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MALL PROGRAMS

At Lhe February 28th meetlng MALL member

~ Carolyn Sorenson presented her slides of’
the People's Republic of China and com- -
mented on the Chinese legal system. The
meeting was held:at the University of
Minnesota Campus Club.

For the April meeting representatives of
several local continuing legal education
organization will discuss thelr programs,
publications, and policies. The meeting
has been tentatively scheduled for April
Z24th at the Campus Club. C
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| ’%HE:PRESIDEﬁT'S:QEPORT 7
by
Pat DoIan

The MALL Committees have been hard at work, and E sha]? try to prov1de an
adequate summary of their current activities.

The AALL Convention Liaison Committee, chaired by Nancy McCérm?Ck; has been
busy conducting a Convention Attendance Survey to determine the number of
MALL Members whe plan to attend the conventicn in St.Louis. This information
15 essential to planning for a chapter breakfast in St.Louis and is useful
for determining the most economic trave? accomodations available for MALL
Members.

The Continuing Education Committee, chaired by Marvin Arnderson, has met and
is fenatively planning a Legal Bibliography Institute for the fall of 1980.
In addition, members of the committee are currently researching the possi-
bilities for one day workshops on the following topics: nonbook media, the
role of the librarian in public and human relations, a depository government
document program, a day at the Supreme Court of Minnesota, and cataleging.
Ann Suh from the University of Minnesota Law Library has recently been
appointed as a new member of the committee to replace Maureen Dunnigan who
has resigned. :

The Exchange Committee chaired by Mari]iyn'B'.Sou1en'is ready and w1§1€ng to
accept any information you may have regarding either materaaTs You need or
materials you wish to donate

MALL still needs a fiember who is interested in. representing our association
on the Forum. In a nutshell, the Forum is' & statewide organization composed
of one member from each type of library who attends gquarterly dinner meetings
to discuss problems common to all types of libraries. If you are interested
in serving this function for MALL, please contact me at 227-9171.

The Membership Committee, chaired by RaeAnn Palmer, has sent out veminders to
those members who have negiected to renew their memberships. If you are amona
those who forgot fast fall, please send your membership application form along
with your dues to Sharon Born, 624 James Avenue Novrth, Minneapelis, M F5411.

The Multi-County Multi-Type Committee, chaired by Gretchen Haase, has been
keeping informed on the progress arising from the 1979 Minnesota lLegislation
that appropriated funds for planning, development, and grants to encourage
and to develop sharing of resources among all types of iibraries within a
multi-county area. Gretchen is planning to give an informative report at the
next business meeting. :

The Newsletter Committee, chaired by Anne Grande and Peggy Hall, is doing a

fantastic job. The committee is interested in receiving your comments con--
cerning any professional articles of interest.” The committee is also inter-
ested in receiving bibliographic information on new Minnesota publications.

The deadline for the next newsletter is April 15, 1980, :

‘The P1acement Commqttee chaired by Barbara Golden, is 1nterested 1n recezV1ng
all information regarding Taw: ]1brary p051t10ns and pIacement



“The Program Cemm1ttee, chaared by E11zabeth Ke11ey, has p?anned a. coup?e of '
interesting dinner programs at the Campus Club. The Committee: is also con-
ferring with Margaret Moffetf, MALL's representat1ve 0 the brogram committee
for the 1981 A11 Association Conference.. They are working on ‘arrangements
for a dinner program and a speaker to coincide: w1th_the conference and with
Law Day. 1981 : _ IR I A T

The Public Serv1ces L1a1son Comm1ttee, chalred by Barbara Go]den, approved a
final draft for a public reference policy at their November 27, 1979 meeting
The Committee has plans to make this policy, which is duplicated in this issue
-of the newsletter, as well as the un1on Tist of Iooseleaf SSPVTCES availabie
to pub11c Tibrarians. :

The Publicity Committee, chaired by Ann Lvans, met in December. The Committee
decided to provide the MALL Membership with an additional service by editing
the Educational Events Quarterly Calendar from the Minnesota Library Continuing
Education Committee for duplication in our newsletter. In addition, the com-
mittee wants all MALL Members to be aware of the fact that they need a copy

of an announcement of any MALL events which they are tO pub]1032e at least

one week przor to the deswgnated ma&11ng date ' _ _

LAW LIBRARY COOPERATION IN THE TWIN CITIES
by
Janet Jacobson

Editor's Note: Janet Jacobson prepared this summary of her suvery of
cooperative efforts among Twin Cities law libraries
especially for publication in the MALL Newsletter,

The survey was conducted during the summer of 1979,

and the Plan B paper detailing the survey techniques.

and results was accepted during fall quarter as partial .
fulfillment of Ms. Jacobson's requirements for the M.A.
degree in library science at the University of Minnesota.

