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ARLCAP report – Executive summary 

Executive Summary 

 
The project undertook a detailed comparison and analysis of the holdings of the major Australian 
academic research libraries and the National Library of Australia which relate to South-East Asia, 
South Asia, southern and eastern Africa and the Indian Ocean islands. The resulting data was to 
be used to implement strategies to ensure the most effective and economical national access to 
information on these areas and, by mapping the combined resources of the Australian research 
libraries against a major overseas library specialising in these areas, benchmark Australian 
resources against an international standard. 
 
The participating libraries were: 

• University of Western Australia (UWA) (lead institution) 
• National Library of Australia(NLA) 
• Australian National University (ANU) 
• University of Melbourne (Melbourne) 
• University of Sydney (Sydney) 
• University of Adelaide (Adelaide) 
• The University of Queensland) (UQ) 
• University of New South Wales (UNSW) 
• Monash University  
• School of Oriental and African Studies, University of London (SOAS) (overseas 

participant) 
 
The study was focused on the humanities and social sciences, addressing in particular the needs 
of scholars in such areas for access to contemporary and historical information. 
 
Part 1 of the report identifies several key issues which underlie any approach to national research 
information policy in the humanities and social sciences: 

• Are Australian research library collections in decline, and if so what is the extent and rate 
of the decline? 

• How might funds to meet the information needs of Australian researchers in the 
humanities and social sciences be most effectively used? 

• How do Australian collections relate to overseas collections? 
• What might national policy objectives both in terms of new acquisitions and the 

management of existing collections be? 
 
To undertake the analysis the Automated Collection Analysis Services (ACAS) of OCLC, a major 
North American bibliographic utility, was used. The ACAS analysis (using iCAS software) 
provides an automated approach to the analysis of library collections, enabling counts of the total 
holdings of each library in the chosen areas, profiling by date of publication, and enabling 
analysis of the degree of overlap in the collections and the number of titles uniquely held. 
 
Seven libraries extracted their records from the National Bibliographic Database. Two used their 
own local databases, while the complete holdings of SOAS, which had been used in an earlier UK 
study, were still available and were augmented with recent additions. 
 

http://www.oclc.org/acas/
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Following the de-duplication of records within single collections, the elimination of SOAS 
records falling outside the scope of the project, and the removal of records that were not able to 
be analysed the final number of records analysed was 608,323. Of these 32% were SOAS records, 
23% were National Library of Australia records, and 44% were records from the Australian 
university research libraries. 
 
Part 2 of the study analyses the general results across all subjects. 
 
Date profile 
 
In all the libraries the great bulk of the collections are of material published since 1970 Peak 
collecting occurred in the 1980s and early 1990s, though there are indications of a reduction in 
acquisitions by the Australian universities in the late 1990s. The decline in SOAS’s collecting 
started in the early 1990s. In contrast to the universities the National Library of Australia 
maintained its acquisitions throughout the 1990s, even showing a slight increase at the very end 
of the decade. 
 
Uniqueness 
 
The majority of the Australian universities have between 20% and 30% of their collections unique 
within the ARLCAP libraries (including SOAS). 56% of the National Library’s collections are 
unique. In Geography and Earth Sciences and in History and auxiliary sciences the combined 
unique holdings of the Go8 libraries exceed those of the NLA. In all other subject divisions the 
unique holdings of the NLA are greater than the combined holdings of the Go8 libraries, 
highlighting the broad complementarity between the National Library and the university 
research libraries. 
 
Overlap 
 
All the Australian university libraries with the exception of the Australian National University 
and the University of Queensland have over 50% of their monograph holdings duplicated in the 
National Library.  353 titles were held in all ten libraries, of which only two were serials.  
 
 
Part 3 of the report takes advantage of the ability to analyse the results at a more detailed level, 
the level which would be of most direct relevance to individual scholars. The examples chosen 
were political science history. Within the history collections more detailed analyses were made of 
the history of southern Africa and of India. And within the history of southern Africa a detailed 
study was made of the works published between 1880 and 1910, the period of the Boer wars. 
The main points which emerge from this part of the study are that: 
 

1. Individual university library collecting varies over time and reflects local needs and 
priorities.  

 
2. There is a high degree of complementarity within the Australian libraries at a narrow 

subject level, often extending to a complementarity in the periods of collecting strengths. 
None of the university libraries is uniquely strong. 
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3. In the areas studied the joint holdings of the Australian university libraries exceed the 
holdings of the National Library of Australia. The Go8 collections contain much material 
that is unique within the group of libraries studied, with a high probability that it is 
unique within the whole of Australia. However in some subject areas, and in its serial 
collections, the National Library has a higher number of unique titles than the Group of 
Eight libraries. The National Library’s holdings exceed those of any of the individual 
universities, although in a few very narrow areas a single university may have more 
holdings.  

 
4. The combined Australian monograph holdings exceed the holdings of the SOAS Library, 

but there are variations between subject areas.  Australian serials holdings are very much 
higher than those of SOAS. 

 
 
Part 4 of the study examines the policy implications of the data analysis. It is suggested that 
different sets of conclusions may be drawn depending upon which of four fundamental 
approaches to national collections policy are taken. The first can be characterized as the ‘national’ 
or ‘proudly independent’ approach, the second the ‘international’ or ‘neo-colonialist’ approach, 
the third the ‘futurist’ approach, and the fourth the ‘hybrid’ or ‘selective’ approach. The 
advantages, risks and policy positions which flow from each position are analysed. 
 
However there are some conclusions which are valid for all approaches: 
 

1. National collections policy should be informed by quantitative data, and that this is only 
possible through the use of computer records which use cataloguing and classification 
standards. 

 
2. National research information policy should extend beyond university libraries to 

encompass other research-collection holding libraries.  
 

3. All Australian research-collection holding libraries must cooperate in collection 
development, collection management, and in resource discovery and delivery 
mechanisms. Means of ensuring the effectiveness of this cooperation should be 
considered.   

 
4. Universities cannot from their own resources acquire or maintain resources to support a 

national information resources policy. 
 

5. National research information policy should pursue the virtual rather than the physical 
relocation of historical collections. 

 
6. Any measures that would increase the effectiveness of resource-sharing mechanisms, 

particularly between the National Library and the major university research libraries, 
should be pursued. 

 
7. As a first step in the process of dissemination and discussion of this report senior staff of 

the National Library of Australia and the research-intensive university libraries should 
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review the results of the analysis and consider the wider implications for collection 
development and policy among Australian research libraries. 

 
Beyond this point recommendations vary according to the approach taken. Decisions on the most 
appropriate approach for Australia must be debated and taken before a full set of policies can be 
reached. 
 
 
Conclusions supporting the Nationalist approach 
 
 
1. National collecting policy should to provide the greatest possible amount of research 

information from within Australia. 
  
2. Given its preeminence in its chosen areas of strength it is essential that the National Library 

retain and develop its role as the country’s leading research library in its selected areas, and 
develop its collections commensurately. 

 
3. Funding should be available to support the purchase of high-cost resources that have the 

highest priority of the combined university libraries. 
 
4. Funding for meeting the costs of purchase and associated processing costs of major 

retrospective collections to increase the national information stock should be available. 
 
5. Funding should be available to enable the addition of all research collections that are 

uncatalogued to be added to the national bibliographic database, and the upgrading of sub-
standard records. 

 
6. Storage facilities should be established to ensure that now and in the future no titles held in 

Australia should be discarded. These facilities might involve existing infrastructure or might 
involve the creation of new ones. To inform this debate the preservation and storage facilities 
available in the major research libraries should be reviewed. 

 
7. A ‘clearinghouse’ scheme should be established to ensure that valuable research material is 

not discarded and that strong collecting areas may be augmented by material which is not 
required elsewhere. 
 

 
Conclusions supporting the Internationalist approach 
 
1. National collecting policy should be restricted to Australiana. 
 
2. Central funding support for collection development, whether of current or retrospective 

resources, should be restricted to those sources for which purchase or lease is the most cost-
effective national solution. 

 
3. No national provision for preservation, retention or storage is required. 
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Conclusions supporting the Futurist approach 
 
1. The same as the Internationalist approach, except that national collecting policy should be 

restricted to electronic resources. 
 
 
Conclusions supporting the Selective approach 
 
1. National collecting policy should relate to national research priorities. 
 
2. Given its preeminence in its chosen areas of strength it is essential that the National Library 

retain and develop its role as the country’s leading research library in its selected areas, and 
develop its collections commensurately. 

 
3. Funding should be available to support the purchase of current high-cost resources that 

closely relate to the national research priorities. 
 
4. Funding for meeting the costs of purchase and associated processing costs of major 

retrospective collections relating to the national research priorities should be available. 
 
5. Funding should be available to enable the addition of all research collections relating to the 

national research priorities that are uncatalogued to be added to the national bibliographic 
database, and the upgrading of sub-standard records. 

 
6. Storage facilities should be established to ensure that now and in the future no titles related 

to national research priorities held in Australia should be discarded. These facilities might 
involve existing infrastructure or might involve the creation of new ones. To inform this 
debate the preservation and storage facilities currently available in the major research 
libraries should be reviewed with a view to enabling them to fulfill any national preservation 
responsibilities. 
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PART ONE – THE PROJECT 

 
The purpose of the project 

 
The project undertook a detailed comparison and analysis of the holdings of the major Australian 
academic research libraries and the National Library of Australia which relate to South-East Asia, 
South Asia, southern and eastern Africa and the Indian Ocean islands. The resulting data will be 
used to implement strategies to ensure the most effective and economical national access to 
information on these areas and, by mapping the combined resources of the Australian research 
libraries against a major overseas library specialising in these areas, benchmark Australian 
resources against an international standard. 
 
While the study itself was restricted to works relating to particular geographic areas it was 
expected that it would will establish a model for collection analysis that can be extended to 
encompass other areas of research of national importance and that can be used in establishing a 
framework in which the priorities of individual libraries can be aligned more closely with a 
structured national approach to collection development.  
 
 

Assumptions 

 
The assumptions lying behind this project are that collections of the major university research 
libraries and the National Library of Australia together constitute a rich resource for Australian 
researchers, and that collaboration between these libraries will lead to greater availability of these 
collections to the whole Australian research community. 
 
The analysis was a retrospective analysis of existing collections of overwhelmingly printed 
material. It was undertaken before any major impact of electronic publication was evident. It is 
an underlying assumption of the study that the access to this body of material will continue to be 
of importance to researchers in the field, and that such material is therefore of importance to the 
national research infrastructure. 
 
 

Key issues 

 
There are several possible approaches to national collection development and management. 
These are examined in Part 4. Several key issues underlie any discussion of these approaches: 
 

• Are Australian research library collections in decline, and if so what is the extent and rate 
of the decline? 

• How might funds to meet the information needs of Australian researchers in the 
humanities and social sciences be most effectively used? 

• How do Australian collections relate to overseas collections? 
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• What might national policy objectives both in terms of new acquisitions and the 
management of existing collections be? 

 

Data analysis 

 
Informed discussion of these issues must be backed by hard data and statistical analysis, 
something which has hitherto been hard to come by. The recent availability of a software tool to 
enable the analysis of library collections by subject and by time, and to compare groups of 
libraries, showing areas of overlap and uniqueness provided the opportunity to obtain such data. 
 
The systematic collection analysis tool used in the project provides a measurable, neutral, 
objective overview or topology of collections and is a valuable tool to 

1. Provide guidance for researchers in identifying strong collections in particular subjects 
and cross-searching for distributed collections;  

2. Describe the strengths and weaknesses of the various collections with a view to 
identifying collaborative collecting and preserving responsibilities and distributed inter-
lending models.   

 
Mapping of collections of the participating libraries in the selected subject areas provides data to 
identify areas of overlap, gaps in the collections, and trends over time. This information can be 
used to provide a solid basis for future initiatives which could include: 
 

• collaborative approach to purchasing decisions, especially for major purchases 
• prioritising of retrospective cataloguing 
• development of a national policy on retention and storage of historical research material 

 
 

Humanities and social sciences focus 

 
While these issues have been of general concern particular concern has been expressed from the 
humanities and social sciences communities both that their contribution to the countries research 
priorities should not be overlooked and that the resources which they require are declining. If 
Australia is to prosper within a global economy it needs a deep understanding of the cultural, 
social and economic environment as much as it needs scientific and technological innovation. For 
this reason any decline in resources to support Australian researchers in the humanities and 
social sciences is of national concern. 
 
 

Project scope 

 
It was therefore decided to concentrate the analysis on subject areas within the humanities and 
social sciences. Since costs did not allow all the collections in these areas to be analysed it was 
decided to select works relating to the geographic areas of South-east Asia, South Asia, southern 
and eastern Africa, the Horn of Africa and the Indian Ocean islands. The full list of geographic 
areas covered may be found in the appendices on pp 80-82. Not selected for inclusion were 
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countries in western, central and northern Africa, the Arabian peninsula, the Near and Middle 
East, China and Japan.  
 
Each participating library has its own current collecting profile, a profile which, as the data 
confirms, may change significantly over time. The universities of Adelaide and New South Wales, 
for example, do not collect significantly in the areas chosen, while the National Library’s aims to 
be a major collector. The comparisons which the report contains are therefore purely descriptive, 
not evaluative. 
 
