
ACRL Instruction Section 

Policy and Publications Review Committee 

2007 ALA Annual Conference 

 

Saturday, June 23, 2007, 1:30-3:30 p.m. 

Washington, DC, Capital Hilton Presidential Ballroom 

 

Present: 

Natasha Cooper (co-chair) 

Melissa Koenig (co-chair) 

Jennie Callas (member) 

Edward Owusu-Ansah (member) 

Mary Abdoney (intern) 

 

Guest:  

 Susan Beck (member at large) 

 

1. Announcements 

a. Introduction of next year’s intern, Sara Davidson 

b. Minutes from Midwinter 2007 meeting were approved. 

c. Tasha and Melissa reviewed some highlights from the IS Advisory Council 

meeting from earlier in the day 

d. Lori Dubois will be the incoming liaison between PPR and the executive 

committee 

2. Discussion on Publications Tracking 

a. Melissa will try pulling the data out of the wiki and put it into a spreadsheet 

(which PBWiki now supports) to see if this tool is working well for our 

purpose 

b. Wiki is not useful to anyone outside this committee, we need to move to 

“phase two”  (“Phase one” was collecting the data, which the wiki was good 

for.) 

c. Metadata needs to be tagged on the actual publications so it does not get lost 

i. Put pertinent information into the footer or elsewhere on the page 

ii. For new proposals, begin asking for this data as a matter of procedure 

iii. Make a “catalog” of the publications, with different types of records, 

etc. 

d. Next tasks (going from “phase one” to “phase two”) 

i. Committee members will do another check for publications on the 

ACRL website 

ii. Committee members will do another round of checking other IS 

committees for publications 

iii. Committee members will review past annual reports for publications 

mentioned 

iv. Make the spreadsheet data available to committees to jog memories 

and get more feedback 



1. It is possible that committees need to be reminded that they 

have publications that need to be included 

v. Figure out how to implement these steps into the procedure of how IS 

committees submit proposals for publications 

e. Discussion with Susan Beck 

i. Publication Proposal Archive (this is on the PPR web page, but should 

have a more obvious presence) 

1. Publication proposals need to come to this committee, which 

has been a problem (suggestion: make reporting from Exec. to 

PPR part of a designated person’s responsibilities) 

2. Publication proposals are only needed if there is not a set 

update schedule, such as with the IS Newsletter 

3. Include these guidelines in the manual 

ii. Susan will take these issues to Executive Committee 

3. Policy and Publications Manual Changes 

a. Introduction 

i. Committee decided the introduction is okay, and that the details get 

fleshed out later in the manual 

b. Table of contents 

i. Should be broken down by header 

c. Wikis/blogs (working documents) should be classified as Type 1 Documents, 

but also included in Type 2, if made public  

d. Add “please see guidelines for wikis” to the overview as a footnote 

e. Type 1 Documents: the only thing that liaisons need to approve are websites, 

not rosters, internal documents, etc.  First paragraph of page 2 should say 

“Some documents” and then later list which documents do and do not need 

approval 

i. Make clearer what needs approval and what does not 

ii. Tasha will talk to Susan about this and how to phrase manual changes 

f. Category for a “socially built” resource like a wiki, which is more like a Type 

1 Document because it is a working document 

g. Page 3 and 4: “web bibliographies” need more explanation after the link 

h. Discussed adding to the acknowledgements a statement of our revision, yet to 

be completed 

i. Clarification as to when a document is new and when updated could be 

considred. 

j. Clarify sources of revisions in acknowledgements 

k. Various editorial changes 

4. Annotated Bibliography (Anne) 

a. Needs to be changed to Chicago B style 

b. Committee reinforced the plan to only include primarily IS documents, not 

documents that mention IS in passing, such as awards  (It is okay that the 

bibliography is not comprehensive.) 

c. Discussion about the necessity of the annotated bibliography, because there 

are better ways of learning about IS 

i. This matter should be brought up with Executive Committee 



5. Departures/arrivals – Mary was thanked for her services to the committee as intern 

and minute-taker.  Edward was welcomed as incoming co-chair. 

6. Meeting adjourned at 3:30 p.m. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Mary Abdoney 


