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What the study sought to achieve

The aim of the study was to investigate on factors that can 
inhibit academics use of the institutional repository at the 
University of Zululand so that strategies can be developed to 
improve acceptance when the program rolls out. 

Objectives

Å¢ƻ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎǎΩ ŀǿŀǊŜƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭ 
repository  at the University of Zululand.

ÅTo establish their acceptance to self-archiving/open 

access publishing. 



Institutional Repository (IR)

A digital archive of the intellectual product created by the faculty, 
research staff, and students of an institution and accessible to end-
users both within and outside of the institution with few, if any, 
barriers to access (Johnson 2002).
ï Theses and dissertations, teaching material, peer-reviewed articles, pre-prints, 

conference papers, monographs, datasets and a lot of grey literature (Crow 2002).

Å Institutionally defined, scholarly in scope, cumulative and perpetual, 
open and able to work on a number of different computing 
platforms.

ÅDeveloped to maximize the visibility and accessibility of 
comprehensive, local research.



Why libraries should develop IRs

ÅCost effective when compared with subscriptions.

ÅImproved information service provision - complementary 
role in disseminating scholarly work.

ÅLong-term preservation and accessibility of an institutions 
research output.

ÅBecome an integral part of the infrastructure in supporting 
and advancing scholarly research (Willinsky2006).

ÅProvide access to once inaccessible research literature 

ÅDisseminates research faster.



What academics fear 
My work will be exposed to plagiarism

Will l be able to publish at a 
later date?

My workload will 
increase

Long-term preservation and 
accessibility of my work

Quality 
control -

particularly 
peer review 



IRs in South African Universities 



Content types in university IRs in South Africa 



Content type on IRs of some universities 
in SA



TheUNIZULU case

ÅOpen access has been an important topic of 
discussion within the institution.

ÅThe NRF mandate to submit NRF funded 
research ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΩǎ IR.

ÅUNIZULU has and continues to benefit from 
NRF funding, compliance to the mandate is a 
prerequisite.



Funding agencies



Research output on UNIZULU IR



Research output at UNIZULU



Questions addressed:

ÅAcademics awareness of the UNIZULU IR.

ÅPerceived importance of the institutional repository. 

ÅAttitude towards the IR.

ÅType of material that can be deposited.

ÅConditions under which academics will be prepared 
to deposit to the IR.

ÅAnticipated outcomes and challenges.

ÅSupport academics require to accomplish 

IR tasks.



Methodology

ÅPilot study conducted to measure feasibility, adequacy of instruments 
and data collection strategies.

ÅPilot studies offer limited guidance with respect to sample size (about 
10%) (Prescott & Soeken1989).

ÅSample size guided by cost and time constraints as well as size and 
variability of the population (Hertzog 2008).

ÅPurposive sampling was employed in selecting lecturers engaged in 
postgraduate supervision and publishing. 

Å20 participants were randomly selected by Information Librarians 
within the faculties they serve.

ÅQuestionnaires were emailed and 12 academics responded.

ÅQuantitative data analysis was employed. 



Findings 

Biographical data:

ÅGender: Female (3); Male (9)

ÅAge: 31-40 (5); 41-50 (4); 51-60 (3)

ÅAcademic qualifications: Masters (4); PhD (8) 

ÅJob title: Senior Prof (1); Prof (1); Senior Lecturer (2); 
Lecturer (8)

ÅTenure: 0-5yrs (5); 6-10yrs (4); 11-15yrs (2); 20+yrs (1)

ÅFaculty: Arts (4); Commerce, Admin & Law (3); 
Education (2); Science & Agriculture (3)