The selection of these areas had the practical advantages of: 

• enabling clear data extraction criteria  
• providing a total number of records close to the target achievable within the resources 
• covering areas which can be considered of particular national interest to Australia (and 

therefore particularly pertinent to questions of national collections policy) 
• being representative of the information requirements of researchers in a broad range of 

social sciences and humanities subjects. 
 
The project included the following material types: books, serials, visual materials, music scores, 
computer files and maps. 
 
 

Project deliverables 

 
The results of the analysis were delivered to each partner library via the web and on CD-Rom.  
The report results consist of statistical tables and graphical views of the collections’ age, content 
(to title level), uniqueness and overlap. 
 
Each partner library was provided with access to the results on the web for a 12 month period 
from August 2003. The possibility of mounting the full data permanently within Australia is 
being explored. 
 
The main difference between the results on the web and on CD is that the web results can drill-
down to title level in each of the conspectus divisions, subject and categories, whereas the CD-
Rom results do not have this facility. 
 
This final report also constitutes a project deliverable. Part 1 summarizes the process and 
outcomes of the project at a broad level, and makes some initial observations on the results of the 
collection mapping results. Qualitative analysis is best undertaken at a narrower subject level, 
however. Part 2 of the report constitutes a detailed analysis at the divisional levels of political 
science and history. Within history the collections in south Asian and southern African history 
are examined, and within the southern African collections an analysis was made of works 
published between 1880-1910, the period of the Boer wars.  
 
This collection mapping exercise is supplemented by the gathering of information on any 
uncatalogued printed material in the chosen subject area and any significant manuscript holdings. 
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Project outcomes 

 
In general: 

• Evaluation of a model of collection analysis and its possible extension to other areas of 
research of national importance. 

 
• Provision of data to inform the development of strategies to ensure the most effective and 

economical national access to research library collections. Such strategies might include 
strategies on collaborative approach to purchasing decisions (especially for major 
purchases), retrospective cataloguing, management of historical collections, retention and 
storage, and preservation. 

 
 
And in the specific subject areas analysed: 
 

• Collection profiles of each of the partner libraries 
• Analysis of the level of duplicated resources and mapping of uniquely-held 

information 
• Identification of areas of national comparative strength and weakness 
• Benchmarking against a major overseas collection. 

 
 

Project partners 

 
The partner libraries involved in ARLCAP are: 

• University of Western Australia (UWA) (lead institution) 
• National Library of Australia(NLA) 
• Australian National University (ANU) 
• University of Melbourne (Melbourne) 
• University of Sydney (Sydney) 
• University of Adelaide (Adelaide) 
• The University of Queensland) (UQ) 
• University of New South Wales (UNSW) 
• Monash University  
• School of Oriental and African Studies, University of London (SOAS) (overseas 

participant) 
 

The university libraries are those of the ‘Group of Eight’ research-intensive universities. They 
undertake 70% of all research conducted in Australian universities and over half of all basic 
research performed throughout Australia. 

 
The National Library of Australia is responsible under the terms of the National Library Act 
for maintaining and developing a national collection of library material, including a 
comprehensive collection of library material relating to Australia and the Australian people. 
The Library also has considerable collections of general overseas and rare book materials, as 
well as world-class Asian and Pacific collections which augment the Australiana collections. 
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The National Library houses the largest and most actively developing research resource on 
Asia in Australia, with holdings of over half a million volumes. The history of these collections 
dates from the early 1950s when the Library began systematic acquisition from the region, 
with a continuing emphasis on modern Asia and the social sciences. 

The National Library’s priority in collecting about Asia in Western and Asian languages has 
been on East Asia, that is China and its periphery including Taiwan and Hong Kong, as well as 
Japan and the Korean peninsula, and Southeast Asia, consisting of Burma, Brunei, Cambodia, 
Indonesia, Laos, Malaysia, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand and Vietnam. There are also 
significant English language collections relating to South Asia, including India, Pakistan, 
Bangladesh, Nepal and Sri Lanka. 

SOAS, part of the University of London, was founded in 1916 and is the only higher education 
institute in the United Kingdom specializing in the study of Asia and Africa, and is the world’s 
largest institution of its kind. It therefore provides an international benchmark against which the 
Australian holdings can be assessed. Within a few hundred yards of SOAS are the huge resources 
of the British Library, the University of London and government libraries and archives. The 
Australian libraries are geographically spread over a great distance. The comparison with SOAS, 
therefore, is far from being a comparison with holdings in London, let alone the UK as a whole. It 
is unlikely that there is much material in Australia that is not available somewhere in the UK. 
 
 

Project administration 

 
The Australian Research Libraries Collection Analysis Project (ARLCAP) is a collaborative project 
funded from the Systemic Infrastructure Initiative administered by the Department of 
Employment, Science and Training. 
 
The initial Systemic Infrastructure Initiative fund bid was made in 2001 and approved in 2002. 
 
 

Partnership/management arrangements 

 
The Project Manager worked with the Project Group (made up of nominated representatives 
from the partner libraries) to facilitate the outcomes of the project.  Progress was monitored on a 
fortnightly basis with the Project Manager reporting to the Project Director – the University 
Librarian of UWA, the lead institution for the project.  In turn, regular progress reports were 
conveyed to all the partners. 
 
Additionally, six-monthly progress and expenditure reports were supplied to DEST. 
 
A project plan was developed to monitor the stages of the project. The objectives outlined in the 
project plan were to: 
 

1. deliver a collection analysis product on CD-ROM of the analysis results. 
2. produce a collection analysis report. 
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3. establish a model of collection analysis that can be extended to encompass other areas of 
research. 

 
Project delays occurred as the following aspects of the work took longer than anticipated: 

• Preliminary investigations by individual libraries into determining the number 
of records that may be involved in the project. 

• The investigation and decision on whether to use Kinetica for the data extraction 
or use individual databases  

• Data extraction from the Kinetica database. 
 
 

Project process  

 
The ACAS service 
 
To undertake the analysis the Automated Collection Analysis Services (ACAS) of OCLC, a major 
North American bibliographic utility, was used. The ACAS analysis (using iCAS software) 
provides an automated approach to the analysis of library collections.  iCAS works by mapping 
the classification number of each bibliographic record to the WLN / LC Conspectus 
division/subject/category headings.  Conspectus is a collection analysis methodology that 
provides librarians with accurate information about the character, size, age and the quality of 
their library resources. It provides a framework to inventory library collections in twenty-four 
subjects division, subdivided by 500 subject categories which are further subdivided by 4000 
descriptors. The Conspectus methodology was not itself the subject of the study, but rather 
provided a normalizing mechanism to enable the comparison of collections whose classification 
schemes may not be compatible. 
 
iCAS software supports three standard classification schemes: Library of Congress (LC), Dewey 
Decimal Classification (DDC), and National Library of Medicine (NLM) to conspectus headings.  
Where bibliographic records contain locally defined classification schemes, or standard schemes 
with locally defined modifications, the software cannot map the classification number in the 
bibliographic record to a conspectus division. 
 
In order to increase the number of bibliographic records able to be mapped to conspectus 
categories for this project OCLC performed what is internally known as a "ripple" to search for 
classification numbers.  A ‘ripple’ is where OCLC runs each library’s records against the records 
of all the other participating libraries.  In this process bibliographic records without a ‘mappable’ 
classification number are matched with duplicate bibliographic records that contain an LC or 
DDC classification number and are thereby able to be mapped to an appropriate Conspectus 
subject heading.  This process increases the number of records able to be mapped to Conspectus 
headings. 
 
SOAS uses a locally modified DDC which includes the accession number in the classification 
number.  For this reason, SOAS recorded a high number of ‘No Call (or Classification) Number 
Present’ titles in the analysis, which precluded them from being mapped directly to conspectus 
divisions.  However, the “ripple” programme would have ensured that duplicate records were 
mapped to conspectus divisions.  
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All the Australian partner libraries use standard classification for the bulk of their collections, 
with some modifications for various formats e.g. Audiovisual materials.  This meant that the 
Australian libraries had a lower count of ‘No Call Number Present’ titles in the final analysis. 
 
‘No Call Number Present’ titles were included in the global date range analysis as they were 
included in the total count of recorded and mapped according to publication date.  Further 
discussion on the ‘No Call Number Present’ grouping of titles is undertaken later in this report. 
 
The first stage of the project was to complete the planning documentation in order to define and 
to verify the records to be extracted. In order to set the search parameters for data extraction, a 
list of Library of Congress Subject Headings relating to the Indian Ocean Rim and South-East 
Asian Region was collated.  This list formed the parameters for the data extraction strategies 
employed to source records for the project. 100 sample records were then sent to OCLC in order 
to provide OCLC with information about local conventions and standards in classification, and 
where within the MARC record other relevant data were located.  A summary of the planning 
documentation was sent to OCLC in preparation for the data transfer. 
 
 
Data extraction 
 
Three strategies for data extraction were employed to source bibliographic records for the project: 

1. Kinetica: Records were sourced from Kinetica on behalf of seven partner libraries 
according to the parameters outlined by the project. 

2. Local Databases: Records were sourced from local databases of two partner libraries 
according to the parameters outlined by the project. 

3. School of Oriental and African Studies: The entire holdings of SOAS’ local database were 
sourced without using the parameters outlined by the project. 

 
The three strategies were applied in the following ways: 
 
Kinetica 
7 of the 9 Australian partner libraries chose to source their records from the national 
bibliographic database Kinetica rather than their local databases.  Kinetica used the same list of 
Library of Congress Subject Headings as was used by UQ and UWA and created files of records 
over a period of several weeks in order to extract the bibliographic records on behalf of the 
libraries. 
 
It should be noted that bibliographic records sourced from Kinetica did not necessarily have a 
classification number in the body of the record as libraries indicate their holdings (and sometimes 
call number) in the holdings statement attached to the bibliographic rather than within the body 
of the record.  As ACAS maps holdings to conspectus levels according to the classification 
number held within the bibliographic record, records sourced according to this strategy do not 
have a classification number.  This may account for the number of Australian records mapped to 
the ‘No Call Number Present’ conspectus division in the analysis. 
 
Since Kinetica is the primary means of resource-sharing in Australia the completeness and 
accuracy of the data it contains is critical. It emerged during the course of the analysis that only 
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55% of the holdings of ANU are present in Kinetica. Not only does this severely compromise the 
results as far as the analysis of ANU’s collections are concerned, but it highlights the problem of 
research collections that are not exposed to researchers in other universities. Such material might 
as well not exist in Australia as far as researchers in other universities are concerned, unless they 
happen to know from some other source of their presence at ANU. 
 
Local Databases 
Two Australian libraries (University of Queensland and University of Western Australia) 
preferred to source their bibliographic records from their local databases.  Files were created 
according to a list of Library of Congress Subject Headings relating to the project scope. 
 
In these cases it was felt that the records on the local system were of higher quality than those on 
Kinetica and that there was material on local databases that might not be present on Kinetica. 
This again suggests that the currency and completeness of the Kinetica database is an area where 
improvements might be made to the benefit of Australian researchers. 
 
School of Oriental and African Studies 
Bibliographic records from SOAS were sourced directly from its local database.  OCLC had 
retained 466,451 records held over from a previous ACAS exercise, the CURL/RSLP Collection 
Mapping Project1.  Records for this project had been sent in August/Sept of 2001.  Records added 
to the SOAS collection since the CURL/RSLP Collection Mapping Project were supplied by SOAS 
to OCLC. 
 
All data were sent to OCLC by ftp.  The University of Western Australia, University of 
Queensland, and the School of Oriental and African Studies sent their data directly, while the 
data of the remaining Australian libraries was sent from Kinetica, who performed the data 
extraction on their behalf. 
 
 
Data analysis 
 
The analysis provided in Parts 2 and 3 of this report identifies trends, strengths, weaknesses, and 
provides a profile of age, overlap and uniqueness for the collections of the ten partner libraries. 
 
 
Uncatalogued collections and manuscript holdings 
 
As part of the project a survey was undertaken of the uncatalogued collections held by the 
Australian partners. The universities of Adelaide, Melbourne, Sydney and Western Australia, 
and the National Library all have substantial uncatalogued collections totaling in the region of 
1.050 million items. It is generally unknown how many of these would relevant to the study of 
the chosen areas. It is known, however, that UWA has 2,000 book records lacking subject 
headings and 34 boxes of unlisted manuscripts relating to the Indian Ocean area. 
 

                                                 
1 CURL/RSLP Collection mapping project based on OCLC/Lacey iCAS software: final report: September 
2002 
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Seminar 
 
A presentation on the ARLCAP project was made to interested parties on Monday 2nd February 
2004 and the draft report was discussed at a meeting of the Group of Eight librarians on the same 
day. Following comments received the report was revised before its completion in April 2004. 
 

 
 

17



ARLCAP report – Part 2  
 
 

PART TWO – ANALYSIS OF GENERAL RESULTS 

 

The ACAS data processing produced a quantitative analysis indicating the total numbers of titles 
in the specified scope and enabled mapping of the collections of the partner libraries.  It is 
possible from the results to draw some general conclusions and identify some trends in the 
collecting patterns over time, and evaluate strengths and weaknesses in the collections (based on 
numeric values). In order to test the broad conclusions and to provide more nuanced information 
at a detailed level the analysis contained in Part 3 of the report was undertaken. 
 
The report compares SOAS, the National Library of Australia, and the Group of Eight in the 
following areas: 

1. Total number of holdings in each library, 
2. Age 
3. Uniqueness 
4. Overlap 
5. Strengths and weaknesses (to Division level) 
6. ‘No Call Number Present’. 

