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The survey was sent on 6 June; responses were received up to 27 July. Responses were received from 34 Universities:
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1. Summary Tables of Key Areas
1.1 Open Access Repository (OAR) implementation
All respondents indicated varying degrees of commitment to the OAR concept.
	Have implemented: 17
	System
	No.
	

	
	GNU EPrints
	5
	

	
	GNU EPrints going to VITAL
	1
	

	
	VITAL
	4
	

	
	ProQuest Digital Commons
	3
	

	
	DSpace
	4
	New: 3

	
	
	
	Migrating content from GNU / EPrints / ContentDM: 1

	Implementing: 5
	DSpace
	1
	

	
	VITAL
	2
	

	
	Fedora / Fez
	1
	

	
	Learning Edge
	1
	

	Planning to implement / under discussion: 12
	
	
	

	TOTAL: 34
	
	
	


1.2 Internal electronic system for annual DEST HERDC research output exercise
The majority of universities have implemented electronic collection of academics’ publication details for the purpose of reporting to DEST.

	Yes
	24

	In development
	2

	No
	8

	TOTAL
	34


1.3 Electronic systems implemented / being implemented for annual DEST HERDC exercise

A variety of systems are being used to automate this process.

	ResearchMaster
	9

	System based on ResearchMaster
	1

	CALLISTA / WARP
	5

	In house
	7

	PeopleSoft (customized)
	1

	FileMaker Pro
	1

	Unknown
	2

	TOTAL
	26


1.4 Degree of integration of HERDC electronic system with Open Access Repository 

Very little integration has occurred to date; however it appears to be “on the strategic radar” for most institutions.

	Already integrated
	2

	In development
	4

	Minimally integrated
	2

	Planned / investigating integration
	11

	Not yet integrated / no integration planned
	7

	TOTAL
	26


1.5 Electronic systems implemented / being implemented for RQF exercise

There is an even split between those institutions which have indicated some degree of action and those which have simply indicated no implementation as yet.

	Have implemented: 7
	System
	No.

	
	In house
	4

	
	ResearchMaster
	1

	
	ResearchMaster / VITAL
	1

	
	PeopleSoft (customised)
	1

	In development: 6
	In house
	3

	
	Learning Edge
	1

	
	ARROW/VITAL
	1

	
	Various systems
	1

	Planning to implement / under discussion: 3
	
	

	Not yet implemented: 18
	
	

	TOTAL: 34
	
	


1.6 Degree of integration of RQF electronic system with Open Access Repository 

As many respondents have indicted, it is still “early days”.  However, approximately one-third of all institutions indicated that they were either planning or at least considering the possibility of integration.
	Currently integrated
	0

	In development
	1

	Planning to integrate
	7

	Investigating / Under consideration
	7

	No integration planned
	2

	TOTAL
	17


2. Further Discussion

In some instances, research data collected for DEST HERDC exercise is used to populate the open access repository.  In other instances, Offices for Research are approaching the managers of these repositories to examine how their records might be used to create the basis for the RQF process.
3. Detailed Response from Respondents

Please use “landscape” mode to correctly format the following section.

	University
	Implemented or planning to implement an open access repository (OAR) for research and scholarly output?
	What system is being used to deliver this service?
	For how long a period of time has this service been in production (“live”) at your institution?
	An internal electronic system for academics to submit details about their publications for annual DEST HERDC exercise?
	If “yes”, what system is being used to capture this data?
	If “yes”, has your institution integrated this system with its OAR?
	Please provide some details
	An internal electronic system for academics to submit details about their “Top 4” output as part of anticipated RQF?
	If “yes”, what system is being used to capture this data?
	If “yes”, is your institution planning to integrate this system with its OAR?
	Please provide some details

	Australian Catholic University
	Yes
	Learning Edge
	Not yet live
	No
	
	
	
	In development
	Learning Edge
	Yes
	We are developing a custom repository in Learning Edge that will combine the functions of an internal repository, external / OA repository and RQF data collection

	Australian National University
	Yes
	DSpace. Earlier repositories based on EPrints and ContentDM are being retired and incorporated into DSpace
	DSpace - 10 months (in production)

EPrints - since early 2003


	Yes
	(Information not available)
	No
	
	Not yet, as details not finalised
	
	
	

	Bond University
	Yes
	Digital Commons
	5 months
	No
	
	
	
	No
	
	
	

	Central Queensland University
	Yes, we are in the final stages of implementation & workflow development
	VITAL
	2 months since it was installed & training received. We have not yet gone ‘live’ fully
	Not that I’m aware of. I believe its recorded on a spreadsheet or something similar
	
	
	
	Not that I’m aware of. It’s an issue we need to discuss with our research office
	
	
	

	Charles Darwin University
	Yes, Planning to do so
	Not yet decided
	Not yet live
	No, not yet
	
	
	
	No, not yet
	
	
	

	Charles Sturt University
	We are planning to implement
	N/A
	N/A
	No
	
	
	
	No
	
	
	

	Curtin University of Technology
	Yes
	EPrints
	Since January 2004
	Yes
	The system is built outside of the default ResearchMaster system, but within the same software used for ResearchMaster reporting
	An integrator system extracts data from the RM system and inputs to the repository
	The custom integration module uses a direct database query method to extract, transform and load data from the RM-based publications system and then create a corresponding eprint object in the repository.


