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A recent (2012) survey conducted by the Association of Research Libraries
(ARL) found that 93% of responding libraries indicated that their library or Copyright Issues:
institution was involved in scholarly communications services, and that libraries
were overwhelmingly the leaders in organizing these services at their
institutions'. And a 2009 survey of Canadian Association of Research Libraries
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At the present time, the University Library, University of Saskatchewan o _ _ . odify terms | didn’t know that | can modify copyright
| do not have the time/interest/expertise to negotiate copyright terms | terms.

(U of S), offers no services of this kind for faculty.

OBJECTIVES

The main objective of this exploratory study was to discover the current and
emerging needs of U of S faculty in an effort to establish an evidence-based
foundation for the potential development of scholarly communications services
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An additional objective was to conduct a broad environmental scan of faculty HOStmg{;ﬂfﬁ;? for OA = Strongly/somewhat Nl Seminars for depts.
awareness, as well as publishing practices and behaviours in response to the Fund for OA authors' support Consultswti“;if:tj;
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* Ashort (¥10min) online survey was created using Fluid Surveys software.
A personal email invitation to participate was sent to all faculty members, in DISCUSSION
. %': disciplines, at.thedU of S-f th T of er 2019: 1 - » Results indicate that faculty already have a high level of awareness and » Relatively high response rate (for online surveys), and high use of comments
erfasi,lusr\\l/veeyreresr:r?;ne open for the month of November ; two reminder familiarity with OA; any scholarly communications educational program boxes suggests an overall interest in this topic on campus, and possibly a desire
. In total 1327 invi;cations were sent and 291 complete responses were developed by the library may assume some basic knowledge is already there. for further discussion.
received — a response rate of 22%. + Strongest need is in education and support on author rights issues such as how ~ * Limitations: It is likely that this survey experienced “non-response bias” -
+ Basic descriptive statistics were performed in SPSS. to modify and negotiate copyright transfer agreements from publishers. those who already had an interest in, and favourable attitude towards, OA

were more likely to respond. Results may be skewed as a consequence.
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