 

 

Total number of holdings 

The total number of records analysed was 987,850 records. Following elimination of the SOAS 
records which are estimated to be out of scope the total number of records remaining in scope is 
estimated to be 608,323. 
 

Institution 
Number of 
records 

% of Australian 
figure 

% of total records 
in scope 

National Library of Australia 142,774 34.64% 23.47% 
Adelaide University 21,731 5.27% 3.57% 
University of New South Wales 24,021 5.83% 3.95% 
University of Western Australia 30,544 7.41% 5.02% 
University of Queensland 33,201 8.06% 5.46% 
University of Melbourne 35,247 8.55% 5.79% 
Australian National University 39,457 9.57% 6.49% 
University of Sydney 41,081 9.97% 6.75% 
Monash University 44,064 10.69% 7.24% 
Sub-total (Australian libraries) 412,120 100.00% 67.75% 
School of Oriental and African Studies 
(all records) 575,730     
School of Oriental and African Studies 
(estimated records in scope) 196,203   32.25% 
Total 987,850     
Total estimated in scope 608,323   100.00% 
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These can be aggregated as follows: 
Collection 
 

Number of records Percentage of total 
ARLCAP records in 
scope 

SOAS total 575,730  
SOAS records in scope 196,203 32.25% 
National Library of Australia  142,774 23.47% 
Combined Group of Eight Libraries  269,346 44.28% 
Combined Australian research libraries 
(NLA+Go8) 
 

412,120 67.75% 

 
It is important to note that In the case of SOAS, the parameters for data extraction differed from 
the other ARLCAP partners in that SOAS loaded their entire database which included titles 
outside the scope of the project. The figures used in the overall comparisons therefore are ‘best 
guesses’. They have been derived from a subsequent analysis of the SOAS database showing that 
196,203 titles relate to the scope of the project.  This constitutes approximately 32.25% of the total 
holdings sent to OCLC for analysis. This figure has been used as an estimate of the proportion of 
the total number of SOAS’s records which relate to the scope of the project. Since the records 
analysed in the second part of the report were extracted on the basis of specific geographic areas 
the data is real, not estimated 
 
 

Age analysis 

An age analysis of the collections provides a summary of the number of titles within collections 
according to the dates of publication of titles. An age analysis can indicate strengths and 
weaknesses in collections according to the age of materials.  Such an analysis can highlight the 
collections with particularly strong holdings in historical materials, or in recent materials. 
 
As part of the preparation for the analysis, it was agreed with OCLC that the results of the age 
analysis would be reported according to the following date of publication ranges: pre-1900, 1900-
1949, 1950-1959, 1960-1969, 1970-1979, 1980-1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, 1997, 
1998, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003.  It was possible to export data for use in other programs, and so 
different date analyses could be used where appropriate. At the detailed level of analysis 
described in the part 2 of the report it was found that analysis by decades since 1950 was more 
useful. 
 
In all the following graphs note that the category ‘Pre-1900’ refers to the total number of titles 
held in this date range. On the other hand the date ranges 1900-1949, 1950-1959, 1960-1969, 1970-
1979, 1980-1989 indicate the average number of titles held for each year within the decade rather 
than the total number of titles held for the decade. 
 
The dates that are used in the analysis are the dates of publication, not the date of acquisition. 
However since it can be safely assumed that a very high proportion of books acquired since 1960 
were acquired within a short time of publication these dates can be used as a strong indication of 
contemporaneous purchasing patterns. 
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The category identified on the graph as ‘Other’1 constitutes the total number of titles with no date 
present.  This is an area worthy of investigation to determine the reasons for such a high 
proportion of titles without a publication date (possibly a result of minimal cataloguing records) 
and could point to the proportion of each library’s collection requiring retrospective cataloguing. 
 
The figures for the years 2001 to 2003 must be taken as incomplete and not a reliable comparison 
with earlier years since as the data extraction for the project was performed at the end of 
2002/beginning of 2003.  The dates used are the dates of publication, not of purchase; further 
purchases of titles published in these years might be expected after the date of data extraction. 
 
The following graphs show the titles held by ARLCAP libraries according to publication date. 
 
SOAS 
 
The analysis of the publication date of the SOAS titles is as follows. Note that since the titles 
submitted from SOAS covered all its holdings there can be no overall comparison with the titles 
submitted from the Australian libraries.  
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The graph above indicates that the rate of collecting at SOAS decreased from the beginning of the 
1990’s.   
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Combined Australian Libraries (National Library + Go8) (All Divisions) 
 
The following graph of the combined Australian libraries indicates that the rate of collecting was 
maintained at a steady level throughout most of the 1990s but with some slight decline towards 
the end of the period. 
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Differences emerge, however, when the Australian holdings are disaggregated: 
 
National Library of Australia (All divisions) 
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Go8 Libraries (All divisions) 
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Comparing the difference in rates of collecting between the Group of Eight and the National 
Library of Australia, the data shows that the National Library of Australia’s rate of collecting 
increased slightly from 1980 onwards while the universities show signs of a declining trend in 
collecting in the latter part of the 1990s and beyond. 
 
Uniqueness 

Uniqueness provides a statistical summary of unique titles held by one library in a group analysis, 
with table and graph views of the data.  Uniqueness can be used as an indicator of the research 
strength of a collection. 
The uniqueness analysis could only be undertaken across all the participating libraries, and not 
across any selected subsets. The Project was therefore unable to undertake an analysis of unique 
holdings within Australia. 
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The following graph illustrates of the number of the unique titles held by the Australian libraries 
in the analysis, compared with its total collection size. 

Uniqueness summary (Australian libraries)
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The National Library of Australia has the highest proportion of unique titles of the Australian 
research libraries.  The University of Queensland has the highest proportion of unique titles 
among the Go8 libraries. 
 
The statistics below give a more precise picture of the proportion of unique records held within 
each Australian library’s collection.  The figures in the second column have been extracted from 
the Uniqueness analysis, and the percentages have been calculated manually: 
 
Institution Number of unique titles % of library collection 
Australian National University 15,646 39.6% 
National Library of Australia 80,565 56.4% 
Adelaide University 3,546 16.3% 
University of New South Wales 4,863 20.2% 
Monash University 8,938 20.2% 
University of Sydney 9,837 23.9% 
University of Melbourne 8,134 23.0% 
University of Western Australia 7,944 26.0% 
University of Queensland 18,939 57.0% 
 
The following table indicates the spread of unique titles and the number of titles shared by two or 
more libraries.  Only 353 were shared by all 10 partner libraries.  Of these 353 titles, only 2 are 
serials. Note that since a high proportion of the SOAS titles analysed as unique would have fallen 
outside the scope of the analysis these have not been included. 
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Library Unique 
Shared 
By 2 

Shared 
By 3 

Shared 
By 4 

Shared 
By 5 

Shared 
By 6 

Shared 
By 7 

Shared 
By 8 

Shared 
By 9 

Shared 
By 10 

All  700500 86634 59034 42808 30780 23790 18291 13744 8739 3530 

Adelaide  3546 3393 3133 2783 2426 2128 1753 1349 867 353 

ANU 15646 6855 4632 3817 2649 2026 1501 1207 771 353 

Monash  8938 9966 8124 5750 3646 2811 2084 1477 915 353 

NLA 80565 25834 14238 8427 5039 3404 2347 1619 948 353 

SOAS  13089 6933 4358 3127 2198 1586 1199 799 353 

Melb. 8134 6735 5232 4298 3414 2698 1999 1461 923 353 

UNSW 4863 3794 3064 3102 2598 2208 1795 1367 877 353 

UQ 18939 3778 2055 1639 1580 1479 1414 1132 832 353 

Sydney 9837 7970 7157 4985 3597 2669 2054 1536 923 353 

UWA 7944 5220 4466 3649 2704 2169 1758 1397 884 353 
 
The following chart shows the distribution of unique titles between the Australian research 
libraries:  

Combined Australian Research Libraries : Unique titles 

Adelaide University
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The following graph compares the number of unique titles between the Group of Eight libraries 
and the National Library of Australia by main subject division. 
 

Unique titles: Comparison of number of holdings - NLA : Go8
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In the divisions of Geography and Earth Sciences, History and Auxiliary Sciences and ‘No Call 
Number Present’ the combined unique holdings of the Go8 libraries are greater than those of the 
NLA. In all other subject divisions the unique holdings of the National Library exceed the 
combined holdings of the Go8 libraries. This highlights the broad complementarity between the 
National Library and the major research university libraries. 
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Overlap (Duplication) 

Overlap analysis provides a statistical summary of unique and jointly held titles between two or 
more libraries, with table and graphical views of the data. 
 
The following table indicates the extent of overlap between each of the university libraries with 
each of the other partner libraries for all material formats: 
 

 
Key 
ANV = Australian National University 
AUT = National Library of Australia 
LE1 = Adelaide University 
LJ1 = University of New South Wales 
LM1 = Monash University 

 
LOA = School of Oriental and African Studies 
LS1 = University of Sydney 
UMV = University of Melbourne 
UWA = University of Western Australia 
YQU = University of Queensland 

 
The uniqueness analysis showed that 353 titles were shared by all 10 partner Libraries.  This 
accounts for 0.058% of the total number of records analysed. 
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The overlap in holdings of the Go8 Libraries with SOAS and the National Library of Australia 
can be seen in the graph and tables below: 
 
Australian libraries (Go8 + NLA) extent of title overlap with SOAS 

 
Key 
ANV = Australian National University 
AUT = National Library of Australia 
LE1 = Adelaide University 
LJ1 = University of New South Wales 
LM1 = Monash University 

 
LOA = School of Oriental and African Studies 
LS1 = University of Sydney 
UMV = University of Melbourne 
UWA = University of Western Australia 
YQU = University of Queensland 

 
 
ARLCAP libraries (Go8 +SOAS) extent of title overlap with NLA 
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Key 
ANV = Australian National University 
AUT = National Library of Australia 
LE1 = Adelaide University 
LJ1 = University of New South Wales 
LM1 = Monash University 

 
LOA = School of Oriental and African Studies 
LS1 = University of Sydney 
UMV = University of Melbourne 
UWA = University of Western Australia 
YQU = University of Queensland 
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Each individual Go8 Library shares the greatest overlap of its book holdings with the National 
Library of Australia.  The percentage of overlap with NLA is distributed as follows: 
 
Go8 Library No. of titles held in 

common with NLA 
Percentage of overlap with 

NLA 
Australian National University 16,141 40.91 % 
Adelaide University 12,814 58.97 % 
University of New South Wales 13,680 56.95 % 
Monash University 26,671 60.53 % 
University of Sydney 21,849 53.18 % 
University of Melbourne 17,631 50.02% 
University of Western Australia 15,308 50.12 % 
University of Queensland 8,632 25.99 % 
 
These figures show that Monash University has the highest level of overlap in title holdings with 
the National Library of Australia, followed by Adelaide University and the University of New 
South Wales.  The University of Queensland has the least amount of overlap with the National 
Library of Australia.  This figure is also borne out in the uniqueness analysis, where the 
University of Queensland has the highest rate of unique holdings within the Group of Eight 
libraries. 
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Serials 

 
Duplicated serials sets among the ARLCAP libraries can be seen in the following table. Note that 
not all titles are necessarily still current, nor do the holdings in each library necessarily overlap. 
Note that since a high proportion of the SOAS titles analysed as unique would have fallen 
outside the scope of the analysis these have not been included. 
 
 

Library Unique 
Held 
by 2 

Held
by 3 

Held 
by 4 

Held
by 5 

Held 
by 6 

Held 
by 7 

Held  
by 8 

Held 
by 9 

Held 
by 10 

All   5650 2769 1816 1280 768 518 344 234 20 
Adelaide  265 227 193 183 130 92 63 39 26 2 
ANU 201 320 228 163 116 73 42 37 24 2 
Monash  1200 1344 442 265 179 104 66 40 26 2 
NLA 9143 2246 784 407 237 125 74 41 26 2 
SOAS  356 184 88 57 38 19 18 25 2 
Melbourne 220 195 185 159 121 81 58 38 22 2 
UNSW 264 224 178 152 147 93 63 41 24 2 
UQ 1277 188 64 51 38 17 11 11 13 2 
Sydney 295 283 321 206 159 81 67 42 24 2 
UWA 442 267 190 142 96 64 55 37 24 2 

 
 
The following table shows the number of serial titles which are duplicated: 
 
 

Held  
by 2 

Held 
by 3 

Held 
by 4 

Held
by 5 

Held
by 6 

Held
by 7 

Held
by 8 

Held 
by 9 

Held
by 10 

2825 923 454 256 128 74 43 26 2 
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Among the Australian libraries, duplication of serial holdings is illustrated in the following table: 
 

  ANU NLA Adelaide UNSW Monash Sydney 
 

Melbourne UWA UQ 

ANU 1206 850 269 245 402 318 229 216 89 

NLA 850 13085 773 754 2184 967 658 628 203 

Adelaide  269 773 1220 326 407 400 319 309 96 

UNSW 245 754 326 1188 446 379 329 278 76 

Monash  402 2184 407 446 3668 549 440 320 103 

Sydney 318 967 400 379 549 1480 346 311 81 

Melbourne 229 658 319 329 440 346 1081 223 65 

UWA 216 628 309 278 320 311 223 1319 130 

UQ 89 203 96 76 103 81 65 130 1672 

 
Each of the Australian university libraries shared the greatest number of its duplicated serials 
with the National Library of Australia. 
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Relative strengths and weaknesses at division level 

The following graph compares the holdings of the National Library of Australia and the 
combined Group of Eight libraries in each broad subject division. 

