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Discussion Points for Council Breakout Sessions on Tangible 
Distribution 
 

1. Users of depository libraries have differing needs for 
tangible documents. 

• What is unique about your library’s users and how do those 
characteristics create a requirement for the use of tangible 
documents? 

• What information needs do tangible documents meet for 
your users that are not met through electronic information? 

 
Answers:  There is frustration among State and other libraries 
since some have integrated Law Library functions. Many of these 
libraries have very specialized collections (regional geography, for 
example), in addition to acting dually as law libraries. It was difficult 
to try and participate in both areas (State and Law) of the Essential 
Titles survey with defining requirements and restrictions based on 
library type set in survey.  It was felt that selections didn’t overlap 
on State and Law libraries in the survey, even though State 
libraries had very similar demands to Law. In these instances of 
State libraries acting also as Law libraries, tangibles are needed by 
users because of the existing requirement for physical documents 
in the legal community. Furthermore, several of these State/Law 
libraries offer “authentic” tangibles (such as the CFR) on loan to 
users, which is a service that few other libraries provide. 
 
In some cases, the users of State and Other libraries are, in fact, 
other libraries. State and other libraries act as the last resort for the 
tangible format of a document, and provide inter-library loans and 
duplications as needed. In these cases, State libraries typically find 
themselves selecting all tangibles for deposit to fill this user-
oriented need. 
 
Finally, regional requirements and local interests often come into 
play with State and Other libraries. They maintain specialized 
collections of atypical region-oriented documents, such as 
histories, maps, and water surveys, which are found to be most 
useful to users in a tangible format. It was the general consensus 
that these atypical tangible formats have yet to be developed into 
very usable electronic formats, with their users’ desire for 
“authentic” seeming documents further bolstering the need for 
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tangible format. To some State libraries, the desire for more 
region-oriented materials in tangible format outweighs a desire for 
tangible versions of core documents of the Federal Government. It 
was suggested that perhaps libraries could be grouped into regions 
for discussion; however, this then raised the question of how to 
determine such regions. 
 
Who determines use/usability needs?  GPO needs a diverse 
understanding of all kinds of libraries and library types.  Perhaps 
focus groups would help. 
 

2. Under ID 71, GPO policy is to continue tangible distribution 
of essential titles as long as the publishing agency publishes 
in tangible form.  GPO will also continue tangible distribution 
for those titles for which there are no useable/useful 
electronic equivalents.  GPO will apply the criteria of ID 71 
to determine how to best provide other information products 
by assessing: 

 
• How the product will be used. 
• The specific characteristics of the online and/or tangible 

product. 
• Issues relating to permanent public access. 
• The cost of providing the material. 

 
Do you concur with these criteria? 
Are there additional criteria that GPO should consider? 
 
Answers:  The group generally concurred with these points, with 
the stipulation that determining “usability” involves input from the 
library community, or is defined by the user community, and not 
necessarily by the Federal Depository Library Council. In addition, 
these topics lead to some discussion on reviving the idea of print 
on demand. 
 

3. Approximately 60% of depository libraries participated in the 
most recent Essential Titles Survey. While many sample 
surveys would consider this an excellent response rate, the 
purpose of this survey was to determine if a clear set of 
additional titles could be identified as essential for the 
various types of depository libraries. 

 
• How can we most effectively use the survey results to make 

meaningful decisions? 
• Do you concur with the recommendations put forth this 

morning by the Depository Library Council? 
• Are there other steps that GPO and the community should 

take? 
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Answers:  Generally, the Group believed that in order to make the 
results meaningful, it would be beneficial to do as much regional 
identification as possible – this in turn might “reflect the true story” 
of the libraries’ needs. Some individuals felt that the FDLP “is not a 
free book program, so cataloging tools should never have been 
offered on the survey,” which in turned affected the outcome of the 
results.  
 
There was a general agreement with the Council’s 
recommendation to conduct a new survey; many felt that it was not 
clear what the goal of the survey was, that they are “out of the 
loop” with GPO, and that they had no idea whether the goal of the 
survey was to create “explicitly distinct” Essential Titles lists. It 
would be useful if GPO could do a better job of making its 
intentions clear to the community, and conduct surveys such as 
this with better preparation and more time for the process of 
responding. 
 
Steps that the group recommended should be taken by GPO are:  

o Cleaning up the item numbers/fixing the item number 
system before conducting a new survey;  

o Getting input from libraries by region, as opposed to strictly 
by library type;  

o Limiting the number of selections a library can make (if the 
item numbers get cleaned up), so people would be forced to 
select only what they really want, and thus providing a more 
controlled set of results;  

o Revisiting/reworking the item selection process;  
o Take into consideration the dual roles that State libraries 

have to consider so as not to force a sacrifice on their part;  
o Improve the survey technology -- many libraries/selectives 

weren’t even sure if their results were received by GPO; 
o And provide more advance information and time for the 

survey so librarians can make preparations to do a better 
job of considering and responding to it. 

o In some cases, such as with State/Special Libraries, it might 
prove useful to open the selections available to other 
libraries (esp. Law) as options as well, to better suit their 
multiple roles as libraries 

 
Additional Notes/Responses: 

o Some felt the Print on Demand survey was “impossible to 
answer” – did this make it seem like people weren’t 
interested in it then as a pilot project? 

o One librarian voiced the concern that things said to specific 
details “were being taken as criticism of the whole project” 
[re: POD] 
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o “for state interest, POD would desire a “right then,” whereas 
Library of Congress proposes a wait period, for a single run 
of multiple copies” 

o Sentiment is POD would work well as a concept for 
State/Special libraries 

o Item number system should be cleaned – reorganized, 
purged of items not available for many years. 

o Microfiche is not a good format in general; in general, a 
document would be better in electronic than in fiche, 
provided that it’s an “archive” quality version of electronic. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


	Breakout Session by Library Type—2005 Spring DLC
	APRIL 18, 2005
	8:30AM-12:00 NOON
	ALVARADO H





<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for high quality pre-press printing. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later. These settings require font embedding.)
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308030d730ea30d730ec30b9537052377528306e00200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /FRA <>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