The following report is a summary-of a University-of Minnesota .
Library School student proiect. The purpose of the project was

to determine current levels of cooperation among law libraries in

the Twin Cities metropolitan.area and to 1nveqt1gate theitype and
level of cooperation desired by local law librarians.. . Questionnaires
were sent to twenty-three local law librarians, each of whom was_
asked to provide information about his/her own 11brary (type, size,
services provided), use of local library resources, current .cooper-—
ative activities, barriers to and advantages of cooperatlon ‘activities
regarded as feasible on a cooperative basis, and possible organiza-
tional patterns for cooperation. Only 1ibrarians who were members

of MALL and were responsible for the direction and operation of a
local law library received guestionnaires. - 0f the twenty-three
librarians contacted, twenty-one (91%) completed and returned their
guestionnaires., ~The information provided by those librarians who
participated in the project gave. a good indication of the present
status of cooperation in the local area as well as the direction .

law library cooperation would take in the next few years.



" Current Eevel 6f Cooperation -

Patterns of lerary Interactlon )

When seeklng 1ega1 materlals or 1nformat10n 95% of 1oca1 law
librarians consult the University of Minnesota Law School Library
at some stage in their search. The University collection was not
always consulted first, however. As Table 1 reveals, the Hennepin
County collection was the first choice. of elght Ilbrarles {38%)
while the State Law lerary and the University of Minnesota collec-
tion were each consulted first by six libraries (29%). The private
libraries showed a distinct preference for using the publie law
libraries, i.e. either the Hennepin County or State law libraries,
rather than other private libraries. In choosing between Hennepin
County or the State Law Library, the lo¢ation. of the private library
was the prlmary factor.. : o o

Table 1 - Flrst ch01ce of alternate 1aw llbrarles by type of library.

' MAJOR LIBRARIES
42‘ . _
4 . . ;1 -
£ -ﬁ S o~ .
. R el e £¢ 5 | 3%
LIBRARY TYPES § 3 R H % %
¢ TYPES g8 |54 | & | & |3
Private Law Libraries - : - SRR a o
' Minneapolis . s | 1 1 ' R 2
Private Law Libraries - : :
Saint Paul - SR EERE S S T T
Law School Libraries : _ R 2 . 1
County Law Libraries = 1 1
State Law Libtary g ' Il' '
rorats . - tea e I & I 1 ] - 2

Private law libraries were used first by one ccrpbrate and one law fimm
library.

4.



; In addltlen to u31ng the resources of other 100&1 law 11brarles,
95% of the respondents 1nd10ated they also consulted non-law librar-
ies., Public libraries were used by 86% of -the respondents, acadenmic
libraries by 81%, and special libraries by 67%.- As’ Table_z shows,
public libraries were the first choice for the majority of law
libraries,  Special libraries: were used first enly by the corporate
law libraries. :

Table 2 - First'choice df'ﬁ0nn1éw library by type of Iibfary.

. YPE OF NON-LAW LIBRARY
TYPE OF LAW LIBRARY public Academic Special

Law Tirm Library R 9 - _ : -2,: _ : -
Corporate Law Library 2 _ -2
Taw School Library s R T
County Law Library 2
State Law Library. o ' ' 1

TOTALS _ o 4 4 b2

Cooperative Activities

Responses to the questionnaire indicated a considerable amount

~of cooperation already existed among local law librarians., Much of
‘this cooperative activity was. informal. in nature and facilitated by
the personal contacts made through such groups as the Downtowners
and LLISP(Law Libraries in St.Paul). Table 3, which summarizes the
extent of local law library participation in various types of coop~
erative activities, indicates that interlibrary loan and the
development of a union list were the most popular coeperatzve
act1v1t1es : :

