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Research target:

19 century British and American literary studies    p.123

Research questions:  p.123

· Does today's research in the humanities fit traditional profiles?

· To what extent is electronic publishing becoming an acceptable alternative to print?

· Do humanities scholars see articles as an acceptable alternative to monographs?

· what journals and publishers are influential in humanities publishing ?

Research purposes: p.123

preferred and emerging formats of publication, the issue of currency in secondary sources, and the existence and influence of core authors, works, journals, and publishers.  

Sample   p. 126

Four 1995 books, Four journals (from A&HCI cited references), Four 2001 books.

6780 citations in total

Limitation: p. 126

not randomized sample, can't generalizable.

Background:
Prices for and numbers of STM journals have increased over the last two decades  straglng library budgets and making measures such as cancellation programs for serials.  Another effect of the crisis has been 'the death of the scholarly monograph in the humanities.”  p.121

Libraries have smaller and smaller funds available to purchase books in all fields. Perrault found ARL libraries 1985-1989, 27.76% decline in the total number of non-serial imprints acquired.  p.121

1986-1997, ARL survey found purchases of monographs down 21%  p,122

Waters (2000) reported that 30 years ago, college and university libraries would buy 1250-1500 copies of any book that had successfully gone through the rigorous scholarly review process by a publisher. Now publishers can expect to sell only 275 copies worldwide. p.122

Libraries are unable to buy many scholarly books and publishers can't continue publishing them.  p.122

Humanists rely on the monograph, is well documented in the literature.  p.122

Humanities collection is more at risk than those in other disciplines.  Perrault(1995)  found that the decline in the number of monograph titles acquired by ARL libraries between 1985-1989 was highest in the humanities at 31.98%, (28.88% for the social sciences, 15.81% for the sciences).  p. 122

Swell (2001) ARL library materials budget survey showed that in 2000-2001 the average percentage of library budgets spent in arts and humanities acquisitions was 15.6%  (17.2 for interdisciplinary, 17.9 for social sciences, 45.1 for sciences. p. 122

Many academics, particular humanists and social scientists, exhibit considerable abivalence toward online publication.  p.122

Knight Higher Education Collborative (2001) observed that there is a strong cultural attachment to the printed page among scholars in humanities and the social sciences.... young scholars know that their portfolio is weakened if they abandon the high road of print,  p.123

Research Results: p. 127-
引用文獻: 原典 vs. 二次資料

Table 1: citations of primary and secondary materials  p.127

	
	Monograph sources
	Journal sources
	Combined

	Primary
	47.8%
	32.5%
	41.3%

	Secondary
	52.2%
	67.5%
	58.7%


原典: 資料類型

Table 2: Primary material: publication formats  p.127
	
	Monograph sources
	Journal sources
	Combined

	Book
	85.43%
	67.45%
	79.39%

	Periodicals articles
	6.58
	23.42
	12.24%

	Book article
	1.63
	4.08
	2.45%

	…
	…
	…
	…

	Web site
	0
	0.21
	0.07%


二次資料: 資料類型

Table 3: Secondary material: publication formats  p.128

	
	Monograph sources
	Journal sources
	Combined

	Book
	67.85%
	66.22%
	66.91%

	Periodicals articles
	18.52
	17.46
	18.00%

	Book article
	13.15
	15.39
	14.24%

	…
	…
	…
	…

	Web site
	0.05
	0.10
	0.08%


引用文獻的年紀

Table 4: citation age distribution  p.128

	
	Monograph sources
	Journal sources
	Combined

	5 y or less
	15.1%
	18.3%
	16.6%

	6-10 y
	22.4
	26.3
	24.3%

	11-15y 
	17.6
	19.3
	18.4%

	Median 中位數
	14 y
	12y
	13y

	Mode   眾數
	6 y
	8y 
	6y 


No core group of authors and works. P.129

A core group of frequently cited journals was identified.  P. 129

Core groups of publishers for cited books and book articles were identified.  P.130

綜合討論 (此研究結果與先前研究之異同)
1. Today’s humanist and the traditional profile

傳統印象

The most salient aspect of the profile are a significant use of primary sources, use of “older” secondary materials, and reliance upon the monographs as a primary vehicle of communication.  

