3
N
i
T
Y
B

oy

DOC E\"Lé"cow

RIS ﬂ&%“mﬁw&m%w&mm S e ,;rmw/ww

g —m

i’&gﬂj){ @ N

f the @Annua[ ag
[];/Izlztary Librarians Workshop op (14D;

} /Ré,“,&a,u\( ) //@K/;’ff

/ /éﬂﬁ.ﬁ‘”/

| 27-20 SEPTEMBER 1977/
i =

US ARMY WAR COLLEGE

US ARMY
MILITARY HISTORY INSTITUTE

CARLISLE BARRACKS PA

RESOURCE SHARING .




[‘, A

DUy

[}

S SR A e v e T

SCCURITY CLASSIFI;J.TION OF THIS PAGE (When Dats Entered)

REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE READ INSTRUCTIONS
. BEFORE COMPLETING FORM
1. REPORT NUMBER 2, GOVT ACCESSION NO. 3. RECIPIENT'S CATALOG NUMBER
4 YITLE (wvd Subtito) 5. TYPE OF REPORT & PERIOD COVEPRED
Proceedings of the Zlst Annual Military Proceedings
Librarians' Workshop - 27-29 Sep 77
6. PERFDRMING ORG. REPORT NUMBER
7. AUTHGR(s) 8. CONTRACT OR GRANT NUMBER(#)
US Army War College and US Army Military
History Institute, Carlisle Rarratrks, PA 17013
9. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME AND ADDRESS 10 PROGRAM ELEMENT, PROJECT TASK
AREA & WORK UN!T NUMBERS
Same as author
11. CONTROLLING OFFICE NAME AND ADDRESS 12. REPORT DATE
"7
Same as author 27-29 Sep 77
13. NUMBER OF PAGES
53
T4 MONITORING AGENCY NAME & ADDRESS(If different from Controlling Off:2s) | 15. SEGURITY TLASS. (of thia report)
Unclacsified
15a. DECL ASSIFICATION! DOWNGRADING
SCHEDULE
16. DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT (of thia Report)
Approved for public release; distribution unlimited
17. DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT (of the abstract entered In Block 20, 1f different from Repo-t)
18. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES
19. KEY WORDS (Continue on reverse side If necessary and identify by block nu:nb'nr)
20. ASSTRACT (Continue on reverse side if necessary and identify by block number)

J

DD . Of™, 1473 eoimion OF 1 NOV 65 1S OBSOLETE

JAN 73

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THIS PAGE (When Data Entered)

NCALeEk

»

~.
houdarir e




i

5
A

'smlé"\“ P

A

s 1 P b
R

‘IJ";‘:}')“ iy
ki

o,

-5l
R
Xy
2
" 53
<
s
e

A

PROCEEDINGS

21ST MILITARY LIBRARIANS WORKSLOP
27-29 SEPTEMBER 1977

SPON<OR
JS Army War Cerlleze
US Anny Military iHlistory Ingtitnute

Maior General! Robert G. ferks
Commandant, USAWC
Commanding Ge~z»ral, USAMHI

HOSTS
Catherine L. Zealberg Juyce L. Eagkin
Director, wibrary Ayst. Director, Library Services
US Army UWar College US Army Military History Imnstitu

WORKSEOF ASSIGNMENTS
Registratior--Doris O.P. Mosley
Computerized Listiiigs--Agnes L. Frey
Treasurers~-Virginia Kovach 2nd Virginia Shope
Trensportation--Hele.. Hunsecker
Social Activities~-Dovis Hunter and Mathilde Carter
Proceedings--Joan Hench

PROGRAM PLANNING COMMITTEE
Mr. J. Thomas Russell, National Defense University, Chairman
Mg, Eleanor Driscoll, Air force Systems Command
Ms. Carolyn Graves, Post Librarr, Foit Dix
Mr. Feter Imhof, Navzl Research Lcboratory
Mrs. A, Jannelle Williams, US Army Trensportation School
Ms. Jeyce Eakin, UsA Military Historv Research Collection

LONC RANGE PTANNING COMMITTEE
Frances L. Carsy, Naval ¥War College, Chairman
LTC Beu Gl}idden, Air Force Academy
Paul M. Kliuefelter, Defense Documentation Center
Margrett B. Zenich, Office of the Chief of Engineers

