
Faculty Library Committee Meeting Minutes 11-16-06

Members present: B. Acker, B. Brown, J. Burroughs, D. Dubuque, S. Mills, T. Sobieszczyk, P. Williams, A. Ware


Ex-Officio present: Dean Allen

Members absent/excused: S. Richter
The meeting was called to order at 8:10 AM by Chair Ware.

The new staff member Danielle Dubuque was welcomed to the committee and members introduced themselves. 

The 10/19/06 minutes were amended and approved. 

Communications:

a) Dean Allen provided several updates from the library.  
· The retirement party for Erling Oelz will be Thursday, December 14th.  
· The application deadline for the Ethnic Studies and Fine Arts Librarian was yesterday.  There are approximately 20 applicants for each position.  A faculty member from Music and Native American Studies are on the Search Committees.  
· The Library is progressing with the search for adjunct faculty to work the reference desk during evenings, weekends, and holidays in order to have more tenure-track faculty available during the day.  The hope is that the adjuncts will be hired for the spring semester. 
Advertising for the adjunct positions took place in the local area.  They received a good pool that includes two staff members currently working toward a Library Science degree online.
· The Library is negotiating with Portico, a new Mellon Foundation Company, for digital preservation.  There has been difficulty in maintaining access.  Portico is a more neutral third party and assures access to electronic journals. The initial joining cost is $6,000. 
· There were a little over 500 responses to the Libqual survey.  The trend is for the number of responses to decrease each time the survey is given.  There was a network slow down during the time the survey was available.  This was also an issue for anyone doing a search on the library’s site.  The system would time out before the search was completed.  There is a lot of work to be done with technology. 

· The Library is investigating the possibility of a Library School.  There is a need, but the difficulty will be funding.

b)  Chair Ware informed the committee that the allocation process will be discussed at the February meeting. 
c)   Professor Acker commented that there is confusion regarding book slips and the core 
approval plan.  Some faculty don’t understand that there are still funds available for books that are not captured from the profiles in the approval plan.  Faculty should inform their library liaison.  Book slips are an ordering tool and have never had money dedicated to them. The approval plan is not the only influence the faculty have over the collection.   The process will be clarified further in February.  

d)  He has also heard from a colleague that a change in Interlibrary Loan 
policy is causing delays. If the requested book has been published in the last year, Interlibrary Loan must inform Acquisitions, who will determine whether the library should order the book via rapid acquisition instead. The normal turn-around-time for interlibrary loan is 1 to 3 weeks, which can be matched by rapid acquisition.  The interlibrary loan statistics show a rapid turn-around-time.  If a faculty member is waiting over three weeks than he or she should contact their library liaison to investigate the issue.  

e)  The Provost Search Committee will be conducting telephone interviews soon. 
Professor Brown requested that the FLC consider possible questions relating to faculty library concerns and send them to him.  There is recognition that there needs to be campus involvement in the interview process and it is not likely that candidates will be on campus until the spring. 
Unfinished Business:

a) Chair Ware distributed draft operating procedures.  There was a brief discussion and the draft was unanimously adopted as a working document. There is additional information on the web in the latest InfoIssues with regard to the approval plan. This section could be expanded to include information about familiarizing new faculty with the process.  

It was questioned how faculty are informed a new InfoIssues is available. InfoIssues has expanded and includes a blog for comments.  It is possible to subscribe.  This was announced at the department representative meeting.  There seems to be a need for a list serve or broadcast system to inform faculty.  There should be a mechanism to communicate with campus faculty via email.  The Senate Office does not have the authority to do this, but will suggest that Academic Affairs consider the issue.  A policy would most likely be needed to establish criteria and guidelines for the announcements.  The Senate Office can send communications from the FLC to senators and has a database of faculty email addresses that is used for Senate business. 
New Business: 

a)   Dean Allen disseminated a previous request for updating the faculty biography. In the 
past the Author’s Reception was held in March to coincide with Senator Mansfield’s birthday.  There was no reception in 2006 and attendance has dwindled over the years.  Therefore, it was suggested that the committee reconsider a way to acknowledge scholarship that has greater visibility and connects faculty or students, not just faculty with faculty.  The FLC could look a seminar series, visiting scholars, displays, or an award. 

Professor Acker commented that the reason for poor attendance at the last authors’ reception was the time.  It was held in the morning.  In the past it was held and 4 or 5 in the afternoon and was a fantastic success.  

The bibliography is problematic because it is impossible to get faculty to respond to calls for information, yet they are upset if their work is omitted.  Also, there are all kinds of scholarly output (editorial, intellectual property, patent, research grants, and etc.) There is a risk of excluding something and thus unintentionally judging what is deserving of acknowledgement and what isn’t.  The reception comes out of the Library’s budget.  The money should be spent for something more inline with the Library’s mission.

Chair Ware asked whether there was a sense that the library should invest in the Author’s Reception or try something new.  One member was in favor of continuing the reception. 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:15 AM. 

