaged in the scholarly communication process. 

Exploration 

We relied heavily on the knowledge of task force members to focus our research, 
consulting with Libraries staff as well. The literature of scholarly communication is 
voluminous and while much of it would no doubt be interesting, there was a limit to what 
we could digest. Therefore, we looked to other universities and our professional 
organization, keeping in mind that ideas for implementation that would work in OSUL 
might most reasonably come from within OSUL. 

In order to help define and focus our task, we sought resources that would fall within one 
of the following three broad categories: 

1. Current situation 
2. Shared understanding 
3. Trends 

Task force members recommended resources within each category that might be useful to 
consult. After reviewing the resources, we compiled a list of topics that were used as a 
basis for task force discussions and interaction on the wiki. The topics included: 

• Library Organization/Workflows/Roles 
• Economics 
• Technology 
• Culture of Scholarly Publishing (Peer Review) 
• The Student's Role 

We also consulted many models of scholarly publishing and the information cycle in 
order to help us formulate our own model. This model became the catalyst for our 
programming proposals and recommendations. 

In addition to the print and electronic resources, the task force also decided that it would 
be useful to interview Joe Branin for his insights on the current state of scholarly 
communication. The interview was conducted on June 17, and a link to the audio was 
posted for the task members. 
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 Blue Sky Vision  
 

Explore the creation of a full-time dedicated Assistant Director position with 
responsibility for scholarly communication. This would move OSUL towards being 
integrated into scholarly communication at the university. It may result in reorganization, 
so this should be investigated thoroughly before implementing. 

Hire a team of programmers dedicated to scholarly communication exploration 
and development so that experimentation and innovation can be ongoing. Create a 
“skunkworks” to experiment with new ways of searching, displaying, and 
disseminating information. This work will feed into the larger organizational work of the 
libraries. 

Make OSU Libraries the “go-to” place for information about scholarly communication. 
This will involve web content, personnel expertise, and activities. Student input will be 
vital to make this interesting and dynamic. In addition to “creating” a presence, we also 
need to push our expertise out to different venues using appropriate tools. 

Educate our OSU community (including students) on how social networking tools can be 
used in the scholarly communication process. Focus on curation and collection 
development aspects of social networking and how these tools and their respective 
products are preserved. 

Explore how OSUL can support student work, particularly through means like e-
portfolios, perhaps with the creation of an end product like OSU Pro that students can use 
for marketing themselves to employers and for promoting their academic achievements. 
Other "artifacts" of student work are already being published by the libraries.) 

Determine the role for OSUL in an emerging system of peer review that is more public 
and less controlled. 

Realign OSUL faculty internal Promotion and Tenure procedures to reward new models 
of scholarly communication. 

Educate entire OSU community, faculty and students, about the importance of retaining 
personal copyright for all materials they create and publish in order to allow necessary 
educational and personal uses. Establish institutional policy on using author addenda or 
other tools to retain these rights. 

Programming 

http://osc.universityofcalifornia.edu/


QUICK HITS: 

Offer programming (such as a lecture series or symposium) on the peer review process 
that would be developed through collaboration with the university community. 

Provide infrastructure to assist groups on campus that wish to publish, building on 
existing efforts in this area. 

PRIORITY: 

Make a commitment to set aside increasing amounts of money every year for digital 
storage in order to support our scholarly communications initiatives in a robust and 
proactive manner. 

Explore further refinement of a common understanding of scholarly communication 
across the organization. The preliminary model of scholarly communication we 
developed may serve as a springboard for discussions that will lead to a greater 
understanding and sense of ownership across units. 

ADDITIONAL IDEAS:  

As programs with communities grow, so must staff increase to support the communities 
that are making their information available. 

Continue to grow informal scholarly communication programs like Read Aloud, Science 
Cafe, etc. 

Develop research methods instruction for OSUL faculty and staff so that we can 
contribute more effectively to the scholarly communication process. This might also 
involve faculty taking courses in research methods for various disciplines. 

Continue to examine and evaluate the role of libraries in preserving data sets or referring 
people to discipline specific programs for data sets, building on the work of the Data Sets 
Working Group. 

Develop instruction in data curation aimed at researchers (using metadata librarian and 
subject specialists), perhaps as a course for credit. 

Consider other course proposals for other scholarly communication issues, such as peer 
review.  
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