ACRL GOVERNMENT RELATIONS COMMITTEE

MEETING MINUTES

Mid-Winter 2008

Philadelphia, PA

Present: Hisle (Chair);  Ochoa; Williams; Dodge; Miller; Nicholson; Maring; McLane; Best; Connolly; Malenfant.
Absent: Albitz; Belk; Kratz.

The Committee met at 2:30 p.m. and joined with the Copyright Committee to receive an update on issues from the Washington Office.

Carrie Russell began by discussing the decision by the Washington Office and the Committee on Legislation to work cooperatively on copyright issues.  They will take the approach of discussing the fundamental issues of copyright.  The Government Relations Committee should let Carrie or Lynne Bradley know if we want to participate.
Russell discussed the proposed revisions to the ALA Code of Ethics.  The issue is whether a statement regarding Copyright should be in the Code and, if so, what should the statement represent.  The present wording indicates that librarians support intellectual property rights.  It has been proposed that wording be included which endorses a balance of user rights while respecting those who create intellectual property.  Our support is for a copyright law that supports innovation and research to advance learning.  Russell asked if it would be helpful for the Committees to submit a resolution on the Code of Ethics to the ACRL Board?  Malenfant suggested that the Intellectual Freedom, Copyright, and Government Relations Committees work on a resolution to submit to the Board.
Connolly reported that the ACRL Board endorse a proposed ethics statement which included the phrase “recognize and balance” between the rights of researchers and copyright holders.
Intellectual Copyright – the Office for Information Technology Policy has a grant from the MacArthur Foundation through 2010.  The funding will be used for the establishment of the International Copyright Advocate Program.  Three individuals will be selected and offered training to represent library interests at meetings of the World Intellectual Property Organization.  Four objectives for this program include: 1. ensuring that library positions on copyright are heard and acknowledged at WIPO; 2. that the Library Copyright Alliance will work on copyright issues at the national level; 3. that the advocates will provide for library influence at WIPO; presently, the US Assembly is dominated by corporate interests; and 4., will provide a deepened understanding of international copyright issues and concerns within ALA.
Presently, the agenda at WIPO is to help developing countries to develop and implement intellectual property laws and regulations for themselves.  A major concern lies in what kinds of protection will be provided for traditional knowledge (such as Navajo folklore).  There will be a fall conference to discuss n ALA position on protection for traditional knowledge.  Kenneth Crews is currently analyzing copyright laws and exceptions and will issue a report to be made available to the developing countries.

Lynne Bradley discussed Congressional activities.  Net-neutrality is being discussed again.  Congressional interest has increased due to evidence of corporate activities which have impacted user access.   Currently, there is no policy in place protecting the openness of the Internet.  Providers are able to block or re-shape information into packets.  ALA will continue to support efforts for pro network neutrality action.
At present, no discussions are taking place regarding the Federal Research Public Access Act (FRPAA).

The NIH legislation passed requiring deposit of research funded by NIH grants to be deposited and made available within six months of publication.

Legislation is currently being proposed to combat piracy internationally.  The Senate Judiciary Committee has proposed a pro-Intellectual Property bill that will create an office specifically to enforce Intellectual Property laws.  It would also create an office in the Executive branch dealing with IP issues.  
The Senate will be holding hearings with the Copyright Office on legislation which will allow monetary damages for multiple infringements of copyright.  As en example, under present law, downloading music from a dvd could result in legal damages up to a maximum of $250,000 regardless of how many songs were downloaded.  Legislation is being considered which would allow multiple infringements for an action, i.e., $250,000 could be assessed for each song downloaded.  A group of law professors oppose the change in damages.
The Section 108 study has not been completed.  It is anticipated that a report will be issued by the end of January.  Unofficially, it appears that there has been agreement on the following issues: 1. Museums will be included for exemption; 2. There will be a change in the number of copies for preservation that can be made from three to the number of copies necessary; 3. Systematic web-archiving will be included; and 4. Access to news archives through Vanderbilt will be included in some form.  Electronic reserves apparently will not be addressed.
Bradley encouraged members to become Copyright advocates.  Suggested individuals sign up through the federal Legislative Library Advocacy Network or other similar networks.  Also individuals can keep up to date by signing on to the District Dispatch, the successor publication to ALAWON.  

Bradley noted the need to build a network of advocates.  The importance of advocacy was driven home in the push to pass the NIH legislation resulting in the requiring the deposit of federally funded research into an open (free) site.

McLane noted the importance of coordination of information sharing for the advocates to ensure that they are all on the same page and are giving legislators the same message.  

There being no further items to discuss, the joint committee broke up and each committee began its separate meeting.
The first item of business for the Government Relations Committee was the selection of a recorder. Best was approved to take minutes.  A motion was made by McLane to approve the minutes from the meeting in Washington, D.C..  Dodge seconded and the minutes were approved.
The second item of business was a review of the roster.  Those whose appointment to the committee ends following the annual meeting in Anaheim (2008) include: Hisle (Chair); Best, McLane and Ochoa.  Anyone whose term is expiring and who wishes to be reappointed should inform Hisle.

Hisle reported on tasks that the incoming chair will be responsible for: i.e., s/he will need to attend the legislative assembly, which meets Fridays and Mondays of the conference.

Hisle mentioned that there has been some discussion on whether a resolution should be done thanking Congress for supporting the NIH Open Access and encouraging them with the FERPA continuation.  Hisle suggested that a second meeting of the Government Relations Committee on Friday would allow the committee time to write a resolution and bring it back to the Sunday meeting for approval.  The Friday meeting was agreed to by the Committee.

The Committee has not completed a new legislative agenda. McLane noted that the Legislative Advocates will need to have a succinct description of the issues and statement of ACRLs position on the matter.  It was decided that members of the Committee will select an issue from the 3rd Quarter Legislative Agenda and will prepare an update.  Deadline will be February 15th.  Connolly will send out some examples to use in formatting the issues.  The basic issues to address include legislative actions that hqve taken place, the current situation in re: legislation, a recommendation for the Association’s position, links, as appropriate, to the Washington Office’s briefing papers, and a brief analysis of the impact on academic institutions.  The following members volunteered for these assignments:

Best – Orphan Works

Dodge – Fair Use and Anti-Circumvention
Maring – Net Neutrality
Miller - Enhanced Access to Federal Research / FERPA 

Copyright – Malenfant recommended that the Copyright Committee be asked to handle this.

McLane -Government Information (Note: Best will help with Presidential Records)

McLane discussed the Legislative Advocate Program – he serves as the Visiting Program Officer for Legislative Advocacy in ACRL.  McLane is working with Connolly to develop a virtual training program for the advocates within their state.  The recruitment program, initially designed to be implemented twice a year, is currently on hold until the program gets running.  At present, McLane does not have a current list of advocates – Connolly will provide one.  Malenfant noted the importance of legislative advocacy.  Those who were serving as Advocates played an important role in promoting the open access requirement in the NIH bill.
Ochoa asked for clarification of the Committee’s role in the Advocacy program.  Hisle reported that the program is a creature of the Committee, and that the Committee needs to be continuously involved.

National Legislative Day – The Committee is responsible for selecting speakers.  Last year’s speaker was George Mahaffy who made a very positive impact.  Two speakers who were nominated last year were Terry Hartle (American Council on Education) and Thomas Blanton (National Security Archive).

Ochoa moved to ask Hartle to speak, with Blanton as the second choice.  The motion was seconded and approved by the Committee.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.

Respectfully submitted,

Rickey Best
Member, Government Relations Committee

rbest@aum.edu
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