
ACRL Instruction Section 
Executive Committee, Meeting II 
2005 ALA Midwinter Conference – Boston, Massachusetts 
 
Monday, January 17, 2005, 12:00-3:00 pm 
Hilton Boston Back Bay, Mariner Room 

 
Members Present: Susan Beck (Member-at-Large), Lori DuBois (Secretary), Elizabeth Dupuis (Chair), 
Keith Gresham (Past Chair), Lisa Janicke Hinchliffe (Vice-Chair/Chair Elect), Debbie Tenofsky 
(Member-at-Large), Clay Williams (Member-at-Large) 
 
Members Absent:  None 
 
Visitor: Mary Jane Petrowski (ACRL Staff Liaison) 
 

I. Welcome and Introductions 
 

II. Call for Additions and Revisions to the Agenda 
A. Decided to move remaining items from the special meeting to the end of the agenda 

 
III. Reports 

A. Information Literacy Advisory Committee (ILAC) (Keith) 
1. The IS Past Chair and Chair serve on this committee. 
2. The meeting focused on an open forum to discuss subject-specific information literacy 

guidelines. 
a. ACRL has concerns that the subject-specific guidelines might undercut 

Information Literacy Competency Standards for Higher Education. 
b. Education and Behavioral Sciences Section, Literatures in English Section, 

Law and Political Science Section, Anthropology and Sociology Section, and 
Science and Technology Section all have information literacy guidelines 
underway. 

c. The discussion tried to come to a set of shared values: 
i. Information Literacy Competency Standards for Higher Education is 

the primary standard 
ii. Subject-specific guidelines are commentaries or interpretations of the 

primary standard, with customization coming at the performance 
indicator level. 

iii. Subject-specific guidelines should be student-focused and should be 
created in cooperation with faculty, accrediting agencies, and 
professional organizations. 

iv. Subject-specific guidelines should use the same type of headings and 
wording (e.g. performance indicators) 

d. There were also questions about the approval process for the guidelines.  
Models suggested included: 

i. Use ILAC as an expert body on information literacy 
ii. Use a peer-review/readers model 

iii. Expand ILAC to include subject experts 
iv. Sections have a list of information literacy experts to call upon 

e. There will be another open meeting at Annual. 



f. A C&RL News article on information literacy assessment is still in the works 
and is being written by Betsy Wilson, Patty Iannuzzi, and Karen Williams. 

B. Award Selections for 2005 
1. The selection of winners for the Publication Award, Innovation Award, and Miriam 

Dudley Instruction Librarian Award were announced. 
2. Awards committee proposed revising the description of the Innovation Award to 

expand the interpretation of “information literacy instruction.”  Exec will ask them to 
propose a new statement, which would need to go to ACRL for approval. 

C. Committee List Administrator Selection for 2005 
1. The candidate selected is interested but may not have server support for the lists.  
2. Exec agreed to extend the offer of the position to the applicant and ask him to confirm 

that he will have the resources. 
D. IS Dinner Options for 2005 Annual 

1. Beth presented the three choices of locations for the dinner in Chicago. 
a. Berghoff:  per guest fee $45—deemed too expensive 
b. Reza’s: Middle Eastern fare served family style; appetizers, cash bar, 

vegetarian and chicken entrees; $32 for vegetarian, $35 with chicken; has 
microphone. 

c. Leona’s: appetizers and cash bar (priced separately); fancy pasta buffet, dessert 
bar, unlimited coffee/tea/soda; $27.20; no microphone. 

2. In consideration of the cost of the dinner, Exec voted to choose Leona’s; will borrow a 
microphone from a library or use basic services funds to rent one. [Note: after the 
Midwinter meeting, Exec received further information on costs and voted to choose 
Reza’s instead.] 

3. Mary Jane indicated that the Section’s basic services funds may be used to cover the 
ACRL surcharge for handling the registration processing fee instead of tacking it on to 
the dinner cost.  Exec voted unanimously to use IS basic services funds to cover the 
surcharge for all those who send in a check. 