CHATIMAN, MLD, SLA
Maygaret M. (Jims) Murphy
Chief, Technical Library
US Army Materisls and Mechanics Research lenter

*
L o
e

- P e BT B G Ra TR, - ) Ry T

B I, i IR A SN NG I TR IR A 1 B T T S Ceniling

2 S e e AR S SR TR AT G TR A SRR R S SR AN A —~ -
e it . -

te

-
2t




= A g G T T i)
P TIES e MR TR I -
o Pt PR TR TSRS

TP AeTIAL
TABLE OF sCONTENTS ®
WORKSHOP PROGRAM . . C . .
OPENING SESSION . . e e . e e e e

KEYNOTE ADDRESS ., . .

¢ e ¢ e & & 6 s s+ 8 s+ e s o s

TASK GROUPS

.-
MAir University Periodical Index Expansion”~ . . . .

e

*On-Line Commercial Information Systems and ServicesY .

- MCensus of Special Resourcesﬁf. . . .

_"Tagk Group o Professional Trainingf'. c e e .
£
"Minicomputers’ . . . . e e e e e e e e e e e

" "pOD Career Program for Librariansqﬂ)‘“A

4
. * . . . . . 4

" "Technician Training Task Group) .

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS . . . . . . . .\

MIW SOP

FYET

i
2

4
¥
ST

P
it

3

5%§”

NS
(1o

ji

; e o ey B
: ,»w“?lﬁ':ﬁ&\'“@,“'\a!}@D\\Q" y"fx‘?\ s %

Page

13
17
20
22
24
29
34

39

" s gt PR
e e R s ST AT
L e cram AT T STRIE TR

“\ i msm——




wr
D i st PRI ok KA

B R AT

r
i

§ N RN

§ohy

- ‘ a
.

¥, Lo
R M

Qg

MG ity gt

st

1600-2100

1800~

1900-

0800-0900

0815-

0915-0930

0930-0945

0945-1010

1010-1030

1030-1100
1100-1200

1200-1330

PROGRAM

IMONDAY
27 September 1977
Registration

Dinner/Races

Hospitslity Suite

TUESDAY
28 September 1977
Registration

Buses leave Quality Inn for
Carlisle Barracks

Welcome=--MG R. G. Yerks,
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TUESDAY (cont'd)
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0800-1200 TASK GROUPS reconvene for Second Quality Inn i
Session

1200-1230 LUNCH--At the choice of the delegates
1330-1515 TASK GRCUPS--Third Session Quality Inn :
1515-1530 BREAK Embers Room :
Quality Tnn i
t
1330-1630 General Session Embers Rcom "
Progress Reports from Task Ouality Inn l
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i
1900-2230 Cocktails~-Dinner Ball Rcom ‘
Address: '"Archival Anecdctes." Quality Inn f

Prof. John K. Mahen
Vigiting Professor of Military
History, USAMHI

Mausic and Dancing
Fred Harry and his Summa
Cum Laude Society and
Jazz Ensemble

TiHURSDAY f

3( September 1977

300-1200 TASK GROUPS--Final Session Quality Ian
Preparation of Position/Planning
Documents

1200-1340 LUNCH--At the choice of the delegates

1330-1630 RUSINESS MEETING Embers Room
Yask Group Presentations Quality Inn

Future of the Military
Librarians Werkshop

1630~ Adjournment
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MG Robert G. Yerks greets Mr. J, Thomas Russell,
MW Workshop Program Chairman. Qthers pictured
from left are: Col Donald P. Shaw, Catherine
Tealberg, Jovee Eakin and lee Povers.

OPENING SESSION

Delegates assembled in Upton Pall, S Army Military History Institute,
Tuesday morring, September 27, 1977 where thev were grocted by Major General
Robert G. Yerks, Commandant of the US Army War College, and Colonel
Donald P, Shaw, Director, US Army Militsry Higtory Institute. Both
individuals expressed strong beliefs in the importance of military
libraries, and endorsed the program theme of '"Resource Sharing."
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Following the welcome, Mr. J. Thomas Russell, Program Chairman for
the Workshop, introduced Mr. Lee Powers, who was representing Mr. James
Riley, the Executive Director of the Federal Library Committee. Mr.
Powers outlined for delegates currenc projects being underteken by the
Federal Library Committee. Of special interest to the delegates in the
area of resource sharing were: (1) A feacibility studv on establishing
a federal library data base is being conducted: (2) The Survey of Library
Automation in the Metropolitan Washingtonr Ares, 1977, will be available
by the end of the vear: (3) The Federal Library Committee received 2
first draft of a report on the changes in the libdbrary and information
services resulting primarily from asutomation and technological develop-

wents and affecting the Government's classification and gqualificaticn
gtandards for libraries.

