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Course-Related Copying 
First of all, many thanks to the departments and faculties who have made room in their meeting 

agendas for an overview of the study of course-related copying completed last fall, a large part of which 
comprised the Moodle copyright project.  In this month’s column I will touch on some findings and issues 
from that study, as some departments have indicated they may not be able to accommodate a copyright 
presentation this semester. 
 

Of the instructors who said they used Moodle for one or more of their Spring 2012 courses, 89% 
allowed me to examine the copyright and permission status of content used in those courses.  Your responses 
to my inquiry about Moodle use and permission to view Moodle content which led to an excellent course 
inclusion rate were very much appreciated. 
 

Analyses were focused mainly on Moodle content authored by individuals other than U of L 
instructors, which fell into two broad categories:  readings (textual materials) and resources (primarily audio-
visual materials).  For these materials, I tried to answer the following questions: 

1) Does the item appear to be protected by copyright?  
2) Does permission appear to be needed, and if so, what are the likely sources? 

 
In the previous newsletter issue I talked about the largest permission category—content lacking source 

attribution (predominantly visual materials inserted in lesson slides)—for which I was unable to answer the 
above questions.  For materials that did contain attribution (primarily readings), the most important permission 
sources were course textbook publishers, library licenses, fair dealing and U of L students. 
 

Results of the Moodle copyright project provided data on course-related copying that was previously 
missing, which then allowed broader questions to be addressed, one of which asked “What does course-related 
copying look like across all courses, and what kinds of permissions are needed?”  To answer this question, 
permission analyses needed to be amalgamated for copied materials distributed via Library Reserve, Moodle 
and in coursepacks.   
 

Notwithstanding the mostly non-textual Moodle materials for which copyright and permission statuses 
could not be determined, a semester-wide picture of permission sources for Spring 2012 course readings did 
emerge.  A key finding was that for more than 75% of readings, permission sources were attributable to fair 
dealing, textbook publishers or library licenses for electronic resources.  Another notable finding was that the 
proportion of readings likely to depend on transactional or collective licenses was less than 7%, with the latter 
accounting for under 2% of the semester-wide total. 
 

In terms of next steps, one area comprises practical ways to make it easier for instructors to deal with 
permission issues pertaining to copyrighted works used inside or outside of Moodle.  The other area involves 
next steps at a University-wide level where I feel we need a body responsible for providing oversight and 
advice on copyright policy and related matters affecting the whole of the institution.  If you are interested in 
determining what the membership and mandate of such a body might be, please let me know, as it has been 
suggested that a working group could be assembled to examine this issue. 
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Making Copies of a Copy for Class Use 
Over the past several years I’ve received several inquiries about whether it is permissible to distribute to 

a class a copy of an article or book chapter obtained from elsewhere because the item is unavailable in the U of 
L Library.  Prior to the Supreme Court’s landmark Alberta (Education) decision in 2012, my usual answer was 
that outside of an applicable license agreement or copyright owner permission, further copying or distribution of 
the copied item for a class was not advisable since our (then-current) fair dealing guidelines appeared not to be 
applicable.  One recommended alternative was to try to acquire a copy of the source book or journal issue for 
the Library’s collection, which would then enable us to place the original publication or a copy of a fair dealing 
excerpt on Library Reserve.   
 

Today in our post-Alberta (Education) copying environment where “education” is now a statutory fair 
dealing purpose, the U of L’s revised fair dealing guidelines accommodate copying of short excerpts by an 
instructor for use by students.  So as long as a reproduced article or chapter you wish to make available to a 
class is within our fair dealing guidelines and you possess a lawful copy (any reproduction obtained via 
interlibrary loan, for instance, is a lawful copy), you may post it in Moodle, e-mail it to students, ask the Library 
to place it on E-Reserve or distribute it to the class as a photocopied handout. 
 

As always, feel free to contact me if you would like help sorting out whether permissions are likely 
needed for material you plan to use in a course, or on any other copyright-related issue. 
 
Useful Links 
Supreme Court’s landmark Alberta (Education) decision in 2012 
http://scc.lexum.org/en/2012/2012scc37/2012scc37.html 
U of L’s revised fair dealing guidelines 
http://www.uleth.ca/lib/copyright/documents/UofL copying guidelines poster-8x14-final.pdf 
U of L Copyright Webpage 
http://www.uleth.ca/copyright 

Rumi Graham 
University Copyright Advisor 

copyright@uleth.ca 
(403) 332-4472 

 


