Shared Resources & Digital Content 
Committee of the Whole 
Minutes – Meeting 4
Tuesday, February 6, 2024, 2pm-3:30pm

Zoom: https://csueb.zoom.us/j/88440769810

 Attendees: Lee Adams, Wil Weston, Stacy Magedanz, Ann Roll, Holly Yu, Brinna Pam Anan, Brenda Carrillo, Adriana Popescu, Mike Bello, Nikki DeMoville, Joy Camp, Jennifer Fabbi, George Wrenn, Carole Correa-Morris, Keri Prelitz, Marianne Foley, Tim Strawn, Laura Krier, Chris Bulock, Katie Lage, Lauren Magnuson, Kristi Holloway, John Brandt, Kitty Luce, Jessica Hartwigsen

1. Notetaker: Wil Weston (thanks!)

2. Announcements
a. Consider joining the Steering Committee next year (Lee) – Will be looking for new members joining the Steering Committee – so want folks to think about joining. 
b. Subcommittees please upload your meeting minutes to the Confluence (Lee & Stacy)

3. Updates from SDLC (Ann Roll)
(AR) Reminders: 1) Log into consortia manager there is a reminder of the training Tuesday the 13th open to anyone using Consortia Manager.  The link is in the notification.  2) Also, are potential new resources that have gone through EVL review.  No vote, is a “NO” vote.  So, looking for critical mass to consider an opt in and start negotiating with vendors.  3) Finally, want to highlight an email on the ULMS listserv – looking to start an Acquisitions task force – so, please think about who might be good to serve.

We have been getting a lot of offers regarding coordinating webinar (only if there is interest).  “So, the question is … is there interest”.  Usage reports from Proquest, Docuseek, Nexis Uni. demo, etc.

(LA)I think librarians at my campus might be interested in advanced search/function features. We do not want a sales pitch, especially for products we have already and know. We'd want a trainer not a salesperson to do the training.

(AR) Exactly, we want to get away from the sales pitch. 

(AR) HeinOnline subscription SLO only one through SDLC… lots of CSUs subscribe independently.  AIP is just taking a long time and Emerald, we are still in discussion.  Once we have something a little more concrete – I will bring that back – stay tuned.  Will extend current subscription until at least March.  

We have discovered a number of products where pricing has been based on some sort of historical separation/factor – not that there is currently a specific issue – but want to be transparent and if those basis for pricing still exist. We will discuss this at the next meeting in a little more detail.

4. ECC Process (Ann Roll & Stacy Magedanz)
Link to document.
(SM) When Ear was reconstituted as SRDC – there was a concern that this ECC process got lost a little in the restart.  We wanted to remind everyone about the responsibilities that are part of this plan.  (AR) This is something that we need to review on a regular basis and now that we can do this through consortia manager, hopefully this will make things a lot easier. There are number of elements that need to happen over the next couple of months to get this process rolling. (SM) There are frequently questions about “moneys left” over and what we can spend it on.  This process should help this decision making a lot easier (whether one-time purchase or something that we want to commit on going funds to). (LK) Why was EAR reconstituted as SDRC? (AR) From my perspective – the charges are largely the same – the structure is different – one major goal was to ensure that there was equitable representation by all the campuses. (JF) No configuration is perfect – but this one is better – so, it has been in pace for a few years – and still working to improve process. (SM) Just want to say that this charge never fell out – the process was just not completely clear about who needed to do what – this was just to remind folks that this needs to be done.  (LA) Clearly there is always room to improve and we of course want to hear new idea on how we can make things better.

5. Updates from CoLiN: Recommended Licensing Language (Stacy Magedanz)
Link to document.  
(SM) Wanted to bring to this group for discussion.  We recommend that the CSU system adopt similar model license language for its library-related contracts. We know that this will ultimately be brought to nonlibrarians – so we were careful with the language here. (JF) In here is what is being recommended in terms of contract language. (SM) There was some concern about just pointing people to the comparison grid, so we decided that we might want to make specific recommendation on the best possible language. (AR) There already some boiler plate language that we have put in place.  There are general CSU provisions that take precedence over everything.  (KP)The document refers to a standard template inherited from the US IT division. Is that template available to view somewhere? (AR) Can provide it or you can find it in ConsortiaManager… it is different than the IT provisions for software. (SM) Question: Does this need approval to move forward with or should it be sent to COLD? (JF) What is the ultimate use?  (SM) The document was conceived as a recommendation – to inform procurement about these specific library matters with these contracts. (AR) We can use this as a framework. (SM) This was more a matter of advocacy – never saw as prescriptive. (JF) Happy to bring to COLD – and every campus has a rep on SRDC.  Doesn’t think that there is a vote here though. (KP) Our copyright librarian had some feedback. Is there somewhere to share that?  Specifically, wanted to see something more regarding more details on the terms and conditions of the use of a particular resource – can forward to committee. (JF) Will hold of a little on presenting on COLD – give this group some time to review and provide more feedback. (LA) Send email to listserv to review (with deadline) so we can move forward. 

6. Updates from EVL (Pam Anan)
(BPA) Recommendations for EVL form.  This form is only for “if you are really interested in a resource” (don’t succumb to pressure from vendors!)  
(TS) When there is something to do in Consortia Manager... I get an email.  However, when I went in, I was surprised a little by the votes for these resources.  Was there an email?  (BPA) There was an email …  we consider sending out a reminder email. Going to try to change the voting form to libwizard – since there are some anomalies with thumbs up/down negating one another. (AR) Wanted to add that the other reason for why this process is happening when it happens – is because of when the renewals occur.  

7. Updates from COLD (Jen Fabbi & Adriana Popescu)
(JF) Adriana and I both happen to be on the Strategic planning task force. Adriana made a push that standing committee chairs are involved in the COLD strategic plan at some point.  However, we aren’t that far along in the process. We will share the strategic plan with the SRDC Steering Committee when it’s ready. COLD meeting dates are: Feb 22-23 and May 9-10.

COLD Meeting Agendas and Minutes 2023-24

8. Open Discussion (Everyone)
[bookmark: _GoBack](TS) Retiring LAST MEETING!!!  (Congrats Tim!!)  There was a Nexis UNI/WestLaw discussion. (AR) There will be some leeway – expect it will be similar to last year. (LA) Will EBSCO Ethnic Diversity Source become a opt in?  (AR) Need to look at usage – I will ask every year for more money.  Good to ask for specific things – so, we need to do an analysis to see if it would be good addition. 




