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Minutes 
 
Present: Stephanie Sterling Brasley (California State University; outgoing 

committee chair), Polly Boruff-Jones (Indiana University-Purdue University 
Indianapolis), Richard Caldwell (University of California, Santa Barbara; 

recorder), Deborah Gaspar (George Washington University), Merinda McLure 
(Colorado State University; ACRL/IS Executive Committee Liaison to the ILBP 
Committee), Michelle Millet (Trinity University; incoming committee chair), 

Jill Newby (University of Arizona), and Paul Victor (Eastern Washington 
University) 

 
Visitors: Cynthia Dottin (Florida International University), Joe Goetz 

(University of Illinois GSLIS), J. D. Kotula (University of Nevada, Las Vegas), 
Annette Marines (University of California, Santa Cruz; incoming virtual 
member) and Jessica Neave (Bay State College, Boston) 

 
Excused:  Alison Level (Colorado State University), Beth Thoms (Montgomery 

College) 
 
 

1. Welcome and Introductions. 
 

Committee chair Stephanie Sterling Brasley brought the meeting to order 
at 1:37 p.m. with a request that Committee members and visitors 
introduce themselves.  Stephanie noted that Michelle Millet will be the 

new Committee chair.  Then, she thanked all of the outgoing members for 
their service and contributions to the Committee.  The meeting agenda 

was approved by consensus.  The 2009 ACRL/IS-ILBP Committee 
midwinter meeting minutes were also approved. 
 

 
2. Updates from the July 10, 2009 ACRL/IS Advisory Council meeting 

 
Merinda McLure reported on that morning's ACRL/IS Advisory Council 
meeting (see Advisory Council minutes for details), including information 

on: 
 

 ACRL/IS awards and honorees;  



 the due date (August 1, 2009) and procedures for submitting the 
ACRL/IS Measuring Success Form – the ACRL/IS section's formal 

means of reporting the success committees have in meeting their 
annual objectives;  

 attendance at the 2009 ALA Annual Conference's ACRL/IS soiree;  
 a report on 2010 program planning, with a focus on evidence-based 

librarianship;  

 a call for experienced instruction librarians to serve as mentors to new 
librarians (or librarians new to instruction) as part of the ACRL/IS 

mentoring program; and 
 2010 midwinter committee meetings for the ACRL Instruction Section 

will be all-virtual (only Executive Committee members will be required 

to attend in-person), but ACRL/IS committee meetings at the 2010 
annual conference will be in-person. 

 
 

3. Project Status Reports & Discussion: ILBP Survey Report  

 
Polly Boruff-Jones recommended that the Committee begin discussion 

with Question 13, since the first twelve questions of the Survey were 
aimed at gathering background information from respondents.  

(Questions 1 – 5 sought basic background/demographic information, 
questions 6 – 8 looked at respondents' awareness of the Characteristics, 
and questions 9 – 12 at how respondents had applied Characteristics in 

developing, enhancing or publicizing an information literacy program.) 
 

Question 13 asked how we might make potential users more aware of the 
Characteristics.  Respondents could select more than one response.  
Providing "Web-based examples" received the highest response (almost 

85%), followed by "Conference workshop" (52%), "Blog" (45%), and 
"Other" (10%).  Of those who chose "Other", 32% suggested free online 

workshops.  Stephanie Brasley said that these results validate the 
direction in which the Committee is heading in promoting Characteristics. 
 

Question 14 asked for suggestions regarding the title of the 
Characteristics document.  59% of respondents favored the current title, 

the balance selected “New title”.  Of those, most new title suggestions 
reordered or slightly revised the wording of the original title.  J. D. Kotula 
noted that the current title is descriptive, however unwieldy.  Polly Boruff-

Jones summed up the sense of the Committee that we should move 
forward with changing and streamlining the title. 

