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Recommended Practices for the Presentation and Identification of E-Journals (PIE-J)
Working Group Quarterly Report, Dec. 20, 2011
 
Submitted to: Business Topic Committee
To be posted on Public Website at: http://www.niso.org/workrooms/piej/
 
 
      Group charge 
See: http://www.niso.org/workrooms/piej
 
To develop a Recommended Practice that will provide guidance on the presentation and identification of e-journals, particularly in the areas of title presentation and bibliographic history, accurate use of the ISSN, and citation practice, that will assist publishers, platform providers, abstracting and indexing services, knowledgebase providers, aggregators, and other concerned parties in facilitating online discovery, identification, and access for the publications.
 
 
      Group roster 
 
See: http://www.niso.org/workrooms/piej/roster/
 
Bob Boissy, Springer (co-chair)
Cindy Hepfer, University at Buffalo (co-chair)
Janet Carter, UCLA Biomedical Library
Edward Cilurso, Taylor & Francis
Patricia Feeney, CrossRef (recent approved addition to the Working Group)**
Kathy Klemperer, Harrassowitz
Laurie Kaplan, Serials Solutions
(Ms) Lou Knecht, NLM
Shane Marmion, Hein
​Sheri Meares, EBSCO
Elisabeth Moscara, IEEE
Nancy Murray, JSTOR/Ithaka
Regina Reynolds, ISSN/Library of Congress
Rose Robinson, Publishing Technology
Steve Shadle, University of Washington Library
Kathleen Sheedy, American Psychological Association
Andrea Twiss-Brooks, University of Chicago Library
Rachel Venuti, Sage
Hazel Woodward, Cranfield University Library & University Press
 
Two working group members have been completely inactive since the beginning; Nettie Lagace will be contacting them. Two others have become inactive, one due to retirement, but both were active earlier in the process. Nettie will consider contacting those folks as well.
 
      Meeting schedule (frequency)
 
As many members of the Working Group as are available meet via conference call continue to meet biweekly, though on one occasion we elected to skip a meeting.
 
      Status of current work
o        Development/Maintenance
o        Outreach
o        Support
o        Other
 
 
Last quarter it was reported that the Working Group had fallen behind schedule. Unfortunately progress continues to be slow. The group may be able to wrap up work on the outstanding sections no later than the end of January and then be able to incorporate these sections into the template in early February. The sections in question, in the order we anticipate, are:
· Introduction
· Guidelines

· Glossary

· Examples

· Resources appendix

· ISSN appendix

· DOI appendix

· Impact Factor appendix

· ​Related Standards appendix

· Bibliography

It was determined during the Dec. 7 conference call that we should ask Thomson-Reuters for 2-3 paragraphs discussing title changes and Impact Factors since concern about this was raised during our public review in spring 2011. Working Group member Regina Reynolds is taking responsibility for contacting T-R and request that someone there prepare this information. We plan to add a note about other measurements (Eigen Factors and the Journal Usage Factor) as well.

 
Sections still being worked on:
      Examples of good practice – we still need to obtain 3 permissions
      Resources appendix – need permissions (Steve Shadle to gather); Lou Knecht volunteered to number and name   the illustrations used in this appendix
· The Impact Factors appendix (Regina will contact T-R in Jan. 2012)
 
Also to be completed:
       Bob volunteered to write an introductory paragraph for the public review.
 
As reported previously, Working Group members have opted for a 45 day public comment period. After that, a “divide and conquer” approach to working through the comments has been suggested and will likely be employed. We anticipate at least 30 days, and perhaps as long as 60, to complete the review, depending on the comments received and the difficulty involved in resolving them. 
 
We have also agreed that 24 months will be the period of time for a first maintenance review, as comments from publishers and providers that attempt to use the guidelines may provide useful feedback.   
 
Bob, Lou, Regina and Cindy have all indicated an interest in serving on the standing committee to oversee dissemination of information about PIE-J, gather feedback, and perhaps respond to questions. 
 
Outreach. 

· Regina presented an ISSN webinar for ALCTS in November and included information about PIE-J in that.  
· Andrea Twiss-Brooks and Kathy Klemperer presented about PIE-J at the Charleston Conference in a session entitled "Best Practices for Presentation of E-Journals." They also wrote a short paper for the proceedings. Their slides are available at:

http://www.slideshare.net/twissbrooks/best-practices-for-presentation-of-e-journals-part-1
http://www.slideshare.net/twissbrooks/best-practices-for-presentation-of-e-journals-part-2
· Regina Reynolds presented on PIE-J during a NISO Open Teleconference that was well attended; she and Cindy Hepfer responded to questions from the audience. A recording is available at: http://www.niso.org/apps/group_public/download.php/7413/NISO%20Open%20Teleconference_PIE-J%20Update%20%2810_17_2011%29.mp3
· Bob Boissy presented about PIE-J at a CrossRef meeting. One concern voiced to him was that the Working Group had not done extensive interviews with end users. Bob’s reply was that we have librarians with decades of experience working with end users on the Working Group. Regina also pointed out that librarians purchase and interpret journal websites for end users.
​We are looking forward to seeing Sarah Glasser’s (Hostra University) article on KBART, IOTA and PIE-J in the Jan. 2012 issue of Library Resources and Technical Services. She will notify Cynthia Hodgson and Nettie Lagace when the issue with her article has been published. 
  
      Timeline information (including any upcoming group deadlines)
 
Realistically, we are not looking at publication sooner than late in the second quarter of 2012, and perhaps even more realistically, in the third quarter.
 
      Specific areas needing Topic/Architecture Committee and/or NISO Office support, review, or participation/promotion
We will work with Nettie and Cynthia as questions arise. Cindy will likely be the person to add the sections to the NISO template, and she may require some assistance with this task – most especially with the examples which currently are in PowerPoint format.
 
      Any open strategic questions for consideration
 
None.
 
      Developing issues in community for discussion
 
None.
 
      Review items that were open from last report
 
None.
