
Library Advisory Committee Meeting 

Minutes 

February 20, 2014: 4:00 

Conference Room, Roy O. West Library 

 

Present: Bridget Gourley (Chair of Faculty), Geoff Klinger (Chair), David Gellman, 

Brian Howard, Bruce Sanders 

 

 

I. Geoff opened the meeting and gave some introductory remarks about the 

LAC’s proposed Open Access Policy and turned the meeting over to Bridget 

Gourley, Chair of Faculty. 

 

II. Bridget noted that the administration can and does add to the Academic 

Handbook which might be the place to house the new Open Access Policy.  

She noted that they did something similar with the changes to Winter Term 

and Extended Studies.  This is also similar to how SLAAC might change the 

academic integrity policy. 

 

III. The procedure to get this on the agenda for a faculty meeting is that the LAC 

must give advance notice, hold open meetings, and eventually call for a vote 

after the policy had been thoroughly considered by the faculty.  So, the 

shortest time to implement policy would be two months/faculty meetings.  It 

could span two years, but both the committee changes, and the community 

changes.  Bridget noted that while it would not hurt to hold additional open 

meetings, this probably does not carry the same level of controversy as 

Extended Studies. 

 

IV. Geoff noted that Jonathan (immediate past LAC chair) spoke about this policy 

to the faculty meeting last year, and the committee hosted open meetings 

about the policy. 

 

V. Bridget suggested that framing the motion before the vote is very important, 

and that open meetings are more informational.  She also recommended 

developing a list of FAQs (frequently asked questions) to proactively answer 

questions and potential concerns. 

 

VI. Bruce noted that Jonathan got the policy before the faculty in December 2012, 

that a preliminary draft has been circulated.  He also noted that the LAC did 

sponsor a faculty forum in the Fall. 

 

VII. Bridget commented that we can make minor changes to the motion before the 

vote, and after advance notice is given, as long as the language and content of 

the motion remains substantially unaltered. 

 



VIII. Bridget noted the Monday deadline to submit material for the next faculty 

meeting, and that is needs to be submitted as a word document with minimal 

formatting.  It can (and perhaps should) include a preamble and a FAQ 

section.  She recommended an oral framing at the advance notice meeting, and 

again when the policy is presented for a vote.  She also suggested identifying 

a point person to handle possible questions, but also encourage faculty 

members to contact anybody on the committee with the same. 

 

IX. Geoff and the rest of the committee thanked Bridget for her time, and 

continued our discussion after her departure. 

 

X. Bruce raised the question about the VPAA’s identification of inconsistency in 

the language about revocability.  Brian observed that the two clauses in the 

policy do not really conflict.  Bruce suggested that maybe we should run the 

policy by the University’s attorneys.  David contended that we do not really 

need this to be formally review by the University’s attorneys.  Bruce noted 

that administrative tinkering might slow the process down, and lead to 

changes that the committee does not support. 

 

XI. The committee then turned its attention to a close read of the policy.  Bruce 

suggested eliminating the first reference to ‘irrevocable.’  Brian added that he 

had carefully reviewed the Harvard template for open access, and they use the 

language of ‘non-exclusive, irrevocable.’  Based on this, he suggested 

replacing the first ‘irrevocable’ with ‘non-exclusive.’  David observed that 

this would be a prudent move because we do not want to give the 

administration the power to withhold the right of withdrawal. 

 

XII. David raised the question about what happens when a faculty member dies, or 

leave the university and/or what if a faculty member’s heirs want to withdraw 

the article because the copyright might be void at that point.  Bruce responded 

that copyright typically extends through your life, and an additional 75 years 

(expanded from its original 14 years). 

 

XIII. The committee briefly discussed whether to hold additional open meetings.  

We concluded that the previous presentation of the policy to the faculty by 

Jonathan last year, coupled with the well attended faculty forum, that we did 

not need to hold additional open meetings, but that we should all be available 

to field questions from faculty members once advance notice had been given. 

 

XIV. Bruce agreed to add the front matter/preamble to the motion, and that he and 

Rick would develop a set of frequently asked questions.  Geoff agreed to 

assemble the different sections of the document in order to get it to Bridget in 

a timely fashion so that it can be included in the next faculty meeting for prior 

notification purposes. 

 

XV. The meeting was adjourned at 5:02. 