Sntiiiact

ARy

. The federal report will be submitted to the

- Civil Service Commission for use in its veview and revision of standards
- for librarians and information specialists: (&) A draft MARC Technicsl
f
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Report Format is in preparation by a four-member working group from the
Federal Library Committee, the Library of Congress, and the Departmeut
of Defense. The draft will be distributed for comment among librarians
using the OCLC system and selected agencies using the COSATI technical
report format. The draft will be used by the LC Processing Department
in drafting a MARC technical report format; (5) A group of federal
libraries, widely dispersed geographically, is planning a six-month
pilot experiment involving the installation and use of slow-scan
television equipment. The purpose is to determine the usefulness of
such equipment to improve the timeliness of document delivery and
access to other libraries. Work has begun on the design plan and
procedures to conduct the experiment, the detail definition and
description of functions and operations for the collection of data,

and the method and review for the experiment evaluation. The experiment
will begio during the first quarter of calendar year 1978.

Following Mr., Powers, Mr. Paul Klinefelter, of the Defense
Documentation Center, described the Shared Bibliographed Experiment.
Following is the text of Mr. Klinefelter's presentation:

SHARING OF BIBLIOGRAPHIC INPUT

In consonance with the theme of this conference, the Defense
Documentation Center is sponsoring a Shared Bibliographic Input
Experiment to build a system which will eventually result in one-time
preparation cf standardized bibliographic descriptions generated by a
library or information center at the source of technical reports. This
procedure is expected, when fully implemented, to result in a shariug
of bibliographic data which, once prepared at a knowledgeable point,
e.g. the source of the technical report, could be used by all other
users of that technical report. Aspects of this experiment parallel the
highly succeseful OCLC System developed for monographic materials. The
initial participants are the Naval Regearch Laborator—, the Army Research
and Development Command at Picatinny Arsenal, the Air Force Weapons
Laboratory, the Defense Communications Agency, Defense Nuclear Agency,
and the Institute of Defense Analyses. This participation represents all
the military services, two of the sndependent DoD agencies, a contractor
site (IDA), and will reflect the effect of distance on remote input
(AFWL in Albuquerque). The experiment will use the Remote Terminal
Input Subsystem (RTIS) of the DoD On-~Line System and will involve
library sites which have on-line terminals. In the case of IDA, the
terminal will be installed soon. This experiment began in September
1977 af:cer intensive discussion by the participants and RTIS training
for their representatives. 1In order to test the concept input to the
experiment ic initially restricted to new technical reports (both
classified and unclass.ified) generated or controlled by the participant
organizations. A subsequent phase will expand its coverage to
retrospective work, i.e. selected older technical reports, another will
involve technical reports which will never be held at DDC but whose
bibliograpuic descriptions will then be available to all DDC users, and
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i finally a possible expansion to creation of bibliographic descriptions
¥ ) generated at participant remote terminals for any technical report not
: already having an entry in the file. This experiment has started off
well and promises to be highly successful,

Sharing of standardized descriptive data for technical reports is
a logical development from much previous work on standardization and
new on-line library techniques. Its roots go back to the standardized
catalog cards formerly bound into technical reports generated within
DoD. These catalog cards were replaced by the standard bibliographic
data sheet now required to be bound into each new technical report, as
the first page after the cover, bv MIL-STD-847A. This standardized
descriptive data sheet observes cataloging rules developed by COSATI for
technical reports, and is verv close to being useful standard ~ataloging
data for the AYP f{iles maintained at DDC. The obvious next step has
been to consider this descriptive data as logical input into DDC in
machinable form, similar to the machinable descriptive data inputs which
have for vears been submitted as input to the Work Unit Information
System (DD Form 14568¢) for RSD work in progress, as well as the Program
Planning Data Bank (M) Form 1634s) and the Independent Research and
Development Data Bank. The extensive developmental contributions over ,
the years of wmilitary librarians toward a true sharing of cne-time
professional bioliographic contributions can now be pulled together for
the general good and wort economy of the entire DoD information system.
Once this svstem is operational and on-line terminals are available to
most military libraries, the cost effectiveness inherent in this sharing
procegs should prove of immense value to all military librarians.

