
 
Senate Library Committee (SLC) 
March 28, 2018 
Minutes of the Meeting 
  
These minutes reflect discussion and debate at a meeting of a committee of the University of Minnesota 
Senate; none of the comments, conclusions, or actions reported in these minutes represent the view of, nor 
are they binding on the senate, the administration, or the Board of Regents. 
  
[ In these minutes: Working Session: Affordable Content Statement ] 
 
PRESENT:  Irene Duranczyk (chair), Theresa Beaulieu, David Brown, John Butler, LeAnn 
Dean, David Goldfeld, Adrienne Jadric, Richard Nho, Joanne Richardson, Matthew Rosendahl, 
Mary Beth Sancomb-Moran, Marlo Welshons 
 
REGRETS: Owen Williams, Wendy Lougee, Jill Trites, Courtney Billing, Connie Lenz 
  
ABSENT: Lori Helman, Bo Hu, Nabil Matar, Paul Myers, S. Douglas Olson, Hikaru Peterson, 
Reilly Ruechel, Tim St. Claire  
 
Chair Irene Duranczyk welcomed the committee and the members introduced themselves. 
 
1. Working Session: Affordable Content Statement 
Committee members decided to work as a group to look at the draft statement on Affordable 
Content. Duranczyk thanked Joanne Richardson for starting the document and others for 
contributing to the draft. She told members that she would like to have a final draft ready for 
review at the April meeting for final thoughts, and explained that it would be good to solicit 
support from a few committees before presenting the statement to the Senate Consultative 
Committee in fall 2018. Duranczyk asked John Butler for input on behalf of the Senate 
Committee on Information Technologies (SCIT), specifically what committee feedback might 
be. Some points from committee discussions. 

- Butler expressed concern that the statement appears to put affordability over quality. He 
explained that resistance from the University has often been about quality and suggested 
the statement clarify expectations with a quality standard as a threshold for considering 
affordability of those materials. Members discussed whether “peer reviewed” materials is 
constraining. 

- Richardson recommended adding a section called “stumbling blocks and pitfalls” to 
address the quality of materials. Richard Nho said that the addition would allow a balance 
between quality materials and academic freedom. 

- Richardson asked if there is any evidence that points to how open or affordable resources 
benefits faculty or if there is an indirect argument that can be made for a lifelong benefit 
(i.e.––live like a student now so that you don’t have to later). Butler said that there has 
been a lot of research about student debt-load, which is a contributing factor. 

- Nho pointed out that smart, promising, highly intelligent students are impacted by the 
future of open resources because books and materials contribute to the crushing 



debt-loads, which decrease retention rates for advanced studies. He added that student 
debt not only affects students’ lives at the University, but also their financial futures and 
their careers. 

- Committee members discussed adding language about leveraging content that the 
University has already invested in to the “who benefits” subheading, to open focus and 
address benefits for more populations than just students. Duranczyk commented that she 
was focused more on students in drafting the statement, but had studies to support the 
benefits for other stakeholders as well. 

- System-campus committee members commented that the relationship between libraries 
and bookstores or print shops are different on each campus, so those relationships need to 
be taken into account in the statement language. 

- Matt Rosendahl wondered how libraries will convince college departments to move away 
from publisher bundles into an open access model, when the publisher bundles are more 
convenient.  

- Butler recommended adding OpenStax as an affordable content option. 
- Adrienne Jardic added that faculty acknowledgment of the affordability issue is helpful 

for student morale. 
- Committee members discussed that faculty benefit is needed in the statement. Brown 

added that merit discussions and annual reports could incorporate initiatives done at the 
department levels, and be an incentive for faculty members to use affordable content. 

 
Duranczyk told members that she will continue to work on the statement and asked others to 
continue reviewing and adding comments as well. She explained that she will work on a draft to 
present at the April meeting for a vote. 
 
With no further business, Duranczyk adjourned the meeting. 
  
Bobbie Erichsen 
University Senate Office 