 
 

4. Project Status Reports & Discussion: ILBP Characteristics 5-Year Review 

 
The results from Survey Question 15 formed the basis of the Data 

Analysis section of the ILBP Characteristics 5 Year Review document.  
A large plurality (45%) of respondents held that the Characteristics 



document is useful, 4% indicated it was not useful, 3% indicated no 
change is required, 18% had not seen or used Characteristics and 9% 

provided a general comment.  A large percentage (45%) of the comments 
– which were aimed at gathering specific recommendations to help guide 

the Committee's future endeavors – asked for specific or practical 
examples of the use of the Characteristics; 19% asked for simplified, 
concise language; and 9% suggested better publicizing of the 

Characteristics.  (Deborah Gaspar, Alison Level and Paul Victor have 
already done an evaluation of ALA web sites that could be linked to the 

Characteristics.)  Stephanie Brasley noted the 5% of respondents who 
asked for beginning, intermediate and advanced levels of guidance for the 
use of the Characteristics.  The desire for working Web 2.0 technologies 

into the Characteristics and the need for ideas on how to address 
Characteristics in tough economic times was also discussed. 

 
Stephanie Brasley reported that the ILBP Characteristics 5 Year Review is 
now in the hands of the IS Executive Committee.  She thanked 

Committee members for their work on the survey and review projects. 
 

 
5. Project Status Reports & Discussion: Reorganization of the ILBP document 

website 
 
Paul Victor, Alison Level and Stephanie Brasley worked on revisions to the 

website aimed at simplifying it and making it more appealing and clear.  
Stephanie Brasley thanked Merinda McLure for reviewing the changes 

suggested by Paul and Alison and for suggesting a process for completing 
the work.  Not all of the revisions were made this year, but with what the 
sub-committee documented this year, it will be easy to update the site 

after the content revisions have been made.  Also, Stephanie noted that 
the survey confirmed the Committee's sense that the website needs to be 

cleaner and more straight-forward, with less jargon in its language.    
 
 

6. Discussion: 2009-2010 Goals and Activities 
 

Merinda McLure indicated that the IS Executive Committee had accepted 
the ILBP Committee’s Survey Report and 5-Year Review Report, and that 
the Executive Committee sincerely thanks ILBP for this excellent work.  

The Executive Committee will discuss these reports and their 
recommendations, and will advise incoming ILBP Chair Michelle Millet of 

how and according to what timeline the Standard revision will proceed.  
This may involve a separately appointed task force, or the work may be 
divided between ILBP and a separate task force, for example.  Merinda 

suggested that the Committee further consider the time frame suggested 
for revisions to the Standard in order to anticipate a possible IS Executive 

recommendation for a shorter time frame for completion of the work. 
 



Since so many respondents were not aware of Characteristics, the 
question of when to promote was raised.  Michelle Millet noted that if 

revisions are done without adding examples, the work might be done 
sooner.  It is the gathering of examples that will take the most time.  She 

asked if the Committee should view this as two separate projects: 
revising and then providing examples.  Polly Boruff-Jones said that she 
could see the problem of publicizing while revising, but she suggested 

that the Committee could publicize the fact that it is revising the 
document.  Deborah Gaspar noted that one way to promote is to solicit 

examples of best practices, asking people working in the field to give us 
their stories.  Michelle suggested that a task force work on gathering 
examples of best practices while the Committee moves forward with its 

revisions of the document.  Stephanie, Deborah and Michelle noted that 
changes to the web site, as well as programs such as the suggested 

webinars, should follow completion of the Characteristics revisions. 
 
Michelle Millet noted that the Committee's planning document is due 

October 15th.  Polly Boruff-Jones suggested that the Committee divide up 
the work of revision amongst its members, and aim for revisions to be 

complete by December.  Deborah Gaspar suggested that the Committee 
use the ILI-L list, the Immersion Program participants and other groups to 

help with review of drafts of the Characteristics revisions. 
 
The next meeting of the Information Literacy Best Practices Committee 

will be a virtual meeting in November or December (day and time TBA) so 
that our liaison will be able to report to the IS Executive Committee at the 

ALA Midwinter Meeting in Boston in January 15−19. 
 
The Committee gave its heartfelt appreciation to outgoing chair Stephanie 

Brasley for her leadership over the past year. 
 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:37 p.m. 
 
Faithfully submitted as revised, 

 
Richard Caldwell (recorder) 


