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Recommendations: At the May 7™ meeting of the Faculty Senate, the Senate unanimously
passed the following resolution: “ The Senate strongly encourages the Salisbury University
administration to make increased funding for the library an annual priority.”

Attach any supporting documentation: Library Committee report, details both the history and
present comparative library budgets that exhibit the troubling status of the University’s library.
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Library Committee Report to the Faculty Senate, May 7, 2009

Resolution:

The Senate Library Committee presents a resolution asking the Senate to strongly
encourage that the Salisbury University administration make increased funding of

Library resources an annual priority.
History:

Whereas, the 2006 final Middle States report to Salisbury University noted that one of the
strengths of the university included “a revitalization and re-focus on the library as essential to the
academic enterprise,” and whereas the 2006-2008 strategic plan included a goal of “providing
resources, including a new facility and an enhanced operating budget, to make the library a focal
point of learning, scholarship, interaction and invention among students, faculty and staff.”

The Senate Library Committee would like to point out that despite modest increases, progress in
advancing the library facilities and resources do not address the real needs of the library.

Documentation:

e In 2000, Salisbury University ranked 10" out of 11 performance peer institutions in
number of volumes held. In 2006, SU ranked last.

e Since 2000, departmental book allocation funds have remained unchanged and are
projected to remain at current levels.

e The table below compares Salisbury University’s collections to its peer institutions.

2006 National Center for Education Statistics
Comparison of Library Holdings for Salisbury University

Total FTE

Audiovisual




*comparison group: SUNY-Fredonia, SUNY-Oswego, SUNY-Plattsburgh, University of Massachusetts-
Dartmouth, Bloomsberg University, Southeast Missouri State University, Millersville University, University of
North Carolina-Wilmington, University of Northern Iowa.



