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ACRL-STS Publisher/Vendor Relations Discussion Group Committee Meeting
ALA Annual – Chicago 2017
Saturday (6/24/2017) 8:30 – 10:00 am; Hilton Chicago - Continental B
Meeting as part of the STS All-Committees session



Agenda of the meeting (date corrected in item 6)

1. Introductions
1. Updates from STS Council 
1. Leadership for 2017-2018 
1. Size of the group and the role of members
1. Topics for future discussion sessions
1. Planning for 2018 Midwinter 
-Discussion-group format
-Contacting speakers
-Jobs for members
1. Other topics for the committee?


*********************************************************


Notes from the Annual 2017 meeting of the

Publisher/Vendor Relations Discussion Group Committee


Attending:  Elizabeth Wallace (co-chair), Janet Hughes, Edward Lener (co-chair), George Porter, Larayne Dallas (recorder and co-chair), Gabriela Toth (visitor)
Members not present:  Barry Brown, David Dror, Fran Rosen

--------------------------------------------------------

Introductions.  We were joined by Gabriela Toth, who is with EBSCO eBooks.

 
Agenda.  Concerning agenda topics, we would need to be planning for Midwinter 2018, and not for Midwinter 2017.  The agenda is corrected above.


Planning.  Group members were enthusiastic about discussing topics for future discussion-group sessions.  Larayne promised to send Ed the specific suggestions from attendees at the Midwinter 2017 discussion.  She remembered positive comments about the informal session and also remarks appreciative of the more typical formal format.  Elizabeth listed the discussion topics covered during her time of service with the group. 

One scheduling concern was about overlapping with the IEEE breakfast and hoping not to do that at future conferences.

Concerning possible future topics, these ideas were suggested:

-A discussion of bibliographic management software, perhaps with representatives from Mendeley, Papers, Clarivate, RefWorks, and all.  We knew that it would be important to have a good structure for a session on this topic to avoid the sense of competitors trying to sell their product. 

-Journal impact factors, including alternative metrics.  Possible vendors/publishers include Clarivate and Plum.  Our discussion included a comment that the National Science Foundation is requiring evidence of impact. 

-Emily suggested a discussion of DRM (digital rights management) and electronic books.  

-Library databases and the development work behind them – we had discussed this before.

-Web of Science and Scopus.

-Informational presentations from company representatives about how work is done at the representative’s organization.

Continuing with general discussions concerning discussion-group topics, we considered that faculty members would be valuable participants as panelists.  

Elizabeth shared her thoughts on getting together a panel of speakers.  She made contacts herself, preferring that as compared to dividing the work.  She advised that three is probably the maximum for a number of speakers.  Though the time slot and day make the planning effort a challenge, it is possible to arrange for speakers to get registration paid and a small per diem.  She also advised against having sale representatives for the panels since we want other kinds of information.  Lastly, Elizabeth recommended Scott Warren (Cornell) as moderator. 


STS Council.  Larayne relayed some information from the STS (Science and Technology Section) Council meeting held the night before.  Topics included: Security measures for the Hillary Clinton talk, conference tweeters wanted, planned changes for ALA Annuals, looking ahead to ACRL 2019 in Cleveland, planning for an innovation award, hoping to update Issues in Science and Technology Librarianship (ISTL), and LibGuides for storing STS information.