Paul flinefelte:r, DDC
describes the Shared
Bibliograpnic Input
Expevriment.
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Colonel Quay C. Snyder, Director
Student and Faculty Development, US Army War College

KEYNOTE ADDRESS

"Resource Sharing"

In my opinion, there is no topic more appropriate for the
theme of your 21lst Librarians' Workshop than "Resource Sharing"
and no other profession so dedicated to working at sharing
intellectual resources with others than that of the librarians.

As Americans, we have enjoved a lifestyle which, during
our history, has manifested very little concern for the limits
of our resources. We always seem to spend more, use more, waste
more, and want more. For us there seems to have been an inexhaust-
ible supply of everything - and, even of those things that seem to
be in short supply. Well, our philosophy has usually been that
some new, improved technology will overcome any obstacle and we'll
' find new sources of substitute materials which will be vast improve-
ments over the old resources - we have been a spoiled, throw-away
society. :

Events such as the recent cil crisis aroused some concern
for energy conservation; but, except for higher gasoline prices
and home heating oil costs, the average American has little
awareness of the seriousness of the problem and the need for
resource conservation. We still buy more and more large cars, i
carpooling is still an infringement on our personal independence;
as a nation we cannot agree on the need for a concerted energy
conservation program!
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The world can be headed from an era of abundance to one of
scarcity.

We did not come here to discuss the shortage of natural
resources or world economic conditions, but these do have a
significant impact >n all of us. More and more there will be
demands for solving the scarcity of natural resources. These
demands mean time and money. There will be more and more demand
for money to imp-iuve technology in order to maintain and improve
our standard of living.

Technology costs a lot of money - couple that with an infor-
mation explosion which my librarian friends tell me is over 8%
per year, this means that in less than 10 years the amount of '
published knowledge in arts, sciences and other fields doubled. |
Or, to put that another way, in the last ten years, there has
been as much total recorded knowledge generated as there was from
the time life began up until ten years ago. If this knowledge is
manifested in new publications of various types, what does this
do to acquisitions and library holdings?

The numbers can be staggering. There are now more than
92,000 libraries in the U.S, - 2,500 federally operated - all
trying to improve their holdings. In the Library Journal, May
1975 issue, Richard De Gennaro, Director of Libraries at the
University of Pennsylvania, wrote an article about the future
which is faced by research libraries. He alluded to the infor-~
mation explosion, especially in research libraries in the following
quote;

"... in 1951, ... there were only 14 academic

research libraries in the U.S. and Canada

with collections exceeding i,000,000 volumes, ;
three with over 2,000,000 and only two with

over 3,000,000. By the end of 1973-1974,

there were 76 libraries with over 1,000,000

volumes, 25 with over 2,000,000 and 14 with

over 3,000,000 volumes. The growth rates in

coliections such as these range between three

and six percent compouaded annually which

causes a doubling in size every 12 to 24 years )

and requires steadily increasing investments !
in materials, processing and space costs ... !
libraries cannot keep up with the estimated ‘
5-15% annual growth rates in the world's out-

put of publications and the 10-20 percent

annual increases in book and journal costs. ..."

Not only the number of publications doubles every 5 to 14 |
years, but the cost, at this rate, will double every 3% to 7
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years. If that alone isn't enough to stagger our imaginatioms,
consider the impact of new technology on the libraries' limited
firancial resources, Libraries are affected by four new tech-
nologies:

Computers, micrographics, telecommunications, and audio-
visual media.

