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November 9 (Repositories Managers)
35% response rate

43 attendees; received 15 completed evaluations



Q: What was your overall level of satisfaction with 
the day (on a scale from 1 to 5)?

• All but one of the respondents 
selected 4 or 5

• Average response: 4.36
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• Connecting with others who do the same work (cited 
several times);

• Identifying and discussing issues (cited a few times);
• Hearing what is happening at other institutions;
• Feeling less alone;
• Informality.

Q: What would you say was the top aspect of the 
day?



Q: What do you think was the top priority raised 
on this day that we should follow up on?

At community level:
• Developing community of practice (cited several 

times);
• Improved interoperability (cited twice);
• How to integrate with faculty workflows;
• How to increase breadth of content;
• Consistent standards for metadata;
• Consistent standards for statistical reporting.
At local level:
• Identifying and obtaining resources for the IR;
• Support from senior administration;
• Determining the purpose of the IR;
• Collaboration with other departments.



Additional Comments:

• A few people suggested that such an event should 
happen again, even annually.
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November 10 (Open Forum)
23% response rate

103 attendees; received 24 completed evaluations



Q: What was your overall level of satisfaction with the 
day (on a scale from 1 to 5)?

• All but one of the 
respondents selected 4 or 5

• Average response: 4.339
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Q: How well did you think this day was structured in 
terms of balance between presentations and group 
discussion?

• On the whole, the respondents were happy with the balance.
• A few people suggested that there could have been more 

opportunity for discussion, even a few minutes between 
each presentation, and that the group discussion could have 
been allotted more time.



Q: Is it helpful to have library directors and repository 
managers together in a room for this type of 
meeting?

• All 24 respondents answered “Yes”

Q: Were the questions and topics raised relevant to you 
and to your institution?

• A resounding “yes”! (including from one respondent whose 
institution does not yet have an IR)



Most cited:
• Community of practice / further discussion / network building;
• Interoperability and repository networking efforts;
• Rethinking goals / strategy behind IRs.

Other comments:
• Common standards;
• More open access policies;
• Annual "state of the union" report from collective CARL institutions 

with successes/challenges, etc.;
• ORCID Canada;
• Pilot projects to demonstrate functionality, emerging functionality, best 

practices;
• Support to smaller institutions;
• National collaboration around reliable metrics;
• Case studies from various institutions;
• Library and Archives Canada needs to play a more decisive leadership 

role in digital open repository services.

Q: What do you feel are the key areas for follow-up 
action related to the day’s discussion?



Comments:

• A few people felt that there could have been more cross-
pollination between directors and repository managers 
(perhaps making sure that both groups were represented at 
each table for the group discussion.

• It was suggested that there should be more opportunities 
such as this one to get the practitioners together with the 
administrators to discuss matters that require big-picture 
and hands-on discussion.

• One person suggested that CARL intervene on behalf of 
research libraries to request better integration of the 
Canadian Common CV (CCV) with institutional repositories.

• One person said they would have liked to have heard more 
about integration with ORCID, VIVO, Pure, etc.

• Only one person mentioned the fire alarm!