 
IV. Discussion Items 

A. Publications Review Task Force Recommendations 
1. The task force submitted a publication proposal, but the following numbers on the form 

need to be revised before it can be accepted:  
a. #9 revise estimate of number of libraries expected to purchase 
b. #10 indicate that the task force believes there are experts who can edit, but do 

not name names 
c. #11 The editor would be responsible with a publication task force doing the 

administrative work 
2. Editor would be responsible for: 

a. Determining the table of contents and getting authors 
b. Polling ILI-L for additional topics of interest 
c. Deciding whether there should be a CD/companion website 

3. Discussed whether this publication should be electronic 
a. All agreed that this publication should be available in print 
b. Electronic version could have individual chapters available for online purchase, 

or it could be part of a members only section of the IS website. 
B. Guidelines about Bibliographies as Section Projects 

1. Lori compiled a list of bibliographies on the IS website.  She found bibliographies as 
committee projects and bibliographies produced for pre-conferences, conference 
programs, discussion forums, and brainstorming sessions. 



2. Bibliographies for programs were never intended to be updated, but they need a 
statement indicating that they were for a program and that they will not be updated. 

a. Policy Committee will be charged with drafting standard language to use on 
non-committee project bibliographies indicating that they will not be updated. 

3. For committee project bibliographies, the committee must submit a publication 
proposal and then review/update the bibliography annually. 

a. Need a place to keep track of accepted publication proposals so that 
committees and Exec have documentation on what was accepted 

4. Committees are expected to review and update active bibliographies each year. 
Committee bibliographies continue to be considered active until the committee submits 
a proposal to cease the project.  Exec can also pull a bibliography if it is outdated. 

a. Policy Committee will also draft language for committee projects that are no 
longer being maintained. 

5. Exec will notify the Education Committee to stop updating “Bibliographic Instruction 
Bibliography: An Annotated List of Selected Resources” and “Library Instruction 
Annotated Bibliography.”  The Education Committee may submit a publication 
proposal for a new bibliography project, if they wish. 

6. Mary Jane indicated that Section projects such as these bibliographies should be 
flagged for indexing of the members-only portion of the ACRL web site.  IS should 
identify and send a list of appropriate URLs to Mary Jane for that project. 

C. Expectations for Liaisons to External Groups (ie: Chapters Council) 
1. We have informal affiliations with groups such as Chapters Council, Distance Learning 

Section, and Library Instruction Round Table.  
2. We will address these relationships more fully when looking at the collaboration 

recommendation of the IS of the Future report. 
D. Virtual Appointments for Administrator Positions 

1. The lack of applicants for the positions may be attributed to requiring the 
administrators to attend both conferences.  Some administrators come to conferences 
only to attend Advisory Council meetings and may benefit from being appointed as a 
virtual member. 

2. Positions that help to facilitate communication within the Section (newsletter, 
committee listserv, and web administrators) benefit from attending conference to be 
able to see the context of their role in the Section, and they should be treated similarly 
to other committee positions.  As an exception, the ILI-L Administrator may not be 
required to attend conferences.  Decision on this issue will wait until we consider 
virtual appointments for the Section overall. 

E. Web Administrators Comments about Redesign and Committee Web Pages 
1. IS of the Future report recommended a redesign of the IS web site.  Beth asked Web 

Administrators for feedback. 
a. They agreed that the site could benefit from review, but neither thought it 

would be feasible to chair a task force and do site maintenance at the same 
time.  They did not think that the redesign would need to be extensive.   

b. For multiple reasons, they did not recommend moving the IS site off the ALA 
web server. 

2. Exec agreed that we should move forward with a redesign that focuses initially just on 
the IS home page.  The project should have a short timeframe —either by Annual 2005 
or Midwinter 2006. 

3. Ask Communications Committee whether they would be able to take on this project; if 
not, a task force will be charged. 

F. Tips for Committee Web  Pages 



1. Beth will post revisions to the Exec list.  Needs to be reviewed by the end of the month 
and sent to the Advisory list. 

G. Executive Committee and Advisory Council Web Pages 
1. Beth shared draft of web page for Exec.  Will add quotation from the Bylaws indicating 

the authority of Exec and will have the web administrators post it. 
2. Susan will do draft of the Advisory Council web page to be done no later than April 1. 

