
Collection Development Committee 

February 29, 2016 

 

I. Agenda (Tom Teper):       5 Minutes 

 

II. Local Digitized Collections Report (K. Rimkus)    20 Minutes 

A. Please see report from Kyle Rimkus (available in 1/28 email appended below) 

 

III. A&I Review Team (T. Teper)      15 Minutes 

A. Discussion of where we stand to date:  

a. G:\Collections Info\A&I Review 2016\For CDC 29 Feb 2016\A&I Review 

29 Feb 2016. 

B.  Beyond the Data – what do we need to provide our subject specialists? 

Guidance in making decisions?  

 

III. FY16 Materials Budget (T. Teper)      15 Minutes 

A. Spending to date…. – Big invoices soon to hit…  

B. The calendar…. 

 

IV. FY17 Activities        (Permitting) 

A. FY17 Budget Prep…. 

B. Materials Budget – OCLC Bill, etc… 

 

V. Updates 

A. Acquisitions 

B. E-Resources 

C. Preservation Services  

 

VI. Parking Lot/Forthcoming Items 

A. er14 review - Newspapers in er14 

 

 

To the Collection Development Committee: 

 

I am providing a link below to a new report I wrote with graduate student Kelly Applegate about 

the online usage of our digital collections. For a bit of history, when DCC was folded into 

Preservation Services, we were asked to submit something to the Collection Development 

Committee analyzing the usage of our locally managed digital collections in the context of how 

these collections came to be, the hope being that such a report could inform strategic discussions 

about future directions of digital collection development. Kelly and I decided to take an 

analytical approach to this by looking at what usage data we had available from a year of local 

digital collection usage. Our latest draft, which I would like to discuss at our next meeting, is 

available here: 

 

https://uofi.box.com/s/2qebe29itmpxuddum1tmtg9nh88diaqf 

 

https://uofi.box.com/s/2qebe29itmpxuddum1tmtg9nh88diaqf


A few things to note: 

 We are prevented by our non-disclosure agreement with Google Books from publishing 

precise statistics on how many books we have digitized with them, hence the awkward 

recurrence of the phrase “corporate partners” in several places in the document. 

 Kelly and I would like to deposit this in IDEALS as a report to share beyond our library, 

and would like the group’s blessing to do so. I mention this in case there are any other 

Google NDA-like gaffes in the report I may have missed, and also because we will be 

open to incorporating suggestions for improvement to the report before making it public. 

 

I hope you enjoy the report.  

 

Kyle 

 

 

 