Comparison of holdings NLA : Go8
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For almost every division, the combined holdings of the Group of Eight libraries exceed the 
holdings of the National Library of Australia. 
 
Since the SOAS records included a large number which fell outside the geographic areas covered 
in this study it was not possible to compare holdings at the broad level. However an accurate 
picture of the relative strengths and weaknesses and a comparative analysis among the partner 
libraries was possible gained by drilling down to the lower levels which relate to specific 
geographic areas.  Part 3 of the report provides detailed analysis on the divisions of history and 
political science. 
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No call number present 

OCLC created a division/category/ subject heading called “No Call Number Present” to facilitate 
the analysis of these records by date and holding library, yet not by subject area. 
 
The number of records with ‘no call number present’ is a significant proportion of the analysis.  
‘No Call Number Present’ titles constitute 137,645 titles within the analysis, that is 13.93% of the 
total figure.  The breakdown according to each partner library is as follows: 
 
Collection 
 

Number of ‘no call no. 
present’ records 

Percentage of total 
ARLCAP records in 
scope 

National Library of Australia  
(NLA) 

14,169 1.68% 

Combined Group of Eight Libraries  
(Go8) 

25,539 3.03% 

Combined Australian research libraries 
 

39,708 4.71% 

 
As outlined above, this division in the ACAS analysis is a result of the ACAS software’s inability 
to map the titles to an appropriate conspectus division due to lack of a standard classification 
number in the record.  As OCLC employed the ‘ripple’ process to assign classification numbers 
for duplicate items within the analysis, it could be presumed that where a classification number 
was not assigned and the title was not mapped to an appropriate conspectus division that a 
significant proportion of the ‘No Call Number Present’ titles would be unique holdings. 
 
The titles within this ‘division’ could reasonably be presumed to be unclassified titles with brief 
bibliographic records, and could constitute a proportion of older materials, manuscripts, audio-
visual materials, etc. It is not thought that the exclusion of these records from subject analyses has 
had any significant effect on the validity of the results of those analyses. 
 
The following table provides a breakdown of titles with ‘No Call Number Present’ according to 
format and the percentage of the total estimated ARLCAP records in scope.  The figures indicate 
that books account for the highest number of titles without a call number. 
 

No Call Number Present NLA 
% of ARLCAP 
total in scope Go8 

% of ARLCAP 
total in scope 

All Formats 14,169 1.68% 25,539 3.02% 
Books 7346 0.87% 22,169 2.63% 
Visual Materials 2649 0.31% 213 0.03% 
Music 202 0.02% 243 0.03% 
Serials 1274 0.15% 2,156 0.26% 
Computer Files 33 0.00% 19 0.00% 
Maps 2,662 0.32% 406 0.05% 
Unknown 3 0.00% 333 0.04% 
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The following graph shows the relative number of titles with ‘No Call Number Present’ within 
the Group of Eight libraries.  The graph indicates the number of titles without a call number 
according to date range.  For all of the Group of Eight libraries, the period 1970-1989 is the period 
with the highest number of titles with ‘No Call Number Present’.   
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Further investigation is required to determine the reasons for the high number of titles without a 
retrieval call number.  This may be due to non-standard classification schemes for particular 
materials (e.g. Microforms, manuscripts, audiovisual materials etc), or may be an indicator of the 
number of titles requiring retrospective recataloguing. 
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PART THREE – ANALYSIS OF SELECTED RESULTS 

 
Part 1 of this report reviews the data at a broad level. The needs of individual scholars, however, 
are focused in narrow subject areas. The purpose of Part 2 of the report is to illustrate how the 
data from the project can be used to provide analyses which illuminate the nuances and 
variations that must be taken into account in making policy decisions about national research 
library infrastructure.  
 
The data can be analysed in great detail down to the title level. Within the constraints of the 
project it was only possible to undertake a limited number of sample analyses. Detailed analyses 
were undertaken of collections in political science and history. Within the history collections 
more detailed analyses were made of the history of southern Africa and of India. And within the 
history of southern Africa a detailed study was made of the works published between 1880 and 
1910, the period of the Boer wars. 
 
The following summary of the results firstly considers the holdings within the libraries of the 
Group of Eight universities. The next section considers how the holdings of these libraries 
compare with the holdings of the National Library of Australia. Comparisons are then made 
between the holdings of all the Australian libraries in the project and an international benchmark 
library, the School of Oriental and African Studies in London. When dealing with specific 
geographic areas comparisons with SOAS are valid since the data is unaffected by the data 
extraction parameters. These analyses raise some critical issues of national collections policy; 
these are discussed in the final section. 
 
Figures indicated thus - (Figure 1) - in this part of the report indicate a reference to the appended 
charts, which should be read in conjunction with the text. 
 
 

The Group of Eight libraries 

 
Collection size 
 
In general it is clear that the 1970s and particularly the 1980s were periods of major growth in the 
monograph collections, but that in the 1990s there was a significant and widespread reduction. In 
political science only Monash and Melbourne acquired more in the 1990s than it had in either of 
the previous two decades (Figure 1). 
 
Monash and Sydney universities have the highest number of holdings, although in Sydney’s case 
this is built on holdings from the 1970s and 1980s rather on sustained recent growth. 
 
Similarly in history (Figure 2) only Monash and the University of Queensland acquired more in 
the 1990s than they had in the 1980s. These two universities also have the largest holdings. The 
acquisitions of all the other university libraries declined in the 1990s.  
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At the ‘divisional’ level – ‘political science’ and ‘history’ – it cannot be said that any single library 
demonstrates a sustained preeminence. Each varies over time in the strength of its collecting 
activity in any particular area. For example, in both divisions the library with the most pre-1850 
holdings is the University of Western Australia (UWA). The strongest collections between 1850 
and 1959 are the University of Queensland (for history) and the University of Sydney (for 
political science). In the recent period 1960-1999 Monash University has collected most heavily in 
both history and political science. 
 
At a lower level within the broader divisional groupings, however, further differences emerge. 
The library with the greatest holdings in southern African history is the University of Western 
Australia. (Figure 3) In this case, however, the size of the total is based not on strong early 
holdings but on growth in each decade from 1970. Only UWA and the University of Melbourne 
maintained substantial growth in this subject area throughout the recent period; in the 1990s all 
the other libraries reduced their collecting in this area. The University of Queensland, for 
example, has relatively strong collections in the period up until 1969, after which its collecting 
was not sustained at the same level. 
 
Much academic research, however, has a narrower focus. A scholar seeking to do work on the 
Boer war period, and seeking contemporary publications on southern African history would find 
that by far the highest number of such works are available neither at UWA nor the University of 
Melbourne but at the University of Queensland which, with over 90 such titles has more than the 
National Library, and well over twice as many titles as any other Group of Eight university. 
(Figure 4) 
 
In the case of south Asian history it is the universities of Western Australia and Sydney which 
have the strongest collections. (Figure 5) Both libraries are relatively strong in the earlier periods. 
UWA was the most active of all the Group of Eight libraries during the 1970s, but this declined in 
the 1980s and virtually ceased in the 1990s. ANU, Monash, Melbourne and Sydney, on the other 
hand, all continued to collect strongly throughout the 1980s before the decline of the 1990s set in. 
 
Uniqueness 
 
For an individual scholar undertaking research the mere size of a collection is not a sole indicator 
of a library’s value. The number of a library’s holdings which are uniquely held is also a factor. 
 
The ARLCAP analysis enabled a study of the titles which were only held in one of the 
participating libraries. Unfortunately it was not possible to segregate the SOAS holdings from 
this analysis, so it was not possible to investigate those titles that were unique within Australia. 
Nonetheless the data does make it possible to make some observations. 
 
In political science the proportion of total holdings that are unique is relatively low, ranging 
between 6% (ANU) and 25% (University of Queensland), with most libraries between 10% and 
14%. (Figure 6)  
 
In the case of history the University of Queensland has both a high number and a high 
proportion of unique titles, with 59% of its titles unique. (Figure 7) The University of New South 
Wales has the lowest proportion at 12%, while the other Group of Eight libraries range between 
17% and 23%. Within this, however, there are differences. UWA, Monash University and the 
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University of Melbourne are all relatively strong in the pre-1850 material (Figure 8), whereas it is 
only in the twentieth century that the University of Queensland’s collection developed in size 
and in the number of unique titles. (Figure 9) 
 
The University of Queensland also demonstrates a relatively high number and ratio of unique 
titles in south Asian history with 55% of its holdings unique (Figure 10). UWA, Sydney 
University and ANU all have about 25% unique titles while the remaining four libraries are at 
about 16%. In this case there seems to be no clear relationship between the total size of holdings 
and the ratio of unique titles. 
 
Similarly the University of Queensland has a relatively high number and ratio of unique titles in 
southern African history with 58% of its holdings unique (Figure 11).  UWA’s ratio of 36% is also 
high and reflects its continued high level of purchasing into the 1990s at a time when most of the 
other libraries were cutting back in this area. UWA and the University of Queensland have a very 
similar number of unique titles in south African history, although at the University of 
Queensland a much higher number of these are from the pre-1960 period (Figure 12). 
 
Discussion 
 
The overall picture which emerges from these analyses will not surprise any university librarian. 
The 1970s and 1980s were a period of growth in all the libraries; the latter part of the 1990s saw 
some reduction in overall acquisitions. Different libraries have different strengths, but these 
strengths may change over time. Current purchasing is necessarily dominated by the current 
needs of the University. Strengths and interests of key academic staff can strongly influence a 
library’s collections. So, for example, UWA’s relative strength in South African history is clearly 
built on the specialisms of a small number of staff in the history department from the late 1960s 
through to the 1990s. Collecting can just as abruptly decline. Strong collecting in Indian history at 
UWA in the 1970s and early 1980s came to a virtual standstill in the 1990s with the departure of 
key academic staff. 
 
In none of the areas studied can any one of the university libraries be identified as being uniquely 
strong. In political science Monash University has been collecting most strongly since 1980, but 
the University of Sydney has the strongest holdings in the period up to 1960 and has the highest 
number of unique titles. Again, in history Monash University has the highest total holdings and 
the strongest collecting since 1990. It is UWA, however, which has the highest number of pre-
1850 books, and the University of Queensland which has the highest holdings between 1850 and 
1959 and which has the highest number of unique titles. For the subset of southern African 
history UWA has the highest number of titles, the strongest recent collecting, and the highest 
number of unique titles. But for the period between 1850 and 1959 the University of Queensland 
has the most titles as well as the highest number of unique titles. For the subset of southern Asian 
history the University of Sydney has the largest holdings and the strongest recent collecting, 
although it does not have the greatest number of unique titles in any period and UWA has more 
material before 1850. 
 
Collections of material published before 1960 are as likely to reflect donations and benefactions, 
the purchase of major retrospective collections or, in some cases major one-off purchases of 
facsimile or microform reproductions of major collections. UWA’s particular strength in south 
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Asian historical material published before 1849, for example, derives from its purchase in the 
1980s of a major private collection on the maritime history of the Indian Ocean region. 
 
The collections of the Group of Eight libraries together constitute a major national resource for 
Australian researchers. Different libraries have different strengths and weaknesses in different 
subject areas and at different periods. Even within these there may be particular pockets of 
strength. Only the universities of New South Wales and Adelaide do not feature at some point or 
other in these subject analyses. The Go8 collections contain much material that is unique to the 
group, with a high probability that it is unique within the whole of Australia.  
 
Since these collections are complementary to each other the value to the national research 
infrastructure is directly related to the degree to which they can be viewed and used as a whole 
rather than a series of disconnected collections. It is therefore a significant policy issues how 
separate collections such as these can be most effectively organized and enhanced for the benefit 
of Australian researchers. 
 
 
The Group of Eight libraries and the National Library of Australia 

 
No assessment of the Australian research library infrastructure relating to these geographic areas 
can be complete without the inclusion of the National Library of Australia. This study made it 
possible to examine its holdings alongside those of the major academic research libraries and to 
gain a clear view of its relative importance to researchers. 
 
Collection size and uniqueness 
 
In each of the subject areas studied the National Library’s collections are considerably larger than 
any single Group of Eight library. This is particularly the case with political science (Figure 1), 
where its monograph holdings are over three times the size of the holdings of Monash and 
Sydney universities, the universities with the largest holdings in this area. The National Library 
has also a high level of unique titles (49%) (Figure 13) and has more unique titles than the 
combined unique titles of the Group of Eight libraries (Figure 17). The National Library has been 
relatively strong in this area throughout the period but continued to collect particularly strongly 
throughout the 1990s at a time when overall the Go8 libraries collecting declined. 
 
In its serials holdings in political science the National Library’s preeminence is even more 
pronounced (Figure 14), with over twice as many titles as the combined Group of Eight libraries, 
84% of which are unique to the National Library (Figure 23). 
 
In history the National Library has twice as many monographs as Monash University, the Group 
of Eight library with the largest holding (Figure 2). Again the 1990s was a period when there was 
a marked decline in the collecting of the Group of Eight libraries, with only the University of 
Queensland and Monash University increasing their rate of monograph acquisitions. By contrast 
the National Library continued to collect strongly throughout the 1990s. 38% of the National 
Library’s holdings are unique while 26% of the Group of Eight combined holdings are unique 
(Figure 18). The pattern of monograph holdings for history is different from that for political 
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science, however, in that the total number of unique titles in the Group of Eight libraries exceeds 
those in the National Library. 
 
