
LIBRARY COMMITTEE 
MINUTES OF MEETING 
APRIL 13, 2005 
 
[In these minutes:  2005 – 2006 SLC Meeting Schedule, Approval of February 9 and 
March 2, 2005 Minutes, University Librarianπs Report, Senate Library Committee 
Statement, What Faculty Members Can Do to Influence the Crisis in Scholarly 
Publishing] 
 
[These minutes reflect discussion and debate at a meeting of a committee of the 
University of Minnesota Senate or Twin Cities Assembly; none of the comments, 
conclusions or actions reported in these minutes represent the views of, nor are they 
binding on, the Senate or Assembly, the Administration or the Board of Regents.] 
 
PRESENT:  Lael Gatewood, chair, LeAnn Dean, Katherine Hedin for 
Joan Howland, Wendy Lougee, Bill Sozansky, Andrea Berlin, Lee-Ann Breuch, David R. 
Brown, Elaine Challacombe, Isaac Fox, William Phillips, Leon Satkowski, Susan Wick, 
David Ekers 
 
REGRETS: Jim Waddell, Owen Williams, Jay Hatch, Otto Strack, Jenna Bergin, Monica 
Heth 
 
ABSENT:  Linda Ellinger, John H. Anderson, Jim Thill 
 
I).  Professor Gatewood called the meeting to order. 
 
II).  Professor Gatewood queried members regarding their schedules for the 2005 – 2006 
academic year in an attempt to set up a meeting schedule.  Because no consensus could 
be arrived at, Renee Dempsey, Senate staff, was charged with emailing members to 
determine a meeting schedule that would work for a majority of members. 
 
III).  Members unanimously approved the February 9 and March 2, 2005 minutes. 
 
IV).  University Librarianπs Report: 

• Ms. Lougee distributed the Publication, the Public University, and the Public 
Interest conference announcement.  She noted that the genesis for this conference 
was the legislation introduced by Congressman Martin Sabo to make the results of 
federally funded research freely available in the public domain.  While this 
particular legislation died, it was reborn in NIH legislation and recommendations, 
which had been previously shared with the Committee.  The Senate Library 
Committee was a co-sponsor along with a number of other colleges. 

 
A stellar group of morning speakers have been arranged including Paul Courant, 
Edward Ayers, and Siva Vaidhyanathan.  Following the morning plenary session, 
there will be small group sessions to help identify what publication concerns the 
campus should pay attention to and focus its efforts on.  For individuals that have 



a schedule conflict, the morning session it will be web-cast and made available for 
replay.  Small group facilitators will lead concurrent afternoon sessions.  Due to 
the variability of issues by discipline, discussing these nuances in a small group 
setting should prove beneficial.  Members were urged to attend the conference 
and to encourage their colleagues and students to attend as well. 
 

• The Libraryπs Compact request focused on: 
o Building content. 
o Building the digital infrastructure of the Library. 
o Creating learning and literacy initiatives. 
o Providing stable support for the Librariesπ technology infrastructure. 
o Implementing the Librariesπ market compensation program. 

 
• Ms. Lougee reported that the Librariesπ request for support for a salary program 

has been granted, however, it is unclear how much money the Library will receive 
towards this annual merit increase program. 

 
• On April 12, 2005 the Association of Research Libraries released its 2004 ranking 

data.  In 2004, the University Librariesπ North American ranking dropped to 19th 
(falling from 14th over the past five years).  The 2005 data show a further decline 
in several areas e.g. the Universityπs ranking in terms of the number of journals it 
receives dropped from 34th out of 110 libraries to 53rd. 

 
V).  Ms. Lougeeπs report segued into a discussion on what kind of statement, if any, 
members would like to author in terms of support for the Library.  A draft statement 
concerning the Librariesπ priorities was reviewed and discussed by the Committee.  After 
much discussion, members came to the conclusion that the language in the draft 
document should somehow be tied to the strategic positioning initiative, which is 
currently underway, and be written more concisely to make it more forceful. 
 
A member suggested that in light of the impending deadline to submit this statement to 
the Senate for inclusion on the April 28th docket that Professor Andrea Berlin and 
Professor William Phillips use the remainder of the meeting to draft a statement. 
 
Members unanimously endorsed the following statement: 
 

Senate Library Committee Statement 
 
The Senate Library Committee has reviewed the data on the status of the University 
Libraries.  The Committee has grave concerns about the continuing erosion of the 
Librariesπ resources.  Funding decreases have led to a significant drop in the University 
Librariesπ North American ranking from its previously stable position of 14th to 19th in 
the last five years alone, and to only sixth among Big Ten Universities*  We endorse the 
following urgent resolutions: 
 



• Library collections are fundamental to the Universityπs stated strategic goal of 
excellence.  Increase the budget for collections and resources in order to reverse 
the dramatic slip in rankings and to restore lost ground. 

 
• Collections require access.  Expand computer capabilities to provide access to 

resources, including electronic publications, which are an increasingly critical 
component of learning and research. 

 
• Knowledgeable, professional librarians ensure that the librariesπ resources have 

the greatest possible impact in the academic programs.  Provide equitable 
compensation to recruit and retain librarians. 

 
The Universityπs strategic goals cannot be realized without increased funding for 
Library collections, technology and human capital.  The Universityπs excellence is linked 
to the Libraries. 
 
*According to comparative 2003 data compiled by the Association of Research Libraries 
(ARL) examining numbers of journals and books, staff and overall expenditures. 
 
VI).  Next, members turned their attention to the rough draft of the document entitled 
What Faculty Members Can Do to Influence the Crisis in Scholarly Publishing.  
Professor Gatewood requested memberπs feedback on the document.  Membersπ 
comments/suggestions included: 

• Use this document to supplement a generic PowerPoint presentation that 
librarians could bring to departments to share information on the crisis in 
scholarly publishing.  A reason for providing information in a group setting is to 
stimulate conversation around a particular issue.  Ms. Lougee noted that a website 
has been developed entitled åAccess Denied:  The Crisis in Scholarly 
Publicationπ, which contains information on who owns research, what individuals 
can do as a reviewer/editor, etc.  The URL for this site is: 
http://www.lib.umn.edu/scholcom/  She suggested that once the document being 
reviewed today is in final form, it could be posted on this site with the Senate 
Library Committeeπs endorsement. 

• Before fine-tuning this document a suggestion was made to learn more about 
institutional repositories. 

• The Committee would like to see additional information on journal prices, 
including what is considered ≥expensive≤.  According to Ms. Lougee, 
≥expensive≤ is discipline specific.  At the next meeting, Ms. Lougee volunteered 
to share information on ranges for various disciplinesπ journals as well as page 
charges when applicable. 

 
Professor Gatewood stated that discussion of this item would continue at the 
Committeeπs next meeting on Wednesday, May 11, 2005. 
 
VII).  Hearing no further business, Professor Gatewood adjourned the meeting. 
 



        Renee Dempsey 
        University Senate 
 


