OLA Legislative Committee

Monday, September 17, 2012
10:00 am– 12:00 pm

State Library Room 202
Present: Nan Heim, Amy Goodall, Diedre Conkling, , Cathryn Bowie, Michelle Burke, MaryKay Dahlgreen, Martha Rennick,, Janet Webster, B.J. Toewe, Carol Dinges, Ruth Murray, Emily Ford, Jennifer Daglish, Tina Hovekamp
1. Review of Action Items from May

a. Follow up on change on Department of Education and Governor’s Education Council

i. Michelle suggested a letter to Crew from OLA outlining the role of libraries in the education continuum. Michelle, Abigail and Penny will draft and send. Michelle reported that Dr. Crew spoke at Chemeketa and she’ll follow-up with a letter emphasizing information literacy as a measure of student success and employment potential.  Ruth reminded her to mentioned the OASL IL standards. 
ii. Nan thought a meeting with Rob Saxton would be useful.  MaryKay will set up with Nan/Amy, MaryKay and Janet/Abigail. MaryKay had a good, friendly meeting with Saxton, Deputy Superintendent for Public Instruction.  The Governor is now the superintendent. MaryKay talked about summer reading collaboration with DOE, OBOB and OSLIS.  We encouraged her to maintain regular contact with him to build agency to agency rapport.  That is her intention. 
b. Getting legislators into libraries

i. Diedre will send out a reminder and ask for feedback. We’ve had several notices (5 or 6).  Nan used that when starting a conversation with one of the legislators.  It was a good introduction and made the legislator feel that his actions are noticed and appreciated. 
ii. Nan will attend the next Portland coffee clatch. Nan and Amy have both attended one and plan to continue.
c. Information literacy follow-up

i. Michelle and Penny will hone Michelle’s Quarterly article for a piece for legislators.  Still pending
ii. Abigail will work with Ruth on an op-ed on school libraries and IL aimed for October. Still pending
d. Law Libraries

i. Cathryn is drafting the county law libraries survey and will share it when ready.  She’s close to sending it out.
ii. Janet will organize the task force. See agenda item below. 
iii. Amy will work on a legislative concept. See agenda item below.
iv. Martha will send Janet various documents to post on the committee web site. See agenda item below.
e. State Library budget
i. MaryKay will consider writing an issue brief on GRES for OLA to use with legislators. Given staff shortages, this hasn’t happened yet.  But it should get done before the session starts. 
f. 2013 OLA/WLA Joint Conference

i. Janet will contact the WLA Legislative Committee to see what they are planning.  If they are, Penny can work to organize. See agenda item below.
ii. Janet will confer with Abigail on idea about foundations and funding. See agenda item below.
2. Lobbyists’ Report
Nan and Amy think both houses will go to democratic side in the next election.  It’s too early to tell about committee leadership.  Amy reported on the Legislative Hearing on Wednesday in front of the interim Committee on State Courts Revenue Structure.  OLA presented testimony concerning county law library funding. Otherwise, Nan and Amy are attending lots of candidate fundraisers. 
3. WLA/OLA 2013 Conference (Due September 28.) 
a. The WLA Legislative Committee is not planning any program at this time.  B.J. encouraged us to repeat our successful session from last year.  Carol is willing to be one of the presenters/breakout group leaders.  Janet will write up the program proposal and run by the Committee before submitting.  We need another person to help besides Carol and Janet.
b. Janet contacted Joyce White, head of the Grantmakers of Southwestern Washington and Oregon, and Laura Winter, Oregon Community Foundation, about a funders’ panel and response panel.  They are enthusiastic and know they can get a Washington funder there.  Janet will work with Abigail on this one. 
4. Update on county law libraries
The best laid plans for a fast task force in August failed.  But Janet met with Martha Renick, Diana Hadley and Martha Jenkins about ideas for revamping the county law library system.  She also talked with MaryKay and Cathryn.  From those discussions, it seems that there is basic agreement on the need to a statewide legal information system that replaces the existing tenuous county law library system. This concept was presented by Janet at the September 12th hearing.  Later that day, Nan, Amy and Janet put together the basic concepts and asked Representative Barnhart to submit to Legislative Counsel.  He has done that.  We will not the draft until December 7th at the latest.  The draft will go to the State Law Library for a fiscal impact review at some point this fall. Once we have the draft back in December, we will need to decide whether to ask to have it submitted to the Legislature. Here is the basic concept.
The bill will direct the State Law Library to administer a program to provide Oregonians equitable and free access to legal information, resources and services.

As part of the program, the State Law Library will 

•
Designate law, public and academic libraries, and other appropriate entities throughout the state to provide free local access to legal information.

•
In conjunction with the State Library, license basic electronic legal reference 


materials for statewide use at the designated entities.

