
ACRL Instruction Session 
Policy Committee Meeting 
2006 ALA Annual Conference 
 
Saturday, June 24, 2006, 1:30-3:30 p.m. 
New Orleans Marriott, Acadia Room 
 
Present: Natasha Cooper, Scott Mandernack, Suzan Parker, Brian Quigley (Chair). 
 
Excused: Jennifer Cox, Edward Owusu-Ansah, Leslie Goldstein (Intern). 
 
Guest: Susan Beck (Executive Committee Liaison). 
 
1. Introduction & announcements 
 

Brian reminded committee members about the ACRL IS program and discussion 
forum tomorrow. 

 
Minutes from 2006 Midwinter were approved. 

 
2. IS Advisory Meeting review 
 

Brian shared highlights from the Advisory Council. 
 

3. Tips for program evaluation forms 
 

The committee discussed the Executive Committee’s revisions to the draft tip sheet. 
 
Likert example: is “moderately useless” or “extremely useless” appropriate language? 
Seems unnecessarily harsh. Also language does not match the question. 

 
Areas of responsibility: spell out “other” with some examples (such as digital 
collections) 

 
Committee members expressed concern about what happens to the data. Are 
completed evaluations only used by the program planners? Committee recommends 
that completed forms be kept and used by the section after being shared with the 
program organizers.  

 
Discussion was joined by Susan from the Executive Committee. She will take the 
committee’s concerns about the access, archiving, and distribution of program 
evaluation forms back to the Executive Committee for further clarification. 

 
Susan recommended adding the citations that we used in creating this tip sheet back 
into the document. 

 



Brian highlighted other changes and gave explanations for those changes.  
• Obtain form—changed to “from ACRL staff” 
• Ask for feedback on only one item—added “or speaker” 
• Open-ended questions—added “be sure to weigh the amount of information 

acquired against the effort it takes to analyze it when choosing question 
types.” 

• Likert scale—is “useless” language appropriate? should we add back the four 
point vs. five point scale? 

 
4. Guidelines for archiving photographs 
 

Brian drafted a short paragraph to add to the archiving guidelines. The committee 
made a few revisions, and this revised draft will go to the Executive Committee for 
review. The committee recommended the text be added to “Archiving Information: 
Guidelines for Archival Record Retention” under a new heading called Photographs, 
between the Publications and Realia headings. 

 
5. Transition to Policy and Publications Review Committee 
 

What will the continuing members need from members rotating off the current 
committee as the committee transitions to the new charge? 

 
Briefly discussed the publications review process and the types of materials to be 
reviewed. The incoming co-chair asked about how IS committee members would 
know what they are supposed to be doing regarding publications. A major project for 
the coming year will be to take inventory of current publications to determine 
whether they need to be updated or “retired.” Recommendation is to make a 
spreadsheet of what is on the IS website and determine targets for updating. 

 
A concern was raised regarding the charge to “[review] bylaws and committee 
charges periodically to ensure that they reflect the aims and activities of the Section.” 
Susan will ask the Executive Committee about this. Susan will also ask about the 
charge to “[update and maintain] an archive of publication proposals.” What is the 
mechanism for this process? Would rejected proposals be kept? 

 
Brian will be sending archived Word documents (committee work, publications 
manual, etc.) to the incoming co-chairs. 
 
Brian thanked all of the committee members for their service. 
 
Meeting was adjourned at 3:30 p.m.  

 
 