	No
	
	
	

	Curtin (cont’d)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The integrator uses a batch mode process and EPrint™ APIs allows eprint documents to be uploaded to the archive database

More details at: http://www.valaconf.org/vala2006/papers2006/61_Woodland_Final.pdf
	
	
	
	

	Deakin University
	Yes
	Fedora / Fez
	Early stages of development
	Yes, metadata is captured
	Callista Research
	No, but envisaged. But early days
	Metadata captured by faculty officers, and added to Callista Research
	No, but planned
	
	
	

	Edith Cowan University
	No, only being discussed at present
	
	
	Yes
	CALLISTA Research with data entry through the Publication Entry System (PES) and viewing through the Web Access Research Portal (WARP)


	No
	
	Yes
	An in-house, web-enabled database system


	No
	

	Flinders University
	Yes, we have an OAR known as the Flinders Academic Commons
	DSpace
	Six months
	Yes
	ResearchMaster
	No, not as yet
	Discussions are underway between the University Library and the Office of Research to develop links between the two systems
	Yes
	Research Master
	No, not as yet
	Discussions are underway between the University Library and the Office of Research to develop links between the two systems

	Griffith University
	Yes, implementation stage
	DSpace
	Will go live in 3rd quarter 2006
	Yes
	People Soft
	In process
	As academics enter HERDC details, they will have option to send metadata and relevant content to OAR
	Yes
	People Soft
	
	Academics will use same entry point as for DEST HERDC to update content

	James Cook University
	Planning to implement an OAR
	Initially EPrints is being used
	Not yet live at the time of survey
	Yes
	In-house Access database
	No
	
	No, not yet
	
	
	

	La Trobe University
	Yes
	ARROW (VITAL)
	Not yet live
	Yes
	Research Master
	Planned
	ARROW and Research Master have developed an interface to ALLOW Research Master to send metadata and digital objects to ARROW, and for Research Master to capture the ARROW persistent identifier for the digital object
	
	
	
	

	Macquarie University
	Initiating a repository project now
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Monash University
	Yes
	ARROW VITAL
	4 months
	In process of implementing a system
	Research Master
	Integration is planned for 2007
	The ARROW project is pursuing generic integration of an ARROW repository with a Research Master Database.  The integration will see the creation of a record in Research Master being mirrored in ARROW.  Staff entering Research Master records will also be asked to submit a digital copy for the repository
	Yes
	In-house program to manage Top 4 list, which is integrated with Research Master and ARROW
	Yes, as per Research Master plans described in Q.7
	No details available to respondent

	Murdoch University
	Yes

Planning to implement
	Choice between DSpace and VITAL
	Still planning
	Yes
	Inhouse system
	N/a
	
	Not yet
	N/a
	Likely that this will happen, but yet to be fully addressed
	

	Queensland University of Technology
	Yes
	Currently EPrints but will be Fedora / VITAL (ARROW) in near future
	3 years
	Yes
	Research Master
	Not yet
	Once we migrate to ARROW repository system
	Yes
	Research Master
	Yes
	Details not worked out yet but it is likely be along the lines of:

Publication information and files will be submitted to Research Master.  The repository will then ingest the information and files it needs from ResearchMaster.  

	QUT (cont’d)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Once the repository records have been created, the handles will be exported back to Research Master.  The Library will check the repository metadata and add extra information such as DOIs, copyright notices etc to the repository records.

	RMIT University
	This is under consideration
	Not yet known – possible e-prints
	Not yet live
	No
	
	
	
	No
	
	
	

	Southern Cross University
	Yes
	Digital Commons
	Still in implementation phase –about three months
	No
	
	
	
	No
	
	
	

	Swinburne University of Technology
	Yes
	VITAL
	Not formally available yet, but will be in June 2006
	Yes; however, data is largely input centrally, by the Office of Research and Graduate Studies
	Research Master (RM4)
	To some degree
	Data relating to publications from 2000-2004 has been transferred from RM4 to the VITAL repository (Swinburne Research Bank) by batch extraction and load. This will be followed shortly by data relating to 2005.  Full text is now being added to the records to the extent that this is possible
	An RQF trial is being conducted. Information is being provided independently of both RM4 and VITAL. Future methodologies will be explored as part of the trial
	See previous response
	Under consideration
	

	University of Adelaide
	Yes, we have just gone live with DSpace, although we are not yet ready to publicise to the research community
	DSpace
	Two weeks (since mid-June 2006)
	Yes, although the Library has not to date been involved. This is managed through Research Branch
	Research Master
	Not, but ..
	We have acquired metadata from ResearchMaster which we are using to populate our repository
	Not yet, but under discussion
	Research Master
	No, but we have opened discussions with Research Branch
	We are providing metadata fields for Research Master key and for RFCD classification, in the expectation (or hope) of supporting the RQF exercise.