The pattern of serial holdings in history is very different from the pattern in political science 
(Figure 24). Although the National Library’s degree of uniqueness in history is identical to that in 
political science (84%) and the number of unique titles is higher than the combined Group of 
Eight libraries the total number of titles is only just over half their combined holdings. 
 
At the more detailed level of southern African history the relative strength of the National 
Library is even less pronounced (Figure 3). Although the National Library has the largest 
holdings of any of the individual Australian research libraries the holdings of the University of 
Western Australia are also substantial; in the 1990s the National Library’s collecting declined 
while that of the University of Western Australia and Melbourne University increased to a point 
where each purchased more monographs on southern African history than did the National 
Library. In fact since 1980 the University of Western Australia has purchased more material, and 
has a higher number of unique titles, on the history of southern Africa than any other Australian 
library in the study. 
 
At the level of contemporary writings on southern African history during the Boer war period the 
strongest individual library is the University of Queensland, which has slightly more 
monographs than does the National Library (Figure 4). 
 
The National Library is significantly stronger than any of the Group of Eight libraries in south 
Asian history, having developed its collections since 1980 in particular (Figure 5). Several of the 
university libraries also expanded their holdings significantly in the 1980s before falling back in 
the 1990s. In this case the combined book holdings of the Group of Eight libraries total more than 
three times the number of titles in the National Library (Figure 22). The holdings up to 1849 of the 
University of Western Australia are particularly strong in relation to the other Australian libraries, 
exceeding the holdings of the National Library for this period (Figure 15).  
 
The pattern of uniqueness in south Asian history reflects the National Library’s strong collecting 
since 1970. In the period from 1900 to 1969, however, the University of Queensland’s high level of 
uniqueness reflects its collecting at that time (Figure 16). 
 
Discussion 
 
It is quite clear that the National Library, at least in the subject areas covered in this study, is an 
essential element in the national research infrastructure. There are areas, such as the political 
science of the region, where it is particularly strong, but it is true across all the areas studies that 
both in the size of its holdings and the number of unique titles it is the most significant single 
research library in the country. It has a higher number of serials (13,085) than all the Group of 
Eight libraries combined (12,834). Indeed it is likely that this importance will grow rather than 
diminish. There are two reasons for this. Firstly it appears during the period since 1990 to have 
been able to sustain its purchasing while the universities have generally been significantly 
reducing theirs. Secondly, in contrast to the universities, whose purchasing over a period ebbs 
and flows according to the current profile of staff interests, the National Library is able to sustain 
a broader and more consistent objective in its collecting policy. 
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It is clearly essential that the development of any Australian information infrastructure for the 
study of the political science and the history of the south- and south-east Asian regions in 
Australia encompass within it the National Library of Australia. 
 
It is also essential that the National Library retain and develop its role as the country’s leading 
research library, and develop its collections commensurately. 
 
At the same time the Group of Eight libraries collectively provide a national collection of major 
importance to researchers. The closer the cooperation between the Go8 libraries and between 
them and the National Library in collection development, management discovery and delivery 
the more effective the national research information infrastructure will be. 
  
 

The Group of Eight libraries, the National Library of Australia and the 
School of Oriental and African Studies 

 
The third section of the study compared the holdings of the university research libraries and the 
National Library against the holdings of the School of Oriental and African Studies (SOAS). 
SOAS, part of the University of London, was founded in 1916 and is the only higher education 
institute in the United Kingdom specializing in the study of Asia and Africa, and is the world’s 
largest institution of its kind. It therefore provides an international benchmark against which the 
Australian holdings can be assessed. 
 
The overall picture is that the combined Australian monograph holdings exceed the holdings of 
the SOAS Library, but that there are variations between subject areas. SOAS, however, has a 
much higher proportion of its collection which is unique, while the Australian serials holdings 
are very much higher than those of SOAS. 
 
In southern African history (Figure 19) there are 2.75 times more holdings in the Australian 
libraries than in SOAS. In the period up between 1850 and 1959 five of the Group of Eight 
libraries have higher holdings than SOAS; after 1970 SOAS has shown much higher growth 
(Figure 20). These relative areas of strength are reflected in the figures of uniqueness (Figure 21). 
While the total number of monographs in south Asian history is much higher (13,714 Australian-
held monographs on south Asian history as against 3,993 Australian-held monographs on 
southern African history) the pattern is very similar, with nearly three times as many Australian-
held titles (Figure 22). In both sets, however, the number of unique titles held in the Australian 
libraries is very close to the number of unique titles held at SOAS (Figure 19, Figure 22). 
 
The position in respect of journals is very different. In all the subject areas SOAS’s journal 
holdings, in contrast to its monograph holdings, do not differ markedly from the holdings of 
individual Australian libraries and are smaller than the National Library’s holdings. Two 
Australian universities have more titles relating to south Asian history, and two have more 
unique titles in this area (Figure 25). In southern African history only the National Library has 
more serial titles, although both it and the University of Queensland have more unique titles 
(Figure 26). 
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Discussion 
 
This analysis shows that in the chosen subject areas the combined monograph holdings of all the 
Australian research libraries in the study exceed the holdings of the UK’s specialist library in this 
area. The Australian holdings, measured against this benchmark, are substantial in total and form 
a significant concentration of research material.  
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PART FOUR - FOUR APPROACHES TO NATIONAL RESEARCH 
INFORMATION POLICY 

 
 
This study was not merely an exercise in historical curiosity. The question underlying the whole 
of this project, and the one which makes it of immediate practical relevance is: what policy 
should Australia follow to provide the best possible information infrastructure for those 
undertaking research in the politics and history of south and southeast Asia, and are there any 
broader conclusions for the humanities and social sciences that can be drawn?  
 
Answers to these questions will vary according to the fundamental approach that is taken to 
national collection development. There are four such basic approaches. The first can be 
characterized as the ‘national’ or ‘proudly independent’ approach, the second the ‘international’ 
or ‘neo-colonialist’ approach, the third the ‘futurist’ approach, and the fourth the ‘hybrid’ or 
‘selective’ approach. 
 
 

1 The Nationalist approach 

 
The Nationalist, ‘splendidly isolationist’ or ‘proudly independent’ approach has as its main 
objective to make Australia as independent as it can be in its research information provision. 
 
The policy implications include: 

• Maximum purchasing of retrospective material across all disciplines 
• Maximum current purchasing 
• Maximum emphasis on cataloguing of uncatalogued material 
• Conservation of all titles held in Australia 
• Keep last copy of all titles held in Australia, with the development of reliable 

mechanisms to identify last copies 
 
The advantages of such an approach are that it: 

• allows for self-determination 
• maximizes the material available in Australia, and so 
• minimizes the time the Australian researchers must spend overseas 
• minimizes the cost of inter-library lending 

 
The risks of such an approach are that it: 

• is very expensive 
• ignores the decreasing resources available to sustain such a policy 
• can never fully match the resources available overseas. 
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2 The Internationalist approach 

 
The internationalist or ‘neo-colonialist’ approach is dominated by the notion that overseas – 
particularly the colonial nations of the UK, North America, and Europe - collections are, and 
always will be, much greater than Australian collection, and that the number of items that are 
unique to Australia is so low that the most cost-effective strategy is to rely entirely on providing 
access to these collections rather than replicate them in Australia. 
 
The policy implications of this approach include: 

• a reliance on visits to, and inter-library loan from, overseas libraries 
• no retrospective collecting 
• no cataloguing of uncatalogued material 
• no current purchasing to support national research priorities 
• no attempt to conserve existing collections 
• no attempt to store existing collections 
• policy priority to maximize effectiveness of international interlending 

 
The advantages of this approach are that it: 

• avoids substantial collection acquisition, preservation and storage costs 
• is probably the most economic way to access historical collections 
• enables concentration of resources in the purchasing of current material, particularly 

electronic resources 
 
The risks of this approach include: 

• Overseas libraries may not continue to develop their existing collections (especially in 
those areas where previous areas of colonial power diminish in their interest) The project 
showed that SOAS’s collecting had declined markedly throughout the 1990s. 

• in areas of study which rely heavily on material from developing parts of the world 
bibliographical control and interlending mechanisms may not be sufficiently 
sophisticated. And it may be some time before the advantages of electronic publication 
can be relied upon to provide ready access to such material. 

• Overseas collections may be weak in the areas of particular interest to Australia 
• Some material, because of its age, value, or uniqueness, may not be available for 

interlending 
• Australia has considerable investment in substantial existing collections which should 

not be discounted 
 
 

3 The Futurist approach 

 
This is a variation of the Internationalist approach which, in view of the relative smallness, 
geographical distribution and age profile of Australian collections regards any effort expended in 
Australia on historical printed collections as wasted effort. Such an approach places considerable 
stress on the advent of electronic sources of information as the solution for researchers in the 
humanities and sciences. 
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The policy implications of this approach include most of the implications of the Internationalist 
approach, with the addition of: 

• Major support for digitizing initiatives 
• Major support for the purchase of electronic resources 
• Emphasis on mechanisms to coordinate and guide digitization initiatives 

 
It has the same advantages as the Internationalist approach. 
 
The risks include: 

• The size of the task, and the consequent time involved, in digitizing the world’s printed 
resources 

• The dubious cost/benefit of digitizing historical material that is outside the mainstream of 
western book production. 

 
 

4 The Selective approach 

 
The ‘hybrid’ or ‘selective’ approach recognizes the areas of particular strength and weakness in 
Australian collections, attempting to avoid the expense of the Nationalist approach while seeking 
to minimise the risks of the Internationalist approach. It attempts to make the most effective use 
of resources in Australia in support of national research priorities. 
  
The policy implications of this approach include: 

• No attempt to replicate strong overseas collections 
• Selective central support for a focused purchasing agenda, driven by national research 

priorities and research networks rather than an aggregation of individual library 
priorities 

• Selective cataloguing of uncatalogued material 
• Selective preservation 
• Selective storage and retention 
• High priority for effective national and international inter-library lending and document 

delivery systems 
 
The advantages of this approach include: 

• It overlays the day to day needs of individual universities with focused central funding 
aligned with national research priorities. Electronic access means that this can be 
achieved across the sector without favouring any particular university 

 
The risks of this approach include: 

• Short term national research priorities may skew the long-term development of 
collections that would support areas of study as yet unknown. 
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The key issues as seen from the four perspectives on national research 
information 

 
The key issues in national research information collections policy fall into two parts. The first 
relates to the acquisition of current publications, while the second relates to the acquisition, 
conservation and management of non-current material. 
 
1. Current publications 
 
1.1 Collecting trends 
 
The study shows very clearly that collecting Australian universities acquire only what is required 
to meet the immediate needs of their users. As the profile of these needs change, whether by 
changes of academic staff or teaching and research profiles so does the level of current collecting. 
These may from time to time be augmented by the acquisition by purchase or benefaction of 
retrospective material. There is no necessary connection or alignment between these aggregated 
collections and national research priorities. 
 
The study indicates some decline, although no evidence of a dramatic decline, in the acquisition 
of material in this area by the Australian universities in the late 1990s. There is evidence of a 
decline in SOAS’s acquisitions from much earlier in the decade, while, in the areas studied, the 
National Library maintained, and even slightly expanded its collecting. The study itself does not 
suggest any reasons for these changes, neither does it provide any strong evidence for a major, let 
alone a catastrophic, decline over an extended period. It may simply be too early to say. 
 
Does this apparent recent decline matter? It is beyond the scope of this study to determine to 
what degree current Australian research is hampered by lack of access to current publications. 
Only scholars working in the field can answer this question, and it may take some time before the 
effects are felt. A user study might provide a clearer picture. The Internationalist would not 
regard this as a significant problem, being content in the expectation that the material would be 
available on loan from overseas. Only the Nationalist approach would regard this as an issue 
which required national research infrastructure funding to correct regardless of the subject area. 
The Hybrid approach would regard this as of concern if the decline was likely to lead to an 
impediment to research in an area of national priority. But in any case for national action to 
reverse the decline in current acquisitions it is clear that central funding would need to be 
allocated and that decisions would need to be taken as to how and to whom such central funding 
would be applied. 
 
The Nationalist approach to national acquisitions policy would desire the highest possible 
collecting rate regardless of subject across the country. The Hybridist approach would seek 
funding for information resources in support of national research priorities. The Internationalist 
would not regard funding for the purchase of information resources as a primary concern, 
although the Futurist would seek funding for electronic resources only. 
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1.2 Interlending and document delivery 
 
Given the diverse profiles of each of the Australian libraries in the study and their geographical 
spread it is critically important for the researchers in these subject areas to locate items in other 
libraries that are relevant to their research and to have them delivered to their locality. This is 
true whichever the approach to national collection development but is particularly important for 
the Internationalist and Hybrid approach. Such resource-sharing mechanisms are already in 
place, but any further measures that increase the effectiveness of these, particularly between the 
National Library and the major university research libraries, should be pursued.  
 
 
 
 
2 Non-current publications 
 
Australian universities generally acquire only what is required to meet the immediate needs of 
their users, supplemented occasionally by special purchases or donations of retrospective 
material.  As these needs change, whether by changes of academic staff or of teaching and 
research, the result is a patchwork of relative strengths which vary over time and between 
universities. The collection profiles that have emerged in this study clearly demonstrate this. 
These collections only become a valuable national research resource to the extent that they can be 
used as one. In the acquisition, conservation and management of this historical material there is 
scope for benefits to be derived from a national research information infrastructure policy.  
 
