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Content
The course provides knowledge regarding the form and function of scholarly communication. Focus is on the development of
open science, evaluation of research, the development and impact of information technology, and how these affect practices
and work processes within the academic community. How research is communicated across different scholarly domains is a
central part of the course. Moreover, scholarly communication practices and related theories are studied with a focus on
research libraries and the library profession.
Throughout the course are theoretical perspectives combined with practical knowledge on for example publication databases,
open data and bibliometric analysis. The course provides an overview of a the history, the present state, and future challenges
to scholarly communication. The course is concluded by a conference in which the students present a paper which summarizes
key insights.
Learning Outcomes
After passing the course the student should be able to, concerning,
Knowledge and understanding
1.1 Describe and discuss the overarching structure and development of scholarly communication
1.2 Understand and explain key concepts and activities relevant to scholarly communication and publication.
1.3 Distinguish and describe disciplinary differences in relation to scholarly communication and relate these to university and
research libraries
1.4 Identify problem and development areas in scholarly communication and publishing
Competence and skills
2.1 Use theoretical models and perspectives to explain structures and patterns in scholarly publishing
2.2 Perform searches, and make basic analyses, using central bibliographic and bibliometric databases
2.3 Write and present a paper for a scientific conference
2.4 Give and receive structured and well-formulated criticism in a collegial process
Judgement and approach
3.1 Discuss and compare different types of scholarly texts and their role based on disciplinary norms and practices
3.2 Independently explain key concepts and theories in research around research libraries and scholarly publishing
3.3 Problematize and contextualize the role of scholarly publishing in a broader societal perspective.
Forms of Teaching
Tuition is conducted through





lectures
workshops
seminars

The language of instruction is English.
Forms of Examination
The course is examined through the following examinations:
- Seminar: Open Science
Learning outcomes: 1.1, 1.2, 1.4
Credits: 1.5
Grading scale: Fail/Pass (U/G)
- Seminar: Bibliometrics and research policy
Learning outcomes: 1.2, 1.3, 1.4
Credits: 1.5
Grading scale: Fail/Pass (U/G)
- Workshop: Bibliograpic and bibliometric databases
Learning outcomes: 2.2
Credits: 1
Grading scale: Fail/Pass (U/G)
- Written assignment: Conference paper on the topic of the research Library and scholarly communication
Learning outcomes: 2.1- 2.3, 3.1, 3.2, 3.3
Credits: 7
Grading scale: A-F
- Review of conference paper
Learning outcomes: 2.4, 3.1
Credits: 2
Grading scale: Fail/Pass (U/G)
- Presentation of conference paper
Learning outcomes: 2.3 3.2, 3.3
Credits: 2
Grading scale: Fail/Pass (U/G)
For a passing grade (A-E) on the entire course, at least grade E is required on Written assignment: Conference paper on the
topic of the research Library and scholarly communication together with the grade Pass (G) on all the other forms of
examination. A higher grade on the entire course is thereafter determined by the grade on Written assignment: Conference
paper on the topic of the research Library and scholarly communication.
When the syllabus is changed, students who wish to finish the course must do so according to the new plan’s content and
assignment requirements. If the course no longer is offered on a regular basis, students who wish to complete the course must
take all or part of another, equivalent course.
If the student has received a decision/recommendation regarding special pedagogical support from the University of Borås due
to disability or special needs, the examiner has the right to make accommodations when it comes to examination. The examiner
must, based on the objectives of the course syllabus, determine whether the examination can be adapted in accordance with the
decision/recommendation.
Student rights and obligations at examination are in accordance with guidelines and rules for
the University of Borås.
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Student Influence and Evaluation
The course is evaluated in accordance with current guidelines for course evaluations at the University of Borås in which
students' views are to be gathered. The course evaluation report is published and returned to participating and prospective
students in accordance with the above-mentioned guidelines, and will be taken into consideration in the future development of
courses and education programmes. Course coordinators are responsible for ensuring that the evaluations are conducted as
described above.
Miscellaneous
The course is a freestanding course.
This syllabus is a translation from the Swedish original.