	University of Ballarat
	Yes. Planning is underway with final discussion paper and recommendations for University consideration August 06
	Evaluating
	N/a
	Yes
	Research Master
	N/A (but the aim is to do so)
	
	Yes
	In-house
	N/A (but the aim is to do so)
	

	University of Canberra
	Planning to implement before end 2006
	Pan to use Digital Commons
	N/A
	Yes
	Research Master
	Intend to integrate
	Initially only links from citations in ResearchMaster to items in repository
	Not yet
	
	
	

	University of Melbourne
	Yes
	EPrints
	4 years
	Yes
	In house
	It is in process of working out the details
	The vision is for a single entry point for academics to enter details about their publications
	No, the design of our research system is focusing on being as flexible as possible, rather than accommodating specific RQF requirements that have not as yet been bedded down
	Yes
	Yes, as part of a holistic research management system approach
	The vision is for a single entry point for academics to enter details about their publications

	University of New England
	Yes
	UNE is in RUBRIC, still investigating these three options
	N/A
	Yes
	Callista Research
	No, but intended as part of repository implementation
	N/A
	No
	
	
	

	University of New South Wales
	No – The UNSW ARROW repository is primarily to capture and manage the research outputs of UNSW.  Some content will be open to all access.  Other content will not.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	University of Southern Queensland
	Yes
	EPrints
	12 months
	Yes
	In-house spreadsheet
	No
	
	No
	N/A
	
	USQ may implement VITAL; if so, then we are likely to use the RQF integration that is being developed by ARROW.

	University of Sydney
	Yes
	DSpace
	8 months
	In development
	In-house
	In the planning stage
	The Library, which manages the Sydney eScholarship Repository, are working with the University’s Research Office to integrate its database with the repository such that the repository will store and archive the research output.
	At the project stage
	In-house
	Yes
	As already mentioned

	University of Tasmania
	Yes
	EPrints
	2 years
	Yes
	WARP
	Yes, to a very minor extent
	A field in WARP holds the URL of the item in EPrints
	No
	
	
	

	University of the Sunshine Coast
	Yes – we are currently working to implement an institutional repository via the RUBRIC project
	Trialling DSpace, VITAL and Fez
	Not yet live. Preparing to go live before the end of 2006
	Yes.
(Note – not self-submission. Submission is done centrally via Office of Research)
	FileMaker Pro
	Not yet. Investigating possibilities and overlap
	
	No
	
	
	Currently using FileMaker Pro for related reporting. Investigating further

	University of Western Australia
	Yes, we plan to
	Undecided as yet, we will conduct an investigation. We will consider using HarvestRoad Hive which we now use for our Learning Objects repository
	Not live
	Yes
	Research Master. UWA has just conducted a RFP for a replacement. No decision as yet
	No
	
	No
	
	
	

	University of Western Sydney
	Yes.  Currently in process of implementing ARROW repository
	VITAL
	Not yet live
	Yes
	Callista Research Module (RADAR) – having moved from Research Master
	Not yet
	N/A
	Not as yet
	
	Whatever system is used, integration will be sought
	Early stages ….. detail not yet available

	University of Wollongong
	Yes
	ProQuest Digital Commons
	6 months
	Yes
	We are currently moving from a system based on a FileMaker Pro database to an inhouse web database called the “Research Information System” which will eventually be used to capture publications, grants, student supervision etc.
	We are currently looking at the integration of both systems
	The idea is that academics will be able to load bibliographic data about their pubs to the RIS and attach their eprint which will be sent to the Digital Commons repository. However in light of current DEST requirements for a great deal of paper evidence to be kept to support each publication, a single electronic file in the system may not be sufficient
	Yes. This will come from the RIS once it is implemented
	The in house system already discussed
	We are thinking about it and awaiting final details of what is required for the RQF. The repository is mostly based on preprints rather than the publisher version. If the RQF panels wish to see the publisher version of the top 4 publications, we may look at other ways of making the publications available
	

	Victoria University
	Yes
	EPrints
	One year
	Yes
	In house developed database kept at Research Office
	Currently we are starting discussion on how this could be done
	At this stage we are sending emails to HERDC authors inviting a submission to the eprint server extolling the virtue of the permanent URL.  Also that abstract only is possible. 

We are also sending our eprint URL to the Research Bibliography so that where the URL exists it can be added to the Research Bibliography.
	Yes
	In house developed Research Office Research Bibliography
	Still looking at whether the EPrint server can be used as a mechanism to submit electronically to the RQF in a restrictive access environment
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