Paper #7, Part 2: Statistics: Survey Responses
The following are the collated responses to the online questionnaire made available to conference participants in the summer of 2008. In the summaries, numbers after text indicate the total respondents making the same or similar comments to the prose segments of the questionnaire. The full text of responses is available upon request.
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If yes, what do you weed and what is your systematic program?
· JSTOR and other journals now available electronically:4

· ID titles for off-site storage: 1
· Liaison-based weeding responsibilities: 1
· Reference Collections Master Plan: 1
· Librarians meet as a group to determine weeding projects: 1
· Lack of recent (10 years) circulation, for storage, not discard: 1
· Weeding in focused areas such as science, education: 1
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If yes, what percentage of your collection is housed there?
<1-3%: 6

3.1-5%: 3

5.1-10%: 4

10.1-20%: 1

20.1-30%: 2
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If yes, what is the degree of overlap?
Respondents provided varying statistics (unique titles, overlap with one library, overlap across entire consortium) and may be represented in more than one of the following lists.

· Among consortial partners, duplicated at one library: 

1-5%: 2

6-10%: 0
11-20%: 0
21-30%: 2

31-40%: 4

· Duplicated at all libraries in consortium:

1-5%: 0
6-10%: 3

11-20%: 1

21-30%: 1

· Overall duplication across entire consortium: 

1-10%: 0
11-20%: 1

21-30%: 3

31-40%: 2

41-50%: 2

51-60%: 2

61-70%: 1

71-80%: 0
81-90%: 2

5. Are you archiving journal content? Please describe your print archiving practices and your approach to archiving online journal content. For example, are you cooperatively archiving JSTOR print journals with consortial partners? Are you participating in PORTICO or LOCKSS for electronic journal content?
· Portico: 13
· JSTOR Print Archive, either participating in or archiving with partners including Five Colleges of Ohio, CRL, and Orbis Cascade: 10

· LOCKSS: 3

· CLOCKSS: 1
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If yes, what percentage of your materials budget is from these endowments?
<1-3%: 7

3.1-5%: 5

5.1-10%: 4

11-20%: 2

21-30%: 2

31-40%: 1

41-50%: 1

51-60%: 0
61-70%: 1

71-80%: 1
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If yes, for what purposes other than direct materials purchase can you employ your materials budget?
· Purchasing MARC Records: 10

· Cataloging/processing: 2

· Memberships: 2

· ILL: 2

· Technology/technology fees: 4

· Can use for other purposes, but don’t: 3

· Other flexibility: 3

8. For the last academic year  (or most recent year for which you have statistics), approximately how many items (in all formats) did your patrons borrow from libraries not at your institution? (This includes borrowing from consortial partners.) How does this number compare with the number of loans of locally owned or subscribed materials?
Given the wide variation in types of figures used by respondents—including interlibrary loans, borrowing, circulation, reserve, and electronic usage numbers and percentages—no general conclusions can be drawn at this point.  For those interested in the individual responses, the full text of the survey data is available.

9. Over the last few years, have you seen the proportion between the number of loans of items from off-campus and the number of loans of locally owned or subscribed materials change in any way? If so, how?
· Dramatic rise: 6

· Steady rise: 7

· Relatively stable: 7

· Drop: 5

Factors contributing to these changes include increased access to consortial catalogs, SFX and other full-text linking software, and the increase in materials available electronically.

10. What were your most used e-resources other than the library catalog in the academic year (or most recent year for which you have numbers)? If you can, list up to ten of your most popular e-resource titles, not including your catalog. (Since usage statistics are difficult to compare among products and vendors, an approximation of relative popularity is okay.)

Results are tabulated from 25 responses, which contained single references to nearly two dozen other database titles not mentioned below. One surprising no-show is Google Scholar, which appeared in only two responses.

· Web of Science/Science Direct: 23

· JSTOR: 21

· PsycInfo: 19

· General interdisciplinary index (Expanded Academic Index, Academic Search Premier, Research Library Complete): 18

· Lexis/Nexis: 17

· WorldCat: 12
OED: 11

· MLA: 8

· Project Muse: 6

Summary tabulation for major databases not listed above:

· Other science databases (Biosis, Biomed, BioSci, PubMed, BioOne, Science Citation Index, CINAHL): 11

· Other social sciences databases (Historical Abstracts, America, History & Life, Social Science Index, Social Science Citation Index, Communication & Mass Media): 10

· Other humanities databases (ArtStor, ATLA, LION, Literary Resource Center, Arts & Humanities Citation Index, Smithsonian Global Sound, Naxos): 9

· Business databases (EconLit, Factiva, ABI Global, Business Source): 8
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If yes,  how are you handling that in terms of staffing, budget, and workflow?
· Staffing increases/re-allocation from other units: 7

· Workflow shifts: direct consortial borrowing by patrons: 6

· Workflow shifts: increased participation by other units (branches, circulation) in ILL activities: 4

· Workflow shifts: staffing needs unchanged due to technology/automation: 6

· Budget increases: 2
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If so, roughly how many regular weekly staff hours and how many regular weekly student hours were there a decade ago? How many are there today?

· Staffing increase: 8 (between .5 and 1.5 FTE)

· Staffing decrease: 5 (between .25 and 1.5 FTE)

· Student staffing increase: 6 (between 10 and 40 hours)

· Student staffing decrease: 5 (between 8 and 35 hours)

13. What percentage of your collection has not circulated in the last 10 years?

0-20%: 0

21-30%: 2

31-40%: 2

41-50%: 3

51-60%: 2

61-70%: 5

71-80% 2 
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If yes, what repository software package(s) do you use, and what kinds of content do you collect?

· Software packages used: 

· ContentDM: 11

· DSpace: 5

· LUNA: 3

· Digital Commons: 3

· Fedora: 2

· ArtStor: 2

· Fez: 1

· Origami: 1

· XTF: 1

· Greenstone: 1

· Concerto: 1

· iTunes U: 1

· BePress: 1

· Scholar Works: 1

· Sakai: 1

· DigiTool: 1

· Content collected:

· Digital images and photographs:14

· Theses, faculty and student research: 11

· Local or campus materials: 5

· Audio files, interviews or oral history: 4

· Art history slides: 2

· Videos: 2

· Manuscripts or illuminations: 3

· Ethnographic objects: 2

· Other (Teaching images, costume design, scanned scores, finding aids, library resources): 6
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If relevant, please comment here about the circumstances that have influenced the development of your individual or consortial repository or repositories.
· Special collections/interdepartmental projects: 4

· Consortial interest/movement: 8
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If yes, do you digitize special collections materials in a systematic fashion? For example, have you established or are you establishing library-wide digitization standards and have you made or are you making formal, long-range plans for digitization of special collections?
· We have systematic, long-range digitization programming: 4

· We operate on a project basis: 14

· We are beginning to create a programmatic workflow and utilize standards: 6

· We do use standards for our program/projects (project-level standards, best practices, or campus-wide standards): 6

17. Please comment about any other trends that you have noticed related to your collection's composition or use.

· Growth in use/collection of a/v materials, especially films/DVDs: 5

· Increase in online journal usage: 5

· Increased consortial activity: 4

· Changes in collection scope: 4

· Decrease in print reference volumes: 3

· Low use of print/microform resources: 2

· Shift of government documents to e-format: 2

· Shift to e-books: 2

· Growth in recreational reading collections: 2

· Need to collect both print and e-editions (of journals, ref. titles): 2

· Increased digital collections: 2

· The following trends were also mentioned:

· Marketing

· Online migration

· Increased use of Special Collections materials

· Faculty resistance to e-format

· Decrease in print newspaper collections

· Need to weed