The use of telecommunications (such as the information
bank), micrographics (which really started with the filming of
newspapers on 35mm film until now, an entire book can be placed
on a sheet of microfiche), the audiovisual media uses films and
TV as sources of information. All of these have put their tech-
nological toe in the intellectual door. Computers have been
used, primarily, for housekeeping chores but there also exists
tremendous potential for recording, analyzing and retrieving
information. We are truly standing on the threshhold of a tech-
nological explosion for library science. Even the arrival of new
technology brings with it the new challenges of new problems.
How do you train the library clientele to use the new technology?
I do not mean the librarian - but, the patron who comes to the
library to obtain some of that recorded information. It will
require training, special assistance, more library personnel,
and therefore, more money. Many people enter a library today
and do not know how to properly use a caxd catalog - are you
going to permit those individuals to "play'" with your computers,
to set-up the audiovisual equipment, or tc sort through the
expensive micrographics? I see the need for trained assistants
to help alleviate the additional drain on the librarians' time -
but, also that need as another competitor for more personnel
spaces and more money.

As povernments, educational institutions, and other types
of organizations, go into austere periods, where are funds cut?
As all our natural resources become more scarce, as the cost of
items continues to increase, and more recorded information is
available, I can foresee libraries feeling a very hard squeeze
on personnel spaces and financial allocations. Two years ago,
I spent a year at one of the local colleges. That college had
an 18 million dollar annual budget. It was an austere year.

Do you know how much money was provided the library for new
acquisitions that year - ? Zero dollars. How can a library
grow or even survive , if it continues to receive no money for
acquisitions?

Now, walk in the sandals of an uninformed manager - there
are one or two of those - he is pressured to cut costs, to hold
down the budget growth. He sees a beautiful facility housing
his library, and looking around, it appears to him that all the
shelves are full, and they really do not need all of those new
gadgets and projectors - which no one uses, anyway. Now, you
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tell me, where he is going to be tempted to withhola funds when
he thiiks about cutzing waste and reducing duplication? - The
library.

Here 1s a quote from the anaual report of the National
Ccmmissior on Llbraries and Iuformaiion Science:

"... many federal libraries do not enjoy the
full support of their agency administrators.
The latter €frequently consider libraries to
be part of the overnead ~ no different from
categories such as supply, mailroom, inven-
tory, etc." Cos

The 1library srieuce profession has a problem - or, challenge.
The challenge becomes:

P'ow to continue the effective service of libraries in
lighy =i thace very serious economic problems?

Or, do we swallow a very bitter pill and reduce the libraries
to the point of degrading their quality? I don't believe this
neede to be the case. There are certain lessons we have learned
from past shortages caused by competing demands for rcsources.
Strategies to solve chose shortages have usually centered around
new technology, substitution, or conservation. In the remaining
afnutes I would like to focus on those strategies.

O —,

The hope that a new technological breakthrough will
revolutionize the concept of library sciencc is rather dim. New
technology will assist in making libraries more effective, but
there will be tremendous costs associated with the technical
devices and every library will not be able to afford many of the
creations of technology. In fact, some of the new technology
may add additional service burdens to the library.

Another strategy is substitution - in the past, when we

faced shortages of natural resources, e.g., rubber for which '
the U,S. is 1007 dependent on foreign sources, we found substitutes
to use for this natural resource. While this may be a superb
strategy for raw materials, I cannot visualize this as a strategy
for more efficient library systems in an era of rising costs.

The only other solution which seems plausible to me is conserva~
tion. And, a proven means of conservation is resource sharing.

As librarians, you have been pioneers in several methods of
resource sharing - perhaps, becaugse of the nature of services you
perform for your clientele, your services are primarily resource-
sharing. That is, your resource is the content of your library
which is full of information and knowledge and the patron comes

to the library for the sole purpose of using some of that collected
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information and stored knowledge. But, even in an o‘ganizational
manner you are ahead of other professions in resource-sgharing
with such things as youv {nier-library loatl system, your on-line-
computer-bagsed dava sharin? systems - and, others. Now - the
challenge ic how to find new and innovative means to increase
resource-sharing. As we progress inte this new era of austerity
in which there is trewendcus competition for financial resources,
and there ig definite evwldence that the growth rztes of libraries'
collections are exponential, and there are new demands for service,
regource-sharing must be expanded. Resource-sharing has been,
primarily. rocused o networks and cooperative collection efforts,
such as the inter-library loan. There is an interesting article
in the most recent Library Resources and Technical Services
journal. The article is titled, "Resources in 1976" and was
written by J. Michael Bruer fvom New York University. He brings
into focus much of the activity thar has been done in networking
at the federal and internatiomal levels. He points to the levels
of federal funding to support libraries through the Higher Educa-
tion Act and the Library Services and Construction Act, and some
of the conflicting trends in state appropriations to support
libraries' services.

