
        
CURATORS OF UNIVERSITY LIBRARIES 

    Committee for library provision in Archaeology 
 
 
Minutes of the meeting held at 12.00 on Monday November 7th 2011 in the Meeting Room, 
Sackler Library 
 
        
Present: Elizabeth Frood (Chair) (EF), Graham Piddock (GP), Mark Dickerson (MD), Mark 
McKerracher (MM), Natasha Rees(NR), Philipp Niewöhner (PN), Elisabet Almunia (EA- minutes) 
 
Apologies: Eleanor Standley, James Legg, Rick Schulting 
 
 

1. Membership: EF welcomed two new members: 
a. Philipp Niewöhner, Lecturer in Byzantine Archaeology and Material Culture who 

is taking Janet Delaine’s place on the committee 
b. Natasha Rees, undergraduate representative 

 
2. Minutes of the meeting on Monday 30th May 2011:  

a. Item 4a.1-  correction of typo: ‘Eater’ should be spelled ‘Easter’  
 
3. Matters arising from the minutes:  

 
a. Item 4a.1 – Basement flood over Easter (EF): EF reported that at the subfaculty 

meeting there had been comments about insufficient email communication about 
the closures due to the flood. GP agreed that more effort should have been put 
into promptly communicating changes of opening hours to users, but this had 
been made difficult in this particular situation by the need to react at short notice 
to the advice given by the emergency services and others. 

b. Item 3b - Environmental conditions (Sackler) – (GP): GP announced that the 
energy efficiency of the building has been greatly improved by changes made to 
the air conditioning system, which is working less hard and with reduced operating 
hours. Apart from the obvious financial benefit, it is hoped that this will make the 
building more comfortable for readers while still maintaining stable conditions for 
the materials stored in the Library.  

c. Item 3c - New ILS to replace GEAC (GP) – the implementation of the new ILS has 
been successful on the whole but with some teething problems on the staff side, 
particularly regarding stack requests. MD was of the same opinion. The UG and the 
PG reps had not received any negative feedback from their constituents. EF 
reported academic staff had found the new student sessions very useful.  

d. Item 4a – Network failure on 2/05/11 (GP) – No further progress has been made 
in trying to secure full IT support for the May Bank holidays which are normal 
working days for the Bodleian Libraries. EF offered to write a letter of support as 
chair of the group. 

 
 
 
 
 



4. Reports from libraries:  
 

a. Sackler (GP):  
1) Scanning / PCAS: 

MM had previously circulated the results of a brief scanning survey 
showing 2 main conclusions: 1.) Users find it inconvenient to have to 
book a slot for the high resolution scanner and to have to do all their 
scanning in one go, but do not mind paying a higher price. 2.) Users 
do however object to paying for the PCAS scanner because of the 
poor quality of the scans. 
GP explained that the booking system had only been put in place in 
anticipation of high use at the end of Hilary term and the beginning of 
Trinity term, and that it is normally possible to use the standalone 
scanner without prior booking if it happens to be free. GP stated that 
the scanning arrangements were provisional and that booking and 
pricing may be reviewed. 
GP also stated that the Library understands the need for high 
resolution scanning and will be trialling 2 new machines over the 
course of the next few weeks with the objective of finding a viable 
system for self service scanning linked to PCAS. Details of the free 
trial are to be circulated shortly and users will be encouraged to give 
feedback. 

2)  Periodicals expenditure (GP):  An Italian publisher (Fabrizio Serra 
editore) has recently taken over a significant number of periodicals 
relevant to Classics and Archaeology, and prices have been 
dramatically raised, often by 400-500% in less than 10 years. The 
pricing model is also a cause of concern as in order to get the print 
version we are required to get the restricted online version (limited 
to 20 IP addresses and so unusable). The Classics CoLP recommended 
circulating a list of prices and titles to its members with a view to 
cancelling unaffordable subscriptions, and GP proposed doing the 
same for archaeology. As an indication of their pricing the Serra 
package of 26 archaeology titles costs EUR 10,600: this represents 
half of the Sackler’s annual budget for archaeology periodicals, which 
currently buys some 300 titles. 