•
Provide training for the designated entities.  

•
Allocate grants on a per capita basis to the designated entities.

The bill should include a _________ appropriation with a set-aside for State Law Library administration. 

The bill should repeal the mandate for counties to provide law libraries (ORS 9.815).
We discussed that components of the proposed system – licensing of basic resources, access to expertise, collaboration with public and academic libraries, training and possible grants to participants.  Carol asked about how much legal information is available digitally and we agreed that while the basics are covered, there is room for additions and possible digitization projects.  Martha reminded us of the need for minimum standards. B.J. questioned what is meant by ‘free’ in the language.  That will be one to explore as we move forward. Cathryn asked MaryKay for the list of unserved and underserved areas of the state. 
The next steps are to form a task force of 8-12 members that represent key stakeholders in this proposed system and have them work on describing a possible system in more details.  Janet will work with Cathryn and Martha on this.  Cathryn will check with her department to see if she can chair the effort.  We agreed that we needed representation from the county law libraries, Association Of Oregon Counties, State Bar, legal aide, public and academic libraries and the State Library. Some groups may be invited to be reviewers of the proposed plan while others may be directly involved.  That depends on availability and timing.  The task force report needs to be drafted by December 1.  It does not have to be completed plan, but we will need enough to explain to legislators and stakeholders what we propose and how much it will cost.
This will be challenging, but we agreed that it is necessary to provide equitable access to legal information statewide.

5. State Librarian’s Report 
Besides her meeting with Rob Saxton, MaryKay has submitted the State Library budget and has not been called to present again to the review teams.  Now we wait until December for the Governor’s budget.   She has moved some personnel around in the absence of a permanent head of GRES and the freeze on hiring her replacement in Library Development.

She is serving of the Early Leaning Council’s Task Force that is describing what the new regional hubs for early learning will look like.  This came about from intense pressure from the children’s’ librarians.  MaryKay is attempting to keep the conversation focused on kids and communities rather than organizations.  There should be an RFP by the beginning of the Session.  Katie Anderson is doing an excellent job of getting local librarians to attend the Early Learning Council’s meetings throughout the state. This current effort by the Early Learning Council focuses on at-risk kids – 40% of 0-6 year olds in Oregon.
MaryKay also mentioned that the Governor’s policy staff member are getting more involved in agency planning and programs.  She will have to alert them on the possible statewide legal information system.
6. School Libraries update

Ruth continues to work with Jen Mauer at the State Library on the revised CIPs for meeting the OASL IL standards. We reviewed the last few years of school library legislation and possible avenues for doing something/anything to turn around the current situation.  AS long as the Legislative and the Governor suspend the requirement for school districts to report on planning, our efforts seem futile.  Michelle is interested in getting more involved in this issue and would like to shadow Ruth so learns how to effectively advocate.  This would assist Ruth who is a one woman dynamo. 

7. Review of rules on public employees and political activities
Diedre is serving on task force with the Secretary of State to clarify the rules.  They have issued a preliminary guide that offers some help.  In particular, it makes it clear that if you submit literature to the Secretary of State for review and get it okayed as informational, you will not later be held liable for campaigning.  Libraries can display campaign literature, but cannot be selective if they choose to do so. There is still an issue around web sites.  B.J. mentioned the Toledo/Lucas County Library web sit an example of extreme campaigning (http://www.toledolibrary.org/).  Evidently there is variation among the states on what is allowable.  Diedre says that this is an area that is still difficult to manage.  The Task Force continues to work and it is doing good work.  Libraries are often used as an example – in a positive way!
8. Review of Action Items
a. Follow up on change on Department of Education and Governor’s Education Council

i. Michelle suggested a letter to Crew from OLA outlining the role of libraries in the education continuum. Michelle, Abigail and Penny will draft and send. 
b. Information literacy follow-up

i. Michelle and Penny will hone Michelle’s Quarterly article for a piece for legislators.  Still pending
ii. Abigail will work with Ruth on an op-ed on school libraries and IL aimed for October. Still pending
c. Law Libraries

i. Cathryn, Martha and Janet will organize the task force. 
ii. Janet will start a spot on the Committee’s web page for various documents that may be useful background.
d. State Library budget
e. MaryKay will consider writing an issue brief on GRES for OLA to use with legislators. 
f. 2013 OLA/WLA Joint Conference

i. Janet will write up the program proposal for Cold Calling and run by the Committee before submitting.  We need another person to help besides Carol and Janet.

ii. Janet will work with Abigail on another session with funders. 

g. 2013 Legislative Day

i. Nan and Amy will start looking at dates in March 2013. 

2012-2013 meetings:  All are 10:00 am – 12:00pm in Salem

November 19, 2012
January 21, 2013
March 18, 2013

May 20, 2013