H. FAQ about Committee Membership/Responsibilities 
1. FAQ was recommended in the IS of the Future report and approved by Exec. 
2. Audience is committee chairs and committee members 
3. Clay will create list of questions, share with Advisory, and ask Advisory for additional 

questions.  Questions from Advisory II would be a good starting point.  Susan and 
Keith indicated that they could help.  Deadline: Draft by April 1, with final document 
done by end of April so that web administrators can add to the web site before Annual. 

I. BI-L Archives on ALA Server 
1. Archives of BI-L and ILI-L will be available soon. 
2. Drew will be creating instructions for searching the archive.  This document will need 

Exec approval. 
3. Exec agreed to test the search engine using the instructions. 

J. ACRL and ALA Reply about Technical Support for PRIMO 
1. Lori and the co-chairs of Emerging Technologies met with Debi Lewis, Web 

Development Manager from ALA’s Information Technology and Telecommunication 
Services unit.  The co-chairs will convert the database, compile documentation, and 
send to Debi by February 1.  The new database and associated web pages should be 
completed for the next round of reviews in May.  

K. ALA Reply about Domain Name and Housing of Content 
1. Exec does not see the benefits of moving the IS web site to another server or getting a 

domain name at this point. 
L. Webcasts and Similar Professional Development Ideas 

1. At Sections Council at Annual 2004, Sections were encouraged to use webcasts, but we 
later found out that the cost was too prohibitive ($15,000) to host free members-only 
events for our membership.  IS wants to pursue no cost options for professional 
development programs unless there is a compelling reason to charge a fee.  There will 
be no pre-conference in 2006.  We may explore doing more workshops at conferences 
such as the research workshop held at Annual 2004. 

M. Pursuit of Research Clinics with LPSS/EBSS 
1. This idea was originally suggested at the Exec II meeting at Annual 2004.  The Law 

and Political Science Section proposed to do at ACRL National, but not this year’s.  
We will wait to be approached for 2007. 

N. Membership IS Soiree Survey 
1. Names and email addresses of non-attendees may be found by using the IS committee 

rosters or lists of previous dinner attendees.  Membership should also remember to 
survey people who RSVP’d, but didn’t end up attending. 

O. Update of Tasks and Dues Dates for Committee Projects 
1. Will be done on the Exec listserv after Midwinter. 

P. Research Issues for ACRL 
1. Received query from ACRL Research Committee in the fall.  Beth replied before 

Midwinter with compilation of responses from IS committee members and with a link 
to the “Research Agenda for Library Instruction and Information Literacy.” 

Q. ALA Strategic Plan 
1. Comments related to the recently released draft are due by January 31.  Lisa will draft a 

response, send it to Exec for comment, and submit to ALA. 



 
V. Continuation of IS of the Future Discussion 

A. Process 
1. Need to focus on general principles. 
2. How much do we need to change at one time?   

B. Committee Co-Chairs with Staggered Terms 
1. Advantages: 

a. Transferring knowledge 
b. Building leadership skills and mentoring 
c. Sharing work load 

2. Disadvantages 
a. Difficulties making appointments 
b. Number of years of mandatory attendance for the chairs 
c. Difficulties replacing chairs who cannot complete their term of appointment 

3. Decision 
a. Try some staggered co-chair appointments this year.  Current chair would be 

reappointed and another person would be appointed with 2 one-year 
appointments, the second year appointment form to be passed on to the next 
Vice-Chair/Chair-Elect.  Will try this approach with one of the current standing 
committees such as Membership, Policy or Planning. 

C. Next Steps 
1. Focus on the particular recommendations for committees; review notes from IS of 

Future discussion. 
2. We have a public hearing for bylaw changes scheduled for Annual.  It is more likely 

that bylaw changes would be ready for next Midwinter.  We may need this meeting 
time for another discussion, so we will decide by late April whether to cancel the 
meeting. 

3. We will continue discussions online, and we will need to consider implementation of 
the recommendations. 

4. We will need to do a response to the report with our decisions and rationale. 
 
 
Meeting adjourned at 3:10. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Lori DuBois 
IS Secretary 