2.1 Augmenting collections 
 
Major retrospective collections, often in the past in the form of facsimiles, then in microform, but 
now increasingly in digital format, can significantly augment historical collections. Indeed there 
was evidence of this in the study. There are 28 unique titles held by UWA in south Asian history 
published before 1850. All of these were purchased in the 1980s as part of the Erulkar collection, a 
private collection of material on the maritime history of the Indian Ocean region. Exactly half 
were also available in the Library’s microform Goldsmiths-Kress collection of material in 
economic history. Currently such retrospective collections are evaluated individually by research 
libraries against their own individual needs without any sense of adding to the national 
information infrastructure.  
 
In view of the rich concentrations of resources in locations such as London the most cost-effective 
solution for the Internationalist is to abandon any attempts at enhancing Australian historical 
collections of primary source material in favour of facilitating overseas visits by scholars, a 
practice which is common in Australian research universities. and on inter-library lending, 
although perhaps conceding that where such material is unlikely to be available for loan there 
would be a benefit in local acquisition of microform or electronic versions.  
 
The Nationalist approach would seek every opportunity to acquire as much of this material as 
possible for Australia. Study visits by research students and academic staff are constrained either 
by cost (particularly in the case of research students) or by the time available (particularly the 
case with academic staff). The availability of as much of this material locally as possible enables a 
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more productive use of study leave. It also makes the material much more widely available to 
scholars and research students for whose work it may have some relevance. 
 
The Hybridist would concentrate on the acquisition of resources which clearly relate to national 
research priorities and would see some scope for the major research libraries to identify and 
cooperate in the purchase of such collections.  
 
2.2 Interlending and document delivery 
 
The Nationalist points to the constraints on interlending of older material. The age, physical 
frailty, rarity, or value of much of this material makes libraries reluctant to lend it. Interlending 
from other parts of the world is a much less reliable substitute for strong national collections as 
far as this older material is concerned.  
 
However this study shows that although Australian research libraries have substantial collections 
in the subjects covered there is nonetheless a great deal of material which is only available 
overseas. Whatever the preferred model an efficient and reliable inter-library lending and 
document will always be critical for Australian scholars. Any measures to improve it will have 
direct value for Australian research. 
 
An efficient inter-library loan system relies on the effectiveness of the resource discovery system. 
This in turn relies on the full holdings of libraries being catalogued and available through the 
national bibliographic database. The fact that only 55% of ANU’s holdings in these areas are not 
catalogued on Kinetica and that a proportion of the records extracted from the database did not 
have a call number highlight the need from a national perspective (though not necessarily from 
the perspective of the library concerned) to ensure that such uncatalogued material is catalogued 
onto Kinetica. 
 
2.3 Maintaining collections 
 
This study, particularly the data on uniqueness, also has relevance to questions concerning 
national policy on ensuring ongoing access to library material. For the Nationalist preserving the 
‘last copy’ of all items currently held in Australia is a critical issue. There clearly is material in 
Australia which is not available in the SOAS Library, and on this basis the Nationalist would not 
wish to discard any material which is currently held in Australia. 
 
The Hybridist would also subscribe to this view, although not indiscriminately. While not 
regarding it as an article of faith that every title held in Australian should be maintained, and 
recognizing the significant costs involved in achieving this objective, the Hybridist would see 
some virtue in establishing some national arrangements for preserving those titles which had 
some value for national research priorities. 
 
For both the Nationalist and the Hybridist some means of ensuring a national approach to 
preservation are important. One means of achieving this might be to establish or develop some 
central national storage facility. Another might be to facilitate preservation and storage facilities 
at the major research collection holding libraries. 
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The study shows clearly that in the selected areas the library with by far the strongest collections, 
both in terms of volume and uniqueness is the National Library. In other subject areas it is likely 
that the state libraries, CSIRO, and even some special libraries may have the strongest collections. 
Any national storage facility cannot sensibly be restricted to the higher education sector. 
 
In these subject areas the natural focus of preservation and storage would be the National Library.  
Other research libraries have collections of unique material for which they have, and would often 
feel obliged to retain, a preservation responsibility. A significant number of the older (i.e. pre-
twentieth century) items in the collections of research libraries in Australia were received as 
donations, bequests or some other form of benefaction. It is unlikely that the owning universities 
would be in a position to allow such items to leave, and, even when there were no restriction, 
may well be reluctant to ‘sell the family jewels’. There is no evidence from the study that 
widespread relocations of stock between libraries or to a shared storage facility, other than the 
transfer of stock to the National Library, would be a cost-effective enhancement of the research 
infrastructure. On the other hand a shared responsibility among the research libraries, supported 
by some national funding would go a long to ensuring the long-term preservation of those items 
of enduring value to Australian research. An initial step in such a policy would be to undertake a 
review of the preservation and storage facilities currently available in the major research libraries. 
 
A collaborative approach to the issue might be supported by a ‘clearinghouse scheme’. Under 
this scheme a library that had an existing relative strength in a particular period of particular 
subject area would have an opportunity to take material discarded from another library into its 
stock.  
 
For the Internationalist the whole discussion of the preservation of holdings in Australia is a 
pointless. Acknowledging that there are titles in the study which are not held at SOAS the 
Internationalist would believe that within a few hundred metres of SOAS almost all of these 
could be found, and that a combination of inter-library loan and study visits would be a more 
cost-effective solution for ensuring long-term access. 
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CONCLUSIONS AND COMMENTS 

 

Conclusions of general relevance 

 
 
1 The collection analysis process 
 
The Australian Research Libraries Collection Analysis Project is the first time such a large scale 
comparative collection mapping process has been undertaken in Australia.  The process and 
method undertaken to perform the collection analysis provided a sound model for future 
collection mapping exercises (both large and small-scale). 
 
Cost constraints restricted the project to a sub-set of each Australian library’s collections. The 
planning and preparation process was complicated by the fact that the project was using a sub-
set of each library’s collection.  Had the project used the entire collection, it would have been 
easier to export an entire library collection to OCLC for analysis. 
 
The project has demonstrated that the use of OCLC’s ACAS to perform an automated collection 
analysis across several libraries is an effective tool for gathering data and structuring it according 
to WLN Conspectus divisions.  The results provide a solid basis for further comparative analysis 
of the holdings, trends, and gaps in library collections. At the same time it should be noted that 
the exercise is a costly one, particularly if taken to the title level, and would be beyond the ability 
of academic libraries to fund without external assistance. 
 
It has recently been announced that the ACAS service is to be withdrawn to be replaced by a 
service which operates exclusively through OCLC’s WorldCat database. Nonetheless this project 
has demonstrated that wherever possible national collections policy should be informed by 
quantitative data, and that this is only possible through the use of computer records which use 
cataloguing and classification standards. 
 
 

2 Scope of a national research information policy 
 
In the areas studied the joint holdings of the Australian university libraries exceed the holdings of 
the National Library of Australia. However in some subject areas, and in its serial collections, it 
has a higher number of unique titles than the Group of Eight libraries. The National Library’s 
holdings exceed those of any of the individual Australian universities, although in a few very 
narrow areas a single university may have more holdings. The National Library and the 
universities complement each other. It follows that national research information policy should 
extend beyond university libraries to encompass other research-collection holding libraries.  
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3 The need for cooperation 

 
The conclusions of the report stress the mutual benefit to be gained from effective collaboration 
between the major research collection holding libraries in Australia. The Group of Eight 
university libraries and National Library of Australia should consider the conclusions of the 
ARLCAP project and another other proposals for collaborative projects that may enhance data 
retrieval and sharing across libraries. All Australian research-collection holding libraries must 
cooperate in collection development, collection management, and in resource discovery and 
delivery mechanisms. Means of ensuring the effectiveness of this cooperation should be 
considered.   
 
 

4 National information resource policy requires national funding 
 
Taken together the Australian libraries contain substantial collections. While not rivaling the 
collections of major overseas research libraries they constitute a valuable resource. Individual 
university library collecting, however, varies over time and reflects local needs and priorities. 
While universities exercise autonomy in the subjects they research there is no reason to expect 
any them to use their funds in any other way. Universities cannot from their own resources to 
acquire or maintain resources to support a national information resources policy. 
 
 

5 Collection integration virtual not physical 
 
The study indicates that collections are broadly dispersed among the university libraries and that 
in no subject is any one library clearly predominant. Even were the libraries willing to yield parts 
of their collections to another library this study gives no reason to think that the costs of 
consolidating existing collections could justify the benefits to Australian scholars.  The 
integration of virtual access to these collections is, however, possible. National research 
information policy should pursue the virtual rather than the physical relocation of historical 
collections. 
 
 

6 Australian resource-sharing 
 
Given the diverse profiles of each of the Australian libraries in the study and their geographical 
spread it is critically important for the researchers in these subject areas to locate items in other 
libraries that are relevant to their research and to have them delivered to their locality. This is 
true whichever the approach to national collection development but is particularly important for 
the Internationalist and Hybrid approach. Such resource-sharing mechanisms are already in 
place, but any further measures that increase the effectiveness of resource-sharing mechanisms, 
particularly between the National Library and the major university research libraries, should be 
pursued. 
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7 Follow-up actions 

 
The results of the study merit wide dissemination and discussion in the Australian academic 
library community within the context of the development of a national research information 
infrastructure.  As a first step in the process of dissemination and discussion of this report senior 
staff of the National Library of Australia and the research-intensive university libraries should 
review the results of the analysis and consider the wider implications for collection development 
and policy among Australian research libraries. 
 
 
Beyond this point recommendations vary according to the approach taken. Decisions on the most 
appropriate approach for Australia must be debated and taken before a full set of policies can be 
reached. 
 
 
 
 
Conclusions supporting the Nationalist approach 

 
 
1. National collecting policy should to provide the greatest possible amount of research 

information from within Australia. 
 
2. Given its preeminence in its chosen areas of strength it is essential that the National Library 

retain and develop its role as the country’s leading research library in its selected areas, and 
develop its collections commensurately. 

 
3. Funding should be available to support the purchase of high-cost resources that have the 

highest priority of the combined university libraries. 
 
4. Funding for meeting the costs of purchase and associated processing costs of major 

retrospective collections to increase the national information stock should be available. 
 
5. Funding should be available to enable the addition of all research collections that are 

uncatalogued to be added to the national bibliographic database, and the upgrading of sub-
standard records. 

 
6. Storage facilities should be established to ensure that now and in the future no titles held in 

Australia should be discarded. These facilities might involve existing infrastructure or might 
involve the creation of new ones. To inform this debate the preservation and storage 
facilities available in the major research libraries should be reviewed. 
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Conclusions supporting the Internationalist approach 

 
1. National collecting policy should be restricted to Australiana. 
 
2. Central funding support for collection development, whether of current or retrospective 

resources, should be restricted to those sources for which purchase or lease is the most cost-
effective national solution. 

 
3. No national provisions for preservation, retention or storage are required. 
 
 

Conclusions supporting the Futurist approach 

 
1. The same as the Internationalist approach, except that national collecting policy should be 

restricted to electronic resources. 
 
 

Conclusions supporting the Selective approach 

 
1. National collecting policy should relate to national research priorities. 
 
2. Given its preeminence in its chosen areas of strength it is essential that the National Library 

retain and develop its role as the country’s leading research library in its selected areas, and 
develop its collections commensurately. 

 
3. Funding should be available to support the purchase of current high-cost resources that 

closely to the national research priorities. 
 
4. Funding for meeting the costs of purchase and associated processing costs of major 

retrospective collections relating to the national research priorities should be available. 
 
5. Funding should be available to enable the addition of all research collections relating to the 

national research priorities that are uncatalogued to be added to the national bibliographic 
database, and the upgrading of sub-standard records. 

