
 
Library Committee Meeting Minutes 
 
November 20, 2014, 8:30 – 9:30  
 
Present: Roberta Lembke (Director of IT and Libraries), Steve Soderlind (Chair), Jolene 
Barjasteh, Anthony Roberts, Todd Nichol.  Absent: Kay Smith.  
Guest observer: Punnoose Mannoor Itty, Dean of Student Affairs and Associate Professor of 
Malayalam at Union Christian College in Aluva, Kerala, India. 
 
 
This meeting was devoted to prospective innovations for library management and archives. 
 

1) Roberta Lembke updated the committee on efforts stemming from our Mellon Grant to 
adopt a new Library Management System. The search has narrowed to two systems, 
World Share and ALMA, now being investigated in greater detail. Of the two, ALMA 
seems the stronger in the area of metadata for special collections, but library staff will be 
researching to clarify that apparent advantage.  

a. The prospective timeline calls for implementation of a new Library Management 
System by June 2016. In the meantime the college is maintaining but not 
upgrading its current system.   

b. The new management system will serve both St. Olaf and Carleton Libraries, 
extending the collaboration. The “portal” or “landing page” will be the same for 
each college, as will the rules for circulation and control. The goal is to have a 
relatively seamless transition from the old to the new system. 

c. The new system should provide better service for research and routine classwork. 
It will maintain the “Bridge look” while upgrading discovery tools.  

2) Questions focused on “metadata,” special collections (NAHA and Kirkegaard), and 
search protocols (local to global and digital collections). 

3) Jason Paul of the library staff introduced the idea of creating a Digital Repository for St. 
Olaf College. The concept to be fleshed out via future questionnaires and meetings 
involves creating an online platform to preserve and make accessible selected work of the 
college community. It may include such things as faculty and student publications, 
unpublished works, teaching materials, creative content, streamed talks, concerts, and 
events, past College Catalogs, administrative documents, and the like.  

a. This may require some new terminology on campus. “Capture” is like “acquire;” 
“dark” might mean “delayed accessibility;” and “non-downloadable” would be a 
common limitation. 

b. Jason has been prospecting this idea, and has drafted a questionnaire for faculty 
feedback. He also wondered about inviting faculty to a workshop on a closely 
related topic (copyright, publishing contracts, self-publishing, web access to 
writing) at which to discuss a Digital Repository.  

c. Questions arose about ownership, infringement, privacy, approvals, and potential 
legal entanglements. Given the challenges, the repository should be developed in 
stages, beginning with the lest controversial categories. 

d. This is a low budget venture, not funded by the Mellon Grant. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Steve Soderlind, secretary pro tem 



 