相同處

The results of this study confirm the significance of primary source.  As in earlier studies, just below half (41.3%) of the citations evaluated here were to primary materials.  Of these primary materials, 79.39% were items in book format, …. With very few exceptions, nearly all pf the other primary materials were printed texts.  P.130

The traditional reliance of the humanist scholar on monographs is confirmed in this for both primary and secondary materials.  P.131 
相異處

The use of materials from a broad age spectrum. (the citation age raged form newly published to 167 years)  … the dynamics of the use of new and older sources.  P.130

2. Alternative formats (其他載體的替代性) 

Even given the predominance of the monograph, the role of the scholarly article in humanities research is significant.  P. 131
前人認為

Lindholm-Romantschuk and Warner postulated that the reason for the greater impact of the monograph is that in the humanities “monograph may tend to embody a more significant intellectual contribution and a synthesis of larger body of research than a journals article.  P. 131

本研究建議 

Authors of books may be more engaged with primary texts,  while authors of articles may be more engaged with critical dialogue. …. Point toward differing functions for monographs and articles. P.131

Electronic media have been proposed as another alternative publishing formats… p.131…the answer to the question of whether electronic publishing is becoming an acceptable alternative to print world seem a resounding “NO”.  p. 132

人社學者使用電子資源的態度 p.132

2001 Roundtable on Scholarly Communication in the Humanities and Social Sciences observes that scholars in these disciplines have not rejected “the tools of technology”, and “have made substantial use of the Internet’s capacity to transform scholarly inquiry”, using electronic versions of bibliographies and index, digitally archived primary materials (電子原典), electronically available library resources, e-mail discussions, and electronic file sharing to perform research.  However, ambivalence about using digital media as a major channel for scholarly communication remains.   
3. Core journals and publishers

Core groups of journals and publishers of books and book articles could be identified. P.132
前人研究 the dominance of University Press within this community.

Cullars (1992) found that in his sample from fine arts monographs, 50.6% of the works cited were published by university press.  And his sample from philosophy monographs, 41.5% of the works cited were published by university press.  P.132-133

此研究發現

It appears that the impact of university presses is even greater in this study’s sample.  … in the combined core groups of book and book article publishers identified here, there were 70.8%  were university presses.  … University Presses made up the more dominant sector not only of book and book article publishers, but also of publishers of core journals.  P.133
Conclusion of the research p. 133
Clearly the scholarly monograph in the humanities is not dead….. Scholars still generally fit the traditional profiles, using a large number of primary source, drawing upon secondary sources from a broad age spectrum, and relying heavily on the monograph format, for both primary and secondary materials.  Electronic publishing is not considered a viable alternative to print publishing.  Yet, articles form an important aspect of literary research, but are not substitutes for monographs.   
Core groups of journals and publishers, which are dominant by university presses.  Moreover, the University press monograph is still arguably the most significant vehicle for scholarly communication in this field.  

The importance of the monograph underscores the need for careful evaluation of collection policies in the humanities in order to preserve and to attempt to restore the status of the humanities monograph in collection. More important, however, it suggests the need for ongoing support for efforts to find new ways of publishing monographs and addressing  the problematic wider issues in scholarly publishing.  

Literature Review p. 123-126

作者總結前人研究的相關文獻，提到--

Humanists tend to work alone rather than collaboratively, and their research is characterized by an individual approach, in which “the individual scholar’s interpretations is paramount.” In terms of research method, the humanist is “more attuned to techniques of browsing as an adjunct to the use of bibliographic tools.  …. The monograph is the dominant form of library material used by scholars …. Although a variety of archival materials, such as manuscripts and photographs, are vital primary source for research.  … humanists tend to use materials that are older than those non-humanist use; currency is not a vital characteristic of humanists’materals.     P.124

Citation analysis – 

Heinzkill (1980) stated in his study of journals devoted to English Literary scholarship that 75% of the cited ref were to monographs, while 29% were to journals.  P.124
Stern (1983) analyzed ref from periodicals articles on three creative writers and three literary movements.   78.8-82.7% were to books, 15.1-16.5% were to journals. P.124

Cullars’ (1985) study of references in monographs in British and American literature, on average, 72.2% of the citations were to books, and 14.5% were to articles.  P.124

Budd (1986) evaluated a randomized sample of books and articles in American literature, he observed that 64% of the citation were to monographs, and 23.0% were to journals. P.124
Several of the studies included categories for types of publication other than books or periodicals, and the total for these categories ranged form 2.0%-15.8%.  Manuscripts, dissertations, newspapers, theses, unpublished letters, artifacts, and other miscellaneous sources are included.  P.125

被引用文獻的出版年

The most recent bit of scholarship is by no means always the better one. (Weintraub, 1980) p.125
Most of the studies showed about 70%-80% were more than 12 years. P.125 

Garfield (1980) used the A&HCI produced a list of the 100 most cited authors in the humanities in 1977-1978.  Many of the authors cited were poets, novelists, and other writer likely to have been cited as primary sources (原典) .  He found that 10% of the authors lived before 1400 A.D. and 60% were born before 1900.   p.125

Primary materials (原典) remain a highly significant part of humanities scholarship.  P.125

Citation rates over time in the science, which peak early – at year two in the case of the molecular biologists studied in 1999.  … but the first peak in mean citation rate for core monographs in philosophy occurred around 5-7 years after publication.  This initial peak was followed by a higher peak around year 13-15.  p.126 (作者綜合前人研究的整理)  p.126
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