 
6. Storage facilities should be established to ensure that now and in the future no titles related 

to national research priorities held in Australia should be discarded. These facilities might 
involve existing infrastructure or might involve the creation of new ones. To inform this 
debate the preservation and storage facilities currently available in the major research 
libraries should be reviewed with a view to enabling them to fulfill any national preservation 
responsibilities. 
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Figure 1: Political science - Australian book holdings by date 
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Figure 2: History - Australian book holdings by date 
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Figure 3: Southern African history - Australian book holdings by date 

1000 

900 

800 

700 
1990-1999
1980-1989

600 1970-1979
1960-1969

500 1950-1959
1900-1949
1850-1899

400 1800-1849
1700-1799
Pre 1700

300 

200 

100 

0 
NLA UWA UQ Melbourne UNSW Adelaide ANU Monash Sydney

 
 

Figure 4: Contemporary works on southern African history 1880-1910
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Figure 5: Southern Asian history - Australian book holdings by date 
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Figure 6: Political science - Unique book holdings  Group of Eight 
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Figure 7: History - unique book holdings  Group of Eight 
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Figure 8: Unique history titles - pre-1850 Australian holdings 
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Figure 9: Unique history titles - post-1849 Australian holdings 
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Figure 10: South Asian history - unique Australian book holdings 
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Figure 11: Southern African history - unique Australian book holdings 
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Figure 12:  Southern African history - unique holdings in Australian 
libraries by date 
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Figure 13:  Political science - unique book holdings  Australian libraries
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Figure 14: Political science - all serials 
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Figure 15: South Asian history - all book holdings to 1849 
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Figure 16: South Asian history - unique Australian holdings by date 
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Figure 17: Political science - book holdings - Australian 
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Figure 18: History - book holdings - Australian 
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Figure 19: Southern African history - book holdings - Australian v SOAS 
4500 

4000 

3500 

3000 

2500 
Unique
Duplicate

2000 

1500 

1000 

500 

0 
NLA All Go8 All Go8+NLA SOAS

 
 
 

Figure 20: Southern African history - all book holdings by date 
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Figure 21: Unique books in southern African history by date 
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Figure 22: South Asian history - book holdings - Australian v SOAS 
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Figure 23: Political science - all serials - Australian 
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Figure 24: History - all serials - Australian 
3000 

2500 

2000 

1500 Unique
Duplicate

1000 

500 

0 
NLA  Go8 NLA & Go8

 

 
 

64



ARLCAP report – Part 4 

Figure 25: South Asian history - all serials 
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Figure 26: Southern African history - all serials 
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Figure 27: History - all serials 
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Figure 28: Political science - all serials 
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Appendices 

Systemic Infrastructure Initiative Fund Bid 

 
AUSTRALIAN RESEARCH LIBRARIES COLLECTION ANALYSIS 
PROJECT (ARLCAP) 
 
SYSTEMIC INFRASTRUCTURE INITIATIVE FUND BID 
 
 
SUMMARY 

 
The primary objective of a systemic national approach towards library infrastructure is to 
ensure that Australian scholars have maximum access to the information resources they 
need to conduct their research. The collections of the major university research libraries, 
together with the National Library, are made available to Australian researchers through 
the national inter-library loan system and by personal access arrangements. Collaboration 
between these libraries in the development of their collections therefore will not only 
increase the efficiency of their use of resources but lead to greater availability of 
information to the whole of the Australian research community. By providing the data 
that is essential to effective planning and collaboration this proposal constitutes a critical 
element in achieving that objective. 

 

Funding of $236,000 is requested to enable a detailed comparison and analysis of the 
holdings of the major Australian academic research libraries and the National Library of 
Australia which relate to South-East Asia, South Asia, southern and eastern Africa and 
the Indian Ocean islands. The results will be used to implement strategies to ensure the 
most effective and economical national access to information on these areas and, by 
mapping the combined resources of the Australian research libraries against a major 
overseas library specialising in these areas, benchmark Australian resources against an 
international standard. 

 

The project, to be undertaken in 2002, will establish a model for collection analysis that 
can be extended to encompass other areas of research of national importance and that can 
be used in establishing a framework in which the priorities of individual libraries can be 
aligned more closely with a structured national approach to collection development. It 
therefore represents an important step towards the objective of providing Australian 
researchers with the greatest possible access to library resources. 

 

Grant recipient:  The University of Western Australia will be the 
recipient of the grant and will be responsible for the overall management of the 
project. 



ARLCAP report – Appendices 

 
Partners:  University of Western Australia (lead institution) 

Australian National University 
Monash University 
University of Adelaide 
University of Melbourne 
University of New South Wales 
University of Queensland 
University of Sydney 
National Library of Australia  

Overseas participant: School of Oriental and African Studies, University of 
London 

    (http://www.soas.ac.uk/Library/home.html) 
 
THE PROPOSAL 
 
One of the strengths of the libraries which are partners in this proposal is the richness of 
their collections and the value that they have for research and scholarship nationally. 
They share the objective of optimising their combined information resources, in 
partnership with other relevant organisations, for the benefit of research and scholarship. 
We regard this proposal as providing the hard data and statistical analysis which is 
essential to any collaborative collection development and management initiatives to 
achieve that objective. By virtue of their major role in the national resource-sharing 
system the benefits that will result from this project will flow throughout the national 
research information infrastructure. 
 
Collection analysis  
 
Australian research library collections in the humanities and social sciences are in 
decline2. If Australia is to prosper within a global economy it needs a deep understanding 
of the cultural, social and economic environment as much as it needs scientific and 
technological innovation. For this reason any decline in resources to support Australian 
researchers in the humanities and social sciences is of national concern. Prior to the 
development of any strategy to remedy this situation there is an urgent need to measure 
the degree of this decline and to establish the seriousness of the problem. 
 
Once the precise nature of the problem has been established the way is open to greater 
collaboration between the major research libraries – who regard it as part of their mission 
to maintain a national role and to make their research collections available to all 
researchers - in the development of collections of national research importance. 
 
It is critical that the funds that are currently available to support research in the 
humanities and social sciences are used to the best effect. This requires that unnecessary 
duplication should be avoided, retention costs should be minimised, and areas of neglect 
be identified. Whilst meeting as a first priority the immediate needs of their own 
                                                 
2 For further details see the section ‘Need’ below 
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institutions the major university research libraries must contribute as effectively as they 
can to national research information needs to ensure maximum benefit to the scholarly 
community. 
 
In this way the proposal constitutes a vital step towards achieving the objective of 
maximising the ability of Australian researchers to obtain the library materials they need 
to conduct high-quality research. 
  
Proposal 
 
To achieve these objectives it is essential that the collections of the major research 
libraries should be measured and compared against each other. Collection analysis and 
mapping is an essential pre-requisite for effective co-ordination. In the past collection 
analysis was a very labour-intensive activity and produced imprecise results. But more 
recently software has become available that will allow libraries to compare their holdings 
at a much more detailed level than has hitherto been possible. This software tool, iCAS, 
has been developed by OCLC3 as a tool which will analyse a library collection down to 
item level and map it, using classification, to the relevant subject descriptors. Details may 
be found at: http://www.oclc.org/western/wlnprods/aca/icas.htm. The analysis can 
provide a detailed subject breakdown of collections over time. More significantly, the 
software can also provide analyses across groups of libraries, showing areas of overlap or 
uniqueness. 
 
The software has the ability to compare the complete holdings of participating libraries, 
and is being so used internationally. In this proposal, however, the participating libraries 
propose a more limited initial approach and intend in 2002 to map their post-1994 
holdings of works that relate to the countries in South East Asia (including East Timor, 
Indonesia, Malaysia, Singapore and Thailand), South Asia (including Bangladesh, India, 
Pakistan and Sri Lanka), Southern and Eastern Africa (including Kenya, Mozambique, 
South Africa, and Tanzania) and the Horn of Africa (Djibouti, Ethiopia and Somalia), as 
well as the Indian Ocean islands.  
 
It is the intention in 2002 to focus on a single geographical area. In subsequent years it is 
the partners intend, using the model tested in this project, to make a one-off funding bid 
to extend both the subject coverage so that future policy decisions on library and 
information resources in the humanities and social sciences can be taken on the basis of 
reliable information. 
 
Deliverables 
 
The main deliverable of the project will be a collection analysis produced on CD-ROM 
and delivered with a Visual Basic front end that queries Microsoft Access or SQL 
databases of the analysis results. This will answer the questions ‘how many’ and ‘how 

                                                 
3 OCLC is a global library cooperative based in Dublin, Ohio. It is a nonprofit membership organisation 
serving 39,517 libraries in 76 countries and territories around the world with a mission to further access to 
the world's information and reduce library costs by offering services for libraries and their users. 
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old’ by calculating totals and percentages within subject categories by the selected 
publication dates, together with graphic representations of the results. The collection 
analysis will therefore provide a measurable, neutral, objective overview or topology of 
collections. 
 
The Title overlap analysis will provide a statistical summary of unique and jointly-held 
titles; a matrix of each library’s number and percentage of overlap with every other 
library; a list of uniquely and multiply-held titles; and graphs of overlap and uniqueness. 
 
This collection mapping exercise will be supplemented by the gathering of information 
on any uncatalogued printed material in the chosen subject area and any significant 
manuscript holdings. 
 
The results of the analysis will be used to form a solid basis for further initiatives 
including: 
 
• collaborative approach to purchasing decisions, especially for major purchases 
• prioritising of retrospective cataloguing 
• more effective concentrations of historical collections 
• development of a national policy on retention and storage of historical research 

material 
• approaches to grant-making authorities and other donors 
• benchmarking holdings against major overseas libraries 
 
One important aspect of this proposal is the inclusion of a comparison of the holdings of 
the major research libraries against the holdings of the School of Oriental and African 
Studies in London. This will enable an assessment of how national holdings in the 
selected subject area compare with a major overseas collection, and is also expected to 
open up further opportunities for international collaboration. 
 
Need 
 
A number of recent reports have noted the decline in the number of monographs 
purchased by research libraries. The Science Capability Review report Chance for 
change, for example, noted a 14% decline in the number of volumes purchased by 
universities between 1996 and 1998 (later figures for 1999 show a 22% drop since 1996). 
At the same time the number of academic monographs published in the last five years has 
risen by 30%. Referring to an earlier study of the National Bibliographic Database the 
1999 report Looking for books noted that ‘The conclusion was that in the period 1975-
1995 there was a steady decline in the percentage of both English and non-English 
language monographs published overseas acquired by Australian libraries. While not a 
part of the study, it was suggested that some of the reasons which may have influenced 
the level of collecting of overseas monographs by Australian libraries could include shifts 
in the pattern of library acquisition expenditure. Changes in value of the Australian dollar 
in relation to key foreign currencies and increases in the cost of overseas monographs and 
serials were also seen as relevant issues.’ Chance for change also attributed the fall in the 
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number of monographs purchased directly to the increase in serial expenditure, especially 
in the scientific, technical and medical disciplines. Faced with these pressures libraries 
have reluctantly abstained from building collections in non-core areas, and fragmentation 
of overall collection provision within individual disciplines has occurred. The short-term 
impact on current research is adverse, and the longer-term capability to support future 
research is undermined. 
 
As a response to these difficulties many libraries shifted their focus from holdings to 
access. One of the key problems with this strategy is that although it presupposed that 
access would be possible from somewhere, it was accompanied by no systematic way of 
ensuring that this should be so. Similarly the considerable amount of effort that is being 
put into developing sophisticated search and retrieval mechanisms, such as the Australian 
Research Libraries Information Network (ARLIN), important though these are, is 
secondary to the primary need for the source material itself, much of which, in the 
humanities and social sciences, is not available in electronic form. 
 
What is required is a framework that, while allowing individual institutions full 
autonomy in their own practices, enables a national approach to information resources in 
key areas of national interest. 
 
The partners to this proposal have a distinctive national role to in meeting these research 
needs. Their holdings contribute to approximately 44% of the National Bibliographic 
Database, and include a large percentage of unique holdings. If there is to be any 
improvement in the national library resources in these subjects it will be they, together 
with the National Library, who will achieve it.  
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Outcomes 
 
Mapping of collections of the participating libraries in the selected subject areas using the 
iCAS service will identify areas of overlap, gaps in the collections, and trends over time. 
This information will be analysed and provide a solid basis for further initiatives which 
would include: 
 
• collaborative approach to purchasing decisions, especially for major purchases 
• prioritising of retrospective cataloguing 
• more effective concentrations of historical collections 
• development of a national policy on retention and storage of historical research 

material 
• approaches to grant-making authorities and other donors 
• benchmarking holdings against major overseas libraries 
• A national seminar to disseminate the results of the project. 
 
Relevance and significance 
 
A key aim of the strategy outlined in Backing Australia’s ability is to strengthen 
Australia’s research capability, to ensure the flow of new ideas which underpin 
innovation, to create critical mass in leading research fields, and to build competitive 
advantage in ICT and biotechnology.  
 
Any strategy to strengthen Australia’s research capability and to ensure the flow of new 
ideas must encompass the humanities and social sciences. As the President of the 
Australian Academy of the Humanities, Professor Malcolm Gillies, has recently 
commented "strong public and private investment is needed in the humanities and social 
sciences. The notion that these subjects are somehow backward, and not the real stuff of 
research or business, is ludicrous; recent American research shows that thirty-five percent 
of alliances between major corporations fail because of cultural or social 
incompatibilities." 
 
Any successful implementation of new research must involve an understanding of the 
geo-political environment. It needs to have a depth of historical perspective and ready 
access to current information, both primary data and secondary works of scholarship, 
analysis and synthesis. Understanding of culture, society, thought, creativity and beliefs 
is as fundamental to human development as scientific and technological advance. 

  
This is an innovative proposal in that it is the first time the major research libraries as a 
group have been able to analyse and compare their collections in this level of detail. The 
software is new and has not previously been used in Australia although a similar trial 
involving 6 major university research libraries is currently under way in the United 
Kingdom. 
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This is a practical first step towards enabling a realistic and manageable level of 
cooperation in the development of national research collections. It is a one-off project 
with clear outcomes. If successful the approach will be extended to other fields of 
research. It concentrates the effort in those libraries which are best placed to assume the 
responsibility, but the benefits will extend to the whole research community, especially 
when the collections are made more widely available through the sophisticated resource 
discovery mechanisms that are being pursued currently. 

 
The benefits will flow to the whole research community. The proposal will enable the 
will that exists to develop the national research information infrastructure to be turned 
into targeted programs of action. It is an effective way for the Commonwealth to ensure 
that the investment made by universities in library and information infrastructure in 
support of research produces the maximum benefit for the sector as a whole. 
 
Cost effectiveness 
 
At the moment it is not known to what degree the collections of the research libraries 
overlap, nor the degree to which there is little or no collecting occurring. Nor is it known, 
from a national perspective, whether, and in what particular areas, the nation’s library 
resources are in decline. 