Another concept which is a more sophisticated approach to

cooperative collection efforts and networking, is that of information

utilities. Perhaps, you are very familiar with it - to me it
is the next logical step to networking and inter-library cooper-
ation. The concept of an information utility parallels that of
other public utilities - e.g., water, electricity, gas or other
public services. An information utility would be much the same:
information as a commodity or service - i.e., information is
something communicated which we need, in order to function in
many situations. A utility is a public gervice of enterprise -
or, service-oriented toward providing services in the public
interest (mini-computers, TV gawes, calcvlators, CB radios) -
hence, a service providing information, for public consumption,
would be similar to our current library system with some
additional modifications. These modifications would inciude:

~-Availability to be increased - more items
available

--Population of users broadened -~ a wider distri-
bution of information to individuals to be
achieved

--Packaging-oriented toward user-needs, demands,
habits, and tolerances

--Regulations which are more specific and uniform -
third bodies more involved

11
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-- Protection weli-euunciated

-- Econsuics more precise (prices and services
lirked)

-- Network arrangements to be an integral part of
the service

User education about {nformation to be part of
the service

Information utility concept is 2asily adapted to the militsry
because sgency zdministrators usually conirol library, computer
center, and reprogrsphic sectionsg, £s well as andiovisual support.
The proceedings of the annual mecting of the American Society for

Information Services was devotad entiraly to the concept of infor-
mation utilities.

I truly believe that the library science profession is out
in front looking fer new concepts of resource-sharing. I challenge
you, during your workshop, not to be sutisfied with the magnificent
job you have done in the past - but, to meet the challenge shead by
looking for new ideas for the greater sharing of tctal resources:

Personnel, training, holdings, micrographics, telecommunications,
computers, and other unique resonrces.
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Group Leader: Ramonla Durbin

Head, Serials and Binding Department
Nimitz Library

US Naval Academy

OBJECTIVE: Tnis task group was to develop a listing of titles not presently
carried by AUFL, and arrange the list in priority order for
recommended inclusion.

DISCUSSION:

The periodical titles from the pre-workshop quescionnaires and

titles suggestel by the task group memters were discussed
individually to determine:

a. Basic retention and research value in general.
b. Value as a military periodical.
c. Value o various types of facilit'les.

4. Need for indexing.

e. Need for indexing from a military perspective.

Most titles suggested weive eliminated on one or more of these

factors. The vemaining titles were examined again to ascertain
thac they were of value to DOD libraries.

Only titles which s clcar majority of the task group members
voted tc select are included in the list oi titlesc to be added

to or deleted from the Air University Library Index to Military
' Periodicals.

13
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Robert Lane, Director, Air Universityv Library, Maxwell Air
Force Base, Alabama gave a resume of the backgrourd, productiounm,
and staffing of the index which enabled the task group members
to make a more pructical iist of recommended periodicals.

RECOMMENDATIONS :

&, Titles to ve added to the Air Unjversgit- Library i
Index to Military Periodicais in order of pricrity:

1. Army Times Army Times Fublishing Company
475 Swncol Street SW
Washington, DC 20024

52 x year approx. $21.00 yr. i

2. Navy Times Army Times Publishing Company
475 School SBtreet SY
Washington, DC 20024
52 x sear approx. $21.00 yr.

3. Army Communicator U.S. Army Signal School
Fort Gordon, GA 30905
6 x year $5.00 yr.

s e s e e A i v

4, History, Numbers and War T.N. Dupuy Associates
Box 157
Dunn Loring, VA 22027
4 x year $16.00

5. Asia Pacific Defense Forum CINC PAC Staff

7
Ll

25 Box 13 i
e 1 FPO San Francisco 96610 i
Et 4 x year mno charge i
5
g 6. Navy Civil Engineer Superintendent of Documents !
5 U.S. Government Printing Office i
e Washington, DC 20401? ‘
238 4 x year $3.00

