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Seven Association of Research Libraries member libraries are facing major planned
or potential budget cuts. These examples suggest that significant budget cuts may be
widespread in ARL libraries.*1
Libraries are freezing open positions, cutting back on travel and other expenses, and,
most painfully, implementing or considering cuts in the collections budget, which, even if

static, would be strained by rising costs. *2
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Librarians who want to gain the support of administrators need to speak the
language of outcomes. This means that information from the users’ point of view is an
important consideration when asking for improved resources. Administrators want to
know whether library materials supplied to faculty and students are useful and how the
library staff know that they meet patrons’ needs. When librarians request a budget
Increase, administrators will probably ask how the new space, library materials, staff, or
other resources will make a difference in student success. Many administrators also
want to know if faculty and students have been involved in any of the planning for
improved resources. Librarians who supply the research and assessment that was done
to justify the request will score points for their thoroughness with administrators who

get deluged with requests each year.*3

()7 Y ML
Google Book Search
We've heard a number of questions about the Google Book Search settlement and
what it means for readers. Over the coming days, we'll attempt to answer some of those
questions on this blog, but first, we think it's important to explain how exactly the
settlement will help expand access to books in the United States. We'd also like to
remind authors and publishers who have questions that they should visit the settlement

Notice website.*4
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Online catalogs: What users and librarians want.*5
Identify and compare the data quality expectations of catalog end users and librarians
Compare the catalog data quality expectations of types of librarians.
Recommend catalog data quality priorities, taking into account the perspectives of

both end users and librarians.
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The staff of libraries should work as a team.
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Durham Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship February 11, 2009
Objective: The undersigned believe that it will benefit legal education and improve the

dissemination of legal scholarly information if law schools commit to making the legal

scholarship they publish available in stable, open, digital formats in place of print. To

accomplish this end, law schools should commit to making agreed-upon stable, open,
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digital formats, rather than print, the preferable formats for legal scholarship. If stable,
open, digital formats are available, law schools should stop publishing law journals in
print and law libraries should stop acquiring print law journals. We believe that, in
addition to their other benefits, these changes are particularly timely in light of the

financial challenges currently facing many law schools.*8
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Voltaire
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So imagine 50 years from now,

instead of growing a tree, cutting it down

and building a table,

you just grow a table,

digitally instruct the organism how to grow.
Rodney Brooks. CSAIL, MIT
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Seven Association of Research Libraries member
libraries are facing major planned or potential budget
cuts. These examples suggest that significant budget
cuts may be widespread in ARL libraries.

(HIRFErRE

Libraries are freezing open positions, cutting back
on travel and other expenses, and, most painfully,
implementing or considering cuts in the collections
budget, which, even if static, would be strained by
rising costs.
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Librarians who want to gain the support of
administrators need to speak the language of
outcomes. This means that information from the
users’ point of view is an important consideration
when asking for improved resources. Administrators
want to know whether library materials supplied to
faculty and students are useful and how the library
staff know that they meet patrons’ needs.

When librarians request a budget increase,
administrators will probably ask how the new space,
library materials, staff, or other resources will make
a difference in student success. Many administrators
also want to know if faculty and students have been
involved in any of the planning for improved
resources. Librarians who supply the research and
assessment that was done to justify the request will
score points for their thoroughness with
administrators who get deluged with requests each
year.
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Google Book Search

We‘ve heard a number of questions about the
Google Book Search settlement and what it means
for readers. Over the coming days, we’ll attempt to
answer some of those questions on this blog, but
first, we think it‘s important to explain how exactly
the settlement will help expand access to books in
the United States. We’d also like to remind authors
and publishers who have questions that they should
visit the settlement Notice website.

BT IR LDER
EiE<RELE
ELAXELE

REEBEREW R O W 72 2 15 )

233



DA —T TR EME)RIN)
Q.OA&IE?
QOANKZEHEMRICEZIHELIE?

Q.OALHERI R DBEERIL ?

2AREFHEEEKDREDNEIL

(ERILT DAL ERBEE
HRALAEEEEND
M B

Z| 7 IR M A Ay
CLU \OuiIvww//\T I&I'|3 5h

NOSUR
HOREE-HMLREE -BEFHER

Q.1994-2001 DI EFRELE I I FZof=D M ?

QEFHEOEELETDARAME

aRO—=+70O+tX

BRI KRZDEEFHRE HEDOHDT=HIZ, 19994,
29DERNAZYTDORO—=FIZ&EFY. 20104
ETITH—KZBEEDHETRE, FIEEEL
PROEEEZLBEICLT. MEETRETO+
RENHYPICEBREDHDEDIZTHEER
B9 . FEOBEFHMEEED. HNETHE-FEDOR
ENBHICTEDLSIIL, BEFLEEERETS
FODKREBOHREERT

b.AHELO(Assessment of Higher Education Learning
Outcomes)

REEBRENECEA T, SFERFHRBEOFEEREOE
MREFEZ1T51=60(Z. OECDHM E{RLE T,
IKEZRRPISA 1L E D NS,

T4—PET 1 RATADEEIE (=R 7P a—)L
2009 F 1MEH BERERDIER. EAHDOEFLLE
BREICOVWTO#RE

2009F FE2P ) BERIFR, TF. BFEZOEREFED
BARRUEROERALLNE

2009 3N ERFORBEEDFS T, Yo T
At AEREEE. T A0 METEORKRE
20094 F5 409 3 1] BHER R U SUL BO7E s VR 5

2010 1M ERFORBUERBEF X, OVE1—
BTFSYNTH—LDIRE

20105 29 - #A SRS I3 (535 (AL F2k)

2010 5309 £ SNERAICH TSR (R F k)

20105 FE3~4MEH] T—2DEE - 24

20105 FE4M ) HERE

201 14EE 209 S DA O AHELOD A ERD
B2 - BUARAER AT EEMEIZBE 9 50ECDM B E A~ D)
EEETHTLR—+

QIERREDER
S—=29aFVR
S—ZUJAETVADRERF?

BFiwtEE
REELLCOBERIZESHDIREMN?

234 REEPIEHEE B O 72 2




JEHRFAAEOLLE

(HHEEBEROAMEL?
Online catalogs: What users and librarians want.

Identify and compare the data quality expectations of catalog
end users and librarians .

Compare the catalog data quality expectations of types of
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Recommend catalog data quality priorities, taking into

account the perspectives of both end users and librarians.
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a.Supply creates demand.

b.Libraries have to be paid for.

c.No library is island.

d.The staff of a library should work as a team.
e.Libraries can be valuable to society

f. The best is the enemy of the good.
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Durham Statement on Open Access to Legal Scholarship ~ February 11,2009

Objective: The undersigned believe that it will benefit legal
education and improve the dissemination of legal scholarly
information if law schools commit to making the legal scholarship
they publish available in stable, open, digital formats in place of
print. To accomplish this end, law schools should commit to making
agreed-upon stable, open, digital formats, rather than print, the
preferable formats for legal scholarship. If stable, open, digital
formats are available, law schools should stop publishing law
journals in print and law libraries should stop acquiring print law
journals. We believe that, in addition to their other benefits, these
changes are particularly timely in light of the financial challenges
currently facing many law schools.
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Computer Based Training

Online Courses

Learning Content Management System
Learning Mall Library(Information) Commons
Learning on Demand

Semantic Agents

Cybraries

Knowledge Librarian
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