3) Storage of electronically available journals (EF): EF raised the issue 
of Sackler journals which had been marked up for possible relegation 
to offsite storage on the grounds that they were also available 
electronically. In the event none of these had been sent because of 
opposition from readers, but concern was expressed by PN about the 
Dumbarton Oaks Papers, which had already been moved offsite. The 
view of the Sub-Faculty was that the removal of print journals was 
damaging to their research and to the attractiveness of the library to 
potential graduate students and academic staff. 
GP pointed out that these initiatives had been prompted by space 
constraints now that the 10 year growth premium provided by the 
new Sackler building had effectively been used up. It was broadly the 
case that all newly acquired material could only be accommodated 
by relegating an equivalent amount to remote storage. The librarians 
would normally try to identify superseded or duplicated  material and 
to consult affected groups of users. If all journal runs were to be 



excluded, then a greater emphasis would need to be put on 
relegating monographs. 
PN questioned why there was no long term strategy to increase on-
site capacity, and GP referred to the Bodleian Libraries strategy 
which is to maximise the amount of high-use material on open access 
but otherwise to rely on the Swindon facility to absorb long term 
growth; relying on electronic provision was an important element of 
this strategy. If the main constituencies using the Sackler regarded 
this strategy as wholly inappropriate for their subject areas, it was 
important that the academics should make a convincing case at high 
level to show why the Sackler required special treatment and, by 
implication, funding. EF undertook to refer the issue to the 
Humanities CoLP. 
Among other suggestions the question of increasing the density of 
on-site shelving (i.e. increasing the number of rolling stacks) was 
discussed, and it was agreed that this would only be appropriate for 
very low use material. This would be hard to identify and isolate in 
the intensively used archaeology collections and would in any case 
require a significant financial investment.  
GP undertook to reinstate the Dumbarton Oaks Papers on-site as 
soon as possible, wherever it could best be housed, and to continue 
to work with academics and other users to identify material for 
possible relegation: their cooperation in this process would be 
greatly appreciated. 

 
 

b. Balfour (MD): MD reported that there were currently heating problems in the 
Balfour Library and that stand alone heaters will be used as necessary while this is 
corrected. 
The Museums Review was in the process of being implemented and it remained 
to be seen how this would affect the Balfour Library. MD was currently also 
managing the Hope & Arkell Libraries at OUMNH part-time; despite cover issues 
this appeared to be working. The arrival of the new Director at OUMNH early in 
2012 would allow existing collaboration to be carried forward as appropriate. 
 
 

5. Bodleian Libraries matters:  
a. Financial outlook (GP): the overall budget for archaeology spending was showing a 

small increase,  roughly in line with inflation.  
 

b. Estates (GP): 
1) Book storage facility: the transfer of material to the new facility at 

Swindon was nearing completion, and virtually all the Sackler material 
previously stored in Nuneham Courtenay had been transferred there.  

2) Gladstone Link: the GL had opened during the summer as an open 
access reading room housing the more frequently requested items 
from the old book stack and the last 3 years of new accessions. GP 
mentioned that some material relevant to the Sackler might now be 
located in the GL and therefore not requestable to another location. 
Any such cases should be referred to the Sackler librarians, who could 
seek to arrange a permanent transfer.  



6. Undergraduate issues (NR):  
a. Balfour Library: NR reported that the UGs are very satisfied with the Balfour 

Library and would not want it to change. 
b. Multiple book copies: some UGs are frustrated to find that books with multiple 

copies have no borrowable copy in the Sackler. GP explained that as a general rule 
the Sackler did not buy duplicate copies (except for the CLL), and that the 
committee had earlier made the decision that there should wherever possible be a 
confined copy available in the library of books in high demand. NR also expressed 
the view that most UGs prefer to borrow a hard copy of a book rather than read 
the electronic version.  
 

7. Postgraduate issues: none were raised 
 

8. Academic staff issues: 
a. Legal deposit copies (EF): on request, GP explained the mechanism to redirect 

legal deposit books from the Bodleian to the Sackler: a weekly list is emailed to all 
subject librarians and GP (and other colleagues) select as many relevant titles as 
possible focusing on relevant publishers and using keyword searches. 

 
9. Any other business:  none 

 
 Next meeting:  Monday 13 February 2012 at 12.00 in the Sackler meeting room. 
 


