FACULTY SENATE LIBRARY COMMITTEE
University of Wisconsin-La Crosse
MINUTES of meeting Monday, April 11, 2011
PRESENT: Steve McDougal (chair), Anita Evans, Sandra Koster, Kirsten (Kris) Rosacker, Dena Huisman, Heather Mathison, Madisson Heinze, John Jax, Sumei Liu
Call to Order at 4:30 p.m. in Murphy Library Room 120
MINUTES of March 21, 2011 meeting were approved. 
Stephen McDougal and Anita Evans discussed the introductory letter informing the Faculty Senate Committee of the research materials proposal. The consensus from the Faculty Senate Committee was that there is no question of the desire for UW-L’s participation, but there were concerns about the choosing process. Also, Stephen read an e-mail from the Chair of Faculty Senate to the Research and Grants Committee to handle the issues of choosing participants and criteria for the sorting process. They wanted our committee to come up with important criteria. The discussion on criteria is as follows:
- UW Scholars Program & Meeting with the Faculty Senate Executive Committee: 
Stephen touched on the topic of promotions and established track records of research with tenured vs. non-tenured faculty. Anita mentioned taking the concept of established research and using this participation to further that momentum instead of people beginning research projects in order to get access to the program. The idea of asking people to identify which databases were needed was brought up. Sumei Liu also brought up giving a general balance amongst the colleges. Anita discussed the possibility of linking other resources that could be used instead and wanted to double check which resources would be available through other schools. John and Anita would have to be present during the meeting if faculty and staff wanted to know what a particular database contained if they had a particular one in mind. John brought up the question of what defines “specialized and/or costly journals”? Also if an applicant doesn’t have a large number of publications, they might have a bigger issue with the idea of established research to back up their future research. We decided not to make the description too specific and allow for a wide variety of applicants.  Stephen recalled that Academic Staff are not necessarily under the same research qualifications as faculty. Anita also brought up the idea of immediate need of the resources.
-AIOC Data:
New information was collected from Dwayne for Madisson and Stephen to possibly incorporate into the graphs. 11:30 was considered the most important time to include. Anita discussed looking at hours for next year. The Head of Access Services is retiring and because of the reduced money from AI, we have concluded to keep the hours the same and test out another year. 
-Review of AI Expenditures for Fiscal Year 2012
John mentioned that we have 39,000 dollars (roughly) to acquire additional things, because of ongoing costs. We pay for someone to electronically update and maintain the resources, which cost money. Also, students can access it online twenty four hours a day and the microfilm used to get worn out.  The film on demand is a lease service and would be costly. Anita also discussed the iPad release and QR codes.
There was not any other New or Old Business.
The meeting was adjourned at approximately 5:30 p.m. 
Respectfully submitted,
Madisson Heinze


