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1.  Reports/Discussion 
 
a.  Project 1: ILI-L Subject-Based Archive 
 
 i. Report (Russell). 
  1. Review of activity or project and action plan.  The archive is currently set   
 up as a keyword chronological archive.  The committee would like to have a   
 subject-based archive to make it better organized and more accessible.  Not all   
 threads would be chosen.  Only high quality threads will be chosen.  What criteria  
 should  be used?  What web format should be used? 
 
  2. Current Progress.  Project 1 group have decided to create a pilot-project.    
 It will last two to three months.  Threads that will be archived are First-Year   
 Experience and Plagiarism.  It was decided that there would be links to the   
 original thread.  It will be on the wiki for now.  A decision on what web format to   
 use will be postponed for now. 
 
  3. Next Steps. A more formalized proposal will be sent to the Executive   
 Committee.  The Communication Committee will have a chance to look at it first. 
 
 ii. Discussion. 
  Russ asked if the archive currently requires a log-in.  Amy Hoseth said she   
 believed so. 
 
b. Project 2: IS Web-based Newsletter Supplement 
 
 i. Report (Mireille). 
  1. Review of activity or project and action plan.  There was a request to   
 have a section on the newsletter and the website to highlight the accomplishments  
 of members.  The overflow from the newsletter will go on the website. 
  2. Current Progress.  It was decided that the content would remain the same   
 for both the newsletter and the website section.  There are issues to be considered before having 
 different content for both.  For instance who would do the html?  Also, there might be confusion 



 with two different ways of submitting accomplishments.  Accomplishments listed will be handed 
 first-come, first serve, with overflow going to the website.  There would be scheduled updates to 
 the website, with firm deadlines.  There will be a 30-50 word limit.  The Project 2  group looked 
 at other sections' newsletters.  The Rare Books Section's newsletter will be used as a model.  The 
 accomplishments listed will be strictly professional. 
 
  3. Next Steps.  The Executive Committee needs to give approval.  It was   
 established that Jean Casper was our liaison, and she would need to be contacted   
 in regards to which forms need to be filled out.  The first deadline will depend on   
 when the project gets approval. 
 
 ii. Discussion. 
  Alec asked about the previous idea for a spotlight of a member on the website.  It   
 will depend on how it catches on with members.  There is a question about the   
 amount of workload it would create for members of the committee.  The    
 possibility remains for the future.  Melissa wanted to know where on the website   
 the professional accomplishments would appear.  It would appear in the same   
 place as where the newsletter is.  Jennifer suggested using the same link for both. 
 
c. Project 4: ILI-L Survey 
 
 i. Report (Amy) 
  1. Review of activity or project and action plan.  It has been decided to   
 conduct a survey of members of the list-serv to make sure the goal of maintaining   
 exchange is being met.  The survey would be anonymous.  There will seven   
 questions on the survey.  Amy read the survey questions: 

 
1. How satisfied are you that the ILI listserv is meeting its stated objective to provide a 
venue for a "thriving exchange on instruction and information literacy"? 
a. very satisfied. b. somewhat satisfied. c. neither satisfied nor dissatisfied. d. somewhat 
dissatisfied. e. very dissatisfied 
 
2. What topics do you believe are particularly beneficial to you that listserv members 
discuss (check all that apply) 
a. IL programs for freshmen 
b. Recommended IL books for faculty and students 
c. IL instructional software (e.g. Captivate) 
d. Assessment of information literacy instruction 
e. Plagiarism tutorials 
f.  Web 2.0 in instruction (e.g. instant Messaging, wikis) 
g. Instruction room use 
h. The role of popular, non-academic web sites and resources in IL instruction (e.g. 
YouTube, Wikipedia, Facebook) 
i.  Online tutorials and databases 
j.  Citation generators (e.g. EndNote, Refworks) 
k. Other (please specify) 
 
3. Are you aware that there is a keyword-searchable Archive for the ILI listserv? yes/no 



 
4. If you answered "yes" to question number 3, how often do you make use of the 
Archive? 
a. frequently. b. sometimes. c. rarely. d. never 
 
5. If you answered "yes" to question number 3, what suggestions would you recommend 
to improve the Archive's functionality and/or visibility? 
 
6. Would you use a subject-based archive in addition to its current setup? yes/no 
 
7. What suggestions do you have to improve the ILI listserv in meeting its stated 
objectives? 

 
  2. Current Progress.  The Project 4 group worked on rewording questions   
 number six, three, and two. 
 
  3. Next Steps.  Minor corrections will be made.  The proposal will then be   
 sent to Executive Committee for approval. 
 
 ii. Discussion.  There was no discussion. 
 
II. New Business.  There was no new business to be discussed. 
 
III. Discussion of applicants for ILI-Administrator (CLOSED-Alec and Melissa only). 
 
Meeting adjourned at 8:45 am.  Next meeting will take place at the ALA Annual Meeting in July. 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
Arianne Hartsell 
 