'i}% 7. All Hands Dept of Navy ‘
24 Superintendent of Documents ) l
= U.S. Government Printing Office f
-Z Washington, DC 204G2 :
g 12 x year Cost? '
:; ;
Z 8. NAVSEA Journal Naval Seas Systems Command
SEAOOD i
=3 National Center Bldg. no.3 "
= - *Please note! Wwashington, DC 20362 '

The Naval Seas System Command states that this is
"Official Use Only" and may not be indexed

Y
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b. Titles to be deleted from the Air University Library
Index to Military Periodicals in order of priority:

1725 K Street NW
Washington, DC 20006
12 x year $15.00

1. Government Executive

2. Officer Reserve Officers Association
of the U.S.

1 Constitution Avenue NE
Washington, DC 20002

12 x year $5,00

3. Spaceflight British Interplanetary Society
12 Bessborough Gardens
London SWIV 2JJ, England
12 x year $25.00
4, TIG Brief AFRP 11-1
Editor, TIG Brief
AF/IGEP Hq USAF
Washington, DC 20330
24 x year no price given

*Limited to AF Offices

a. To Air University Library

1. Back volumes of the AULIMP for which there are no
extra copies could be made available on microform to expanding
or new collections,

2. Do not change the title, size or color of the Air
University Library Index to Military Periodicals

b. To the Military Librarians' Workshop

1. An index similar in scope and purpose is needed for
military periodicals for the years of 1940-46,

a. Air University Library Index to Military Periodicals-
list of periodicals indexed

b, Index to U,S. Govermment Periodicals list of
periodicals indexed

15
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¢. Quarterly Strategic: Bibljiographv 1list of periodicals

indexed

d. Ulrich's International Periodicals Directory 16th ed.
1975-76

e. Periodicals Currently Received (unclassified periodicals)
U.S. Army War College, Carlisle Barracks, PA August 1977

f. Consolidated 1list of periodicals suggested on questionnaires
g. Questionnaires and lists acquired from workshop attendees

h. Task group outline

16
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ON-LINE CUSNMERC IAL INFORMATION SYSTEMS AND SERVICES

Group leader: Viiginia Fckel
Librarian
Scliool of Systems and Legistics
US Air Force Institute of Technology

OBJECTIVE: To review the scope of all on-line systems and services,
sXamine the costs involved, and note the harvdware/software
required.

DISCUSSION: During the first meeting, we discovered we had two distiact
groups: the "haves'" and the "have nots." Seventeen librarians
already had at least one commercial on-{ine system, lwenty-
three librarians had no on-line system in their libraries at
present, but wanted information on cost effectiveness, how to
start the paperwork to justify and acquire a system, manpower
needed, kinds cf communication lines, equipwent, and services.

Mr, Carlton 0'Neal of TYMNET, and Mr. lLee Stiel and Mr, George
Baner of TELENET provided expert advice about communication
lines.

After thls session, the task group was divided into two
sactinna. The "haves' group was led by Miss Jean Dickinson
of Fdwards Air Force Base, and the "have nots' by Miss
Eleanor Driscoll of Andrews Ai:r Force Base and Miss Virginia
Eckel of AFIT.

e The "haves" group discussed evaluation, cost, and '"lessons |
learned" fiom their experiences with various systems, A list ;
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was compiled by the group showing who had the different systems
in their libraries:

Achauer, lucille, X'LC

Boaz, Carolyn, OCLC, Lockheed, NYT
Brooks, Janet, OCLC

Caldwell, John, Lockheed, SDC
Dickinson, Jean, OCIC, Lockheed, SDC
Driscoll, Eleanor, OCLC, Lockheed,SDC
Ellis, Aileen, OCLC

Fragale, John, OCLC, Lockheed, SDC
Ingersoll, Joan, Lockheed, SDC
Jones, Rite, OCLC

Mathys, Nel, OCIC

Rogofsky, HMurray, OCLC, Lockheed
Schnare, Robert, OCLC

Schwass, Earl, OCLC

Walsh, Nancy, OCIC

Watson, Ruth, OCLC, NYT

Ward, Dorothy, RECON

If a librarian needs to know about a specific system, an
autovon call should provide the answer. The general con-
clusion of this group was "it is too early to evaluate
these on-lin<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>