 
While individual universities will always have their own priorities for meeting their own 
needs the outcomes of the project will identify areas where there may be unnecessary 
duplication of expenditure or where resources, whether existing or available from outside 
the sector, might be directed in order to fill in evident gaps in the national information 
resource. 
 
Costs are involved in keeping collections as well as in acquiring them. Many libraries are 
facing acute storage problems and must either find remote low-cost storage for, or 
destroy, material which does not have high levels of active use locally. There are dangers 
that, from a national research perspective, valuable research resources may be lost to the 
nation. At the same time there are cost inefficiencies in storing copies of such low-use 
material in several libraries. This project will provide the basis for making informed 
choices at the national level for the preservation and storage of important, though 
relatively low-use material, while minimising the cost. 
 
Effectiveness of cooperative arrangements 
 
The partners to this proposal see themselves as sharing distinctive characteristics. 
Foremost of these is their research activity. They undertake 70% of all research done in 
Australian universities and over half of all basic research undertaken in Australia. They 
produce between 60% and 80% of internationally recognised Australian research 
publications. They tend to employ the most outstanding researchers; three quarters of the 
fellows of the four Australian learned academies works at one of the partner universities. 
They share a tradition and a mission which places heavy emphasis on research across a 
broad range of subjects.  
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The libraries reflect the nature of the universities of which they are a part. They are 
characterised by collections that have been built up over a longer period of time than 
other university libraries. They are more likely to have special collections and to have 
attracted valuable donations. Since their universities aim for excellence across a broad 
range of subjects this is generally reflected in the depth of collecting. But crucially they 
see themselves as having an role beyond that of meeting the immediate needs of their 
constituencies, believing that by collecting and conserving the primary materials of 
research they play a vital part in holding and preserving the nation’s written heritage. The 
benefits of the project will therefore flow to the whole sector through resource-sharing 
arrangements. 
 
Both the universities themselves and the university librarians meet regularly and have 
close working relationships. 
 
All but one the participants will commit funds towards the cost of the project, and will 
continue their support as, having undertaken the process in the chosen area, it is extended 
to other areas of study. 
 
Capacity to sustain the activity 
 
The project as proposed will enable immediate joint action to be taken to identify how the 
major research libraries in the country might collaborate most effectively in collection 
development in the chosen areas. As such it is self-contained. Nonetheless in the future 
the same processes will be followed to analyse research collections in other subject areas. 
The value of the process having been confirmed and demonstrated by this project it is 
anticipated that further partners (which are likely to include relevant learned societies and 
academies as well as corporate libraries with specialist collections) will enable the costs 
of further subject analyses to be shared without the requirement of additional 
Commonwealth support. In each case after the lapse of a suitable time the process could 
be repeated in order to measure the effectiveness of collaborative collection development 
taken as a result of the mapping exercise. 
 
The process could also be extended to cover other libraries which are known to hold 
specialist research collections in the chosen subject area. 
 
 
 
Partner contributions 
 
Each library will be responsible for preparing its own file of records for submission to the 
iCAS service. In addition the following cash contributions will be made: 
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 A$ 
University of Western Australia (lead institution) 20,000
Australian National University 20,000
Monash University 10,000
University of Adelaide 20,000
University of Melbourne 20,000
University of New South Wales 0
University of Queensland 20,000
University of Sydney 20,000
National Library of Australia 20,000
TOTAL 150,000
 
Total cost 
 
 A$ 
OCLC Automated Collection Analysis Service 1  
     Fixed costs 2 40,500
     Volume-related costs 3 300,000
Project Officer employment costs 4 45,500
Total cost 386,000
Less partner contributions 150,000
Strategic Infrastructure Initiative funds requested 236,000
  
  
 
 

1 The charges for the OCLC collection analysis service are made in US$. The cost to the 
project will therefore depend on the prevailing exchange rate. The amounts stated above 
are based on an exchange rate of US$0.5389 to the Australian dollar. 

 

2 Project management fee and base processing costs. 

 

3 These costs relate to the total number of records processed. At this stage only best 
estimates of the total number of records are available. Should the actual numbers prove to 
be higher than estimated the scope of the subject area covered will be reduced 
commensurately. Conversely should the numbers prove to be fewer than estimated the 
scope of the project will be broadened to include related cognate areas. 
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4 A full-time project officer at HEW level 7 will be appointed for eight months to manage 
the project. The initial tasks will be to coordinate the selection and preparation of the data 
from each of the libraries, complete the planning documentation, and liase with OCLC 
and the participants to resolve any queries or problems. After the completion of the 
analysis the project officer will synthesise the results, conduct any further manipulation 
of exported data that may be required locally, and provide written reports on the results. 
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Project Summary 

 
PROJECT 
TITLE: 

Australian Research Libraries Collection Analysis Project (ARLCAP) 

 

FILE CODE: New VERSION: 3 DATE:  21 March 2003 
 

SECTION:  IRAM (DSQC) 
PROJECT MANAGER:  Monika Szunejko 

TEAM:  Monika Szunejko, Go8 Partner 
libraries, National Library of Australia, School 
of Oriental and African Studies, Deena Mander 
(UWA data specialist) 

 

MISSION:   
• To analyse the research collections of the Australian National Library and Go8 Libraries 

relating to the Indian Ocean rim and South-East Asian regions.  
• To compare them against the collection of the Library of the School of Oriental and 

African Studies, University of London. 
 

OBJECTIVES:  
4. Deliver a collection analysis product on CD-ROM of the analysis results. 
5. Produce collection analysis report. 
6. Establish a model of collection analysis that can be extended to encompass other areas of 

research 
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ACTIONS: 
1. Establish contact with OCLC representative 
 
2. Establish contact with project participants to 

distribute information regarding scope, 
methodology, planning guides, requirements of 
project. 

 
3. Complete the planning documentation 
 
 
4. Send 100 sample records to OCLC for review 
 
5. Determine number of bibliographic records to 

be analysed 
 
6. Coordinate the selection and preparation of the 

data from each of the libraries with partner 
libraries and Kinetica. 

 
 
7. Transfer data to OCLC for review by OCLC 

iCAS software tool. 
 
8. Receive results from OCLC 
 
9. Synthesise the results, conduct further 

manipulation of exported data 
 
10. Submit written reports on the results. 

TARGET DATE: 
15 April 2002 
 
26 April 2002 
 
 
 
 
15 May 2002 
 
 
21 May 2002 
 
31 July 2002 
 
 
12 December 2002 
 
 
 
 
30 March 2003 
 
 
01 September 2003 
 
31 October 2002 
 
 
12 December 2003 

RESPONSIBILITY:
Monika Szunejko 
 
Monika Szunejko 
 
 
 
 
Participant libraries + 
Monika Szunejko 
 
Participant libraries 
 
Monika Szunejko 
 
 
Kinetica + 
Participant libraries + 
Monika Szunejko 
 
 
Participant libraries + 
Kinetica 
 
OCLC 
 
Monika Szunejko 
 
 
Monika Szunejko 

 

RELATED/DEPENDENT PROJECTS: 
1. Data improvement programme for adding Geographic Area Codes (MaRC tag 043) – DSQC 
programme 

 

RISKS: 
1. Data retrieval from partner libraries may be in various formats and not conducive to review by 
OCLC software. 
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OTHER SECTIONS/TEAMS/AREAS WHOSE INPUT/ADVICE IS REQUIRED FOR 
THIS PROJECT: 
1. Partner libraries – scope, data collection, review of data 

2. OCLC – software, review, technical input 

3. DA Information Services – technical input 

WILL THIS PRODUCT/SERVICE BE DELIVERED VIA CygNET?  No 
 

START DATE: 8/4/02 
END DATE: 12/12/03 

DURATION:  19 months BUDGET: $386,000 
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Scope 

Indian Ocean Rim and South-East Asian Region 
Country Subject keyword terms used to extract data

 (Library of Congress Subject Headings 
including “see” + “see also”) 

Islands in Western Indian Ocean  
Christmas Island Christmas Island 
Cocos (Keeling) Islands Cocos (Keeling) 
Comoros Comoros 
Madagascar Madagascar 

Malagasy Republic 
Maldives Maldives 
Mauritius Mauritius 
Reunion Reunion 
Seychelles Seychelles 
Heard & McDonald Islands Heard Island 

McDonald Island 
Mayotte Mayotte 

South Asia  
Bangladesh Bangladesh 
India India 
Myanmar Burma 
Pakistan Pakistan 

Bengal 
Sri Lanka Sri Lanka 

Ceylon 
South East Asia  

Malaysia Malaysia 
Malaya 

Singapore Singapore 
Thailand Thailand 

Siam 
Laos Laos 

French Indochina 
Cambodia Cambodia 

French Indochina   
Vietnam  Vietnam 

French Indochina 
Indonesia Indonesia 

Dutch East Indies 
Irian Jaya Irian Jaya (Indonesia) 
Kalimantan Kalimantan (Indonesia) 
Celebes Celebes (Indonesia) 
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Maluku (Indonesia)  Maluku (Indonesia) 
Timor Timur (Indonesia) Timor Timur (Indonesia) 
East Timor East Timor 
Brunei Brunei 
Borneo Borneo 
Sabah Sabah 

North Borneo 
Sarawak Sarawak 
Greater Sunda Islands Greater Sunda Islands 
Lesser Sunda Islands Lesser Sunda Islands (Indonesia) 

Indonesia 
East Timor 

Philippines Philippines 
New Guinea New Guinea (Territory) 
Papua New Guinea New Guinea (Territory) 

Papua 
Southern and Eastern Africa  

Kenya Kenya 
Mozambique Mozambique 
South Africa South Africa 
Tanzania Tanzania 

Tanganyika 
Zanzibar 

Horn of Africa  
Djibouti Djibouti 
Ethiopia Ethiopia 
Somalia Somalia 

Somaliland 
Regions  

Indian Ocean Indian Ocean 
Indian Ocean Territory, British  
Indian Ocean Territory, French  
Islands of the Indian Ocean  
South Indian Ocean Islands  
Africa Africa 
Africa, East Africa, East 

East Africa 
Africa, Northeast  
Africa, Southern  
Asia, Southeastern Asia, Southeastern 
Mekong River Region Mekong River 
Indochina Indochina 

Seas and Oceans  
South China Sea South China Sea 
North Pacific Ocean North Pacific Ocean 
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Philippine Sea 
South Pacific Ocean South Pacific Ocean 
Arafura Sea Arafura Sea 
Andaman Sea Andaman Sea 
Java Sea Java Sea (Indonesia) 
Bali Sea Bali Sea (Indonesia) 
Flores Sea Flores Sea (Indonesia) 
Timor Sea Timor Sea 
Philippine Sea Philippine Sea 
Sulu Sea Sulu Sea 
Banda Sea Banda Sea 
Strait of Malacca Malacca, Strait of 
Makassar Strait Makasar Strait (Indonesia) 
Gulf of Thailand Thailand, Gulf of 
Indian Ocean Indian Ocean 
South West Indian Ocean  
North West Indian Ocean  
North East Indian Ocean  
South East Indian Ocean  
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ARLCAP Participants 

 
Institution Name Position Contact details 
National Library of 
Australia 

Peter 
Haddad / 
Pamela 
Gatenby 

Director, 
Technical 
Services 

phaddad@nla.gov.au
(02) 6262 1496 (tel) 
(02) 6257 1703 (fax) 
pgatenby@nla.gov.au 

Australian National 
University 

Kathy Collier Electronic and 
Print Access 
Coordination 
Unit, Scholarly 
Information 
Services 
/Library 

Kathy.Collier@anu.edu.au
(02) 6125 3441 (tel) 
(02) 6125 4063 (fax) 

Univesrity of 
Melbourne 

Bruce Eames 
/ 
Liz Neumann 

Technical 
Systems 
Librarian 

bme@unimelb.edu.au
(03) 8344 4236 
lneumann@unimelb.edu.au 

Monash University Robert 
Stafford 

Collection 
Management 
Librarian 

robert.stafford@lib.monash.edu.au
(03) 9905 2613 
 

University of New 
South Wales 

Suzanne 
Munro  

Monographs s.munro@unsw.edu.au
(02) 9385 2633 (tel) 

Adelaide University Patricia Scott Bibliographic 
Services 
Librarian 

pscott@library.adelaide.edu.au
(08) 8303 5373 (tel) 
(08) 8303 4369 (fax) 

University of 
Queensland 

Carolyn 
Jones 

Manager, 
Innopac 
Information 
Services and 
Delivery 

c.jones@library.uq.edu.au
(07) 3365 6316 (tel) 
(07) 3365 6888 (fax) 

University of 
Sydney 

Barbara 
Wilson 

Collection 
Services Team 
Leader 

b.wilson@library.usyd.edu.au
(02) 9351 3805 (tel) 
(02) 9351 3689 (fax) 

University of 
Western Australia 

Monika 
Szunejko 

Coordinator, 
Database 
Standards and 
Quality Control 

mszunejko@library.uwa.edu.au
(08) 9380 1670 (tel) 
(08) 9380 1177 (fax) 

School of Oriental 
and African Studies 

Keith 
Webster / 
Anne 
Poulson 

Librarian and 
Director of 
Information 
Services / Head 
of Library 
Services 

kw@soas.ac.uk
+44 20 7898 4150 (tel) 
+44 20 7898 4159 (fax) 
ap45@soas.ac.uk  
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