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The results of a November 2009 survey on how publishers handle supporting materials in scientific journals by Alexander (Sasha) Schwarzman of the American Geophysical Union (AGU) has generated considerable interest within the information community (Supporting Material, at http://www.agu.org/dtd/Presentations/supporting-material.htm). In recognition of the importance of this topic, on January 22, 2010 the National Information Standards Organization (NISO) and the National Federation of Advanced Information Services (NFAIS) cosponsored a roundtable discussion on the need for standardized bibliographic and publishing policies for supplemental material. Additional meeting planning and support was provided by the American Psychological Association (APA), who also hosted the meeting at the APA headquarters. Invited participants represented various journal publishers, scholarly organizations, and libraries. 

This group met to discuss the issue of supplemental materials in journals in order to discover if there might be an opportunity to reach some consensus on how to work with supplemental materials in a more standardized fashion for improved management, access, and discoverability. The report of the meeting summarizes the discussions and provides recommendations for further action; it is publicly available at http://www.niso.org/topics/tl/supplementary/. 
As noted in the report, the group suggested that a number of working groups should be created to address the business, policy, and technical issues surrounding supplemental materials. NISO’s Content and Collection Management Topic Committee (http://www.niso.org/topics/ccm) will be reviewing a new work item proposal crafted from this report. If approved, a public call for participants in those working groups will be made to both the NISO and NFAIS communities. Expected kick-off for the working groups is late March. 

Questions Raised During the Discussion

Some significant questions were raised:

· Are supplemental materials considered a part of the main article, and embedded as such? Or are the two related works? What are the consequences for the preservation record, citations, and copyright agreements? 

· What about supplemental material, such as a datasets, that can be shared across different articles, and may be submitted by different authors who share or reuse the data for new content? What impact do shared data have on impact storage, citation, and so on? 

· Who is the “author” of shared supplemental material content? How is authorship differentiated from “contributors”?

· How does the treatment of supplemental materials factor into the identification of horizontal versions of an article, such as print version, e-version with supplemental materials, special audience version? 

· How are concerns with sharing data managed? For example, will embargoes be put in place? What permissions and/or use restrictions might be needed? How are sensitive data, such as patient data, dealt with? What about growing requirements to share data, for example, in the case of federally funded research?

· How do publishers weigh competing user needs in this arena? How do their decisions have an impact on access to content? Some readers will want to have access to as much information as possible—for example, the article, supplemental materials, related links, and so on—in one file, whereas others will want to look only at the key information available in a summary or in the article itself, without needing to work through the other content. 
Moving Forward

It was agreed that the group would like to move forward with a defined proposal to create Recommended Practices as a joint NISO/NFAIS effort under the NISO Recommended Practice publication series and NFAIS’s Best Practice Series. NISO would be able to provide the required infrastructure support for such an effort. 

Working on Recommended Practices would indicate this community’s willingness to be collaborative and demonstrate their interest in doing well by this issue in both the short- and long-term. It is hoped that the final downstream output would be recommended best practice statements to be agreed to by the major societies and publishers in this arena. These could then be separately turned into policies and incorporated into editorial handbooks.

To achieve the goal of creating such Recommended Practices, the group suggested that it would be best to establish three groups:

· Stakeholders Interest Group—comprising stakeholders to be kept apprised of the development of a recommended practice. Members would serve as a source of feedback on document drafts, and they would provide community vetting of a final document.

· Business Working Group—a small group (no more than 12–15 people) who would draft recommendations related to the semantic aspects of the best practices document, including answering questions such as: What are the recommendations that should be made? What are the definitions? What are the recommended roles? What are the business practices? And so on.

· Technical Working Group—another small group that would look at the syntactic, structural issues related to supplemental materials. Members would address issues such as syntax, linking, interoperability, markup, metadata, and so on.

The latter two groups would need to come together to formulate drafts to be presented to the Stakeholders Group. 

