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The Institutional Repository Working Group was established in June of 2007 with the purpose to explore the issues surrounding the establishment of a campus institutional repository to preserve and make available the intellectual output of the university.  The charge was as follows:

Charge – to provide a white paper which defines the concept of a University of Kentucky institutional repository and to outline the steps needed to move forward.   The Working Group’s role is exploratory and is intended to create an understanding of the Library’s role in addressing the management of the university’s digital content.  The task force will produce a report by October that will document:

1. the types of UK generated digital content to be potentially included in a repository and/or digital asset management system 

2. a definition/understanding of the following in the UK context:

a. Institutional Repository

b. Digital Object Library

c. Scholarly communication issues that are related to repositories

d. Digital preservation

e. Relationship of the issues surrounding e-journal content

3. an analysis of the roles necessary to build and maintain an institutional repository including which of these the Libraries should potentially manage and which require responsibility on the part of other campus units. 

4. specific recommendations for next steps
Initial membership of the group included: 

Lisa Carter, co-chair

Mary Molinaro, co-chair

Brian Helm

Kathryn Lybarger

Beth Kraemer

Rebecca Ryder

Mary Beth Thomson


John Soward (Campus IT)
Lisa Carter left the university in August and was replaced on the working group by Deirdre Scaggs.

The group worked to produce an extensive report that was completed and turned in November 2007.   In the spring of 2008 the report was revised to address a change in the way NIH requires publicly funded research results are disseminated.  
After studying the issues related to digital content creation in a research environment, the working group concluded that UK will benefit from ongoing, sustained access through a digital object repository (DOR).  The DOR will function as a system to include current, disparate digital object repositories and will create the opportunity for deposition and maintenance of new collections.  The DOR will incorporate an institutional repository of University scholarship, e-journal content, digitized resources from the Libraries collections and other digital resources of the University.  Shared support is appropriate, standards are required, and collaborative management is essential.  

To establish the DOR infrastructure, support and resources will be needed from Libraries, UK Information Technology, the VP for Research, and the Provost.  Support and participation from University faculty, staff and students will be essential.  

The working group made a presentation at the department heads meeting on April 9, 2008.  It was the opinion of the task force members that the report we created satisfied the objectives set out in the charge.  There was a discussion of next steps that involved talking to campus groups invested in digital scholarship.  Internally, plans will be made for a library staff and faculty meeting to discuss the IR Working Group report.  The IR Working Group will continue to work on the next steps.  
Respectfully submitted on behalf of the working group,
Mary Molinaro

Chair

2