~Table 3 - Percentage of reSpondents partlclpatlng in selected
.- cooperative activities. o :

Interllbrary 1oan ”f-f '.._ -_-.' R 90

Union list . : B TR ;]
Cooperative reference services L 57
Member and/or resource dlrectorles oL BT
Reciprocal borrowing - _ . Bz
Continuing education ' o 48
Reciprocal use of facilities - 43
Photocopying . : 38

Specialization in acqu181t10ns_ _ - 14



The number of activities in which any one library participated ranged
from zero to nine. Three o0f the four corporate law libraries indicat-
ed they participated in $ix or more cooperative activities. By
comparison, only 27% of the law firm libraries participated in more
than six activities. One academic library participated in three
activities, another in Tive, and another in six. Cooperation

between law and non-law 11brar1es was much- less prevalent

Type and Level of Cooperatlon Preferred

In order to investigate the 1ikely future development of loecal law
library cooperation, respondents were asked to identify: 1) the
advantages or objectives of cooperation; 2) the type of organization
structure preferred for any future cooperative effort; 3) coopera-~
tive actifities which were regarded as feasible; and 4) the most
significant local barriers to cooperation.

Objectives of.Cooperatioﬁ

The objective of improving bibliographic access to.local resources
received the greatest amount of support, with eight librarians (38%)
making it their first choice. Facilitating the delivery of materials
was the first choice of six respondents (29%), while the objective
of achieving economies in ocoperation was the. {llqt choice of three
respondents (14m).

Orgahizafibnél'Structufe

Respondents were asked to choose among six ways of organizing
cooperative activity (e.g. local law library cooperation, national

law library network, etc.).  Respondents could choose more than one
possible organizational mode.. Local law library cooperation was
chosen by sixteen (76%) of the respondents: eight (38%) chose it as
their only alternative, while the remaining eight selected it in
combination with a variety of other choices. Of the sixteen selecting
local law library cooperation, seven preferred informal cooperation,
four preferled_lnformal cooperation but with wrlttcn obgogflvos and
five preferr d-a local 1aw 11b1arv consortnum._

Feasible Cooperative'Activitieé -
Table 4 summarizes the responses regarding cooperative activities
in which respondents did not partieipate at the time’ of the survey,
but were regarded as feasible.  Cooperative cataloging and mutual
_notlflbatlon of purchase recelved the most qupport

Table 4 - Percentage of respondents regarding'Selected cooperative
activities, not now engaged in as feasible.

Coopefative cataloging- - .48

 Mutual notification of purchase : K 48
Messenger service T R R 38
Union catalog : oo 33



Tabié;:'—.contlnued

”Contlnuzng QGUC&LEOH-Tfﬁ;:.'.f f :T;J“.29? 

~Reciprocal use of ia0111tles G 20
Microfilming = = : PR S 2ge
Union list . . L L 1
User orientation - . R T T £ S
Reciprocal borrowing - ¢ R TN K- T
Resource directory.. - 0 v 140
Photocopying. o E 14
Specialization in a0qulslt10ns Lo 100
Joint purchasing of materials B I ¢

\ Joint purchasing of A-V Materia]s o 1o
Cooperative storage N : o 10

| Barriérs to Cooperation
As indicated in Table 5, three barriéfs_to-cdopefation proved
to be of major c¢oncern: the need:-to keep collections intact, fear
of added workload, and the protectlon ol cllent privacy.

[

Table 5 - Percentage of respondents Seiectlng barrlers to
: cooperation as 1mp01tant locally ' :

Need to keep collectlons 1ntact oo 43
Added workload ' - 43
Protection of client privacy. L 43
Fear of overuse _ _ s e 29
Lack of funds. - - 29
Incompatlblilty of rules procedures : 24
Unwillingness of parent organlyatlon" 24
Diversity among law libraries = o 24
Competition among law firms - 24
coEeT o Lack of creative leadership _ oo 24
ngoo _ - Wish %to remain autonomous =~ . . . - 19
W Differences in sizes of llbrar IR
collections . 19
Satisfaction with the status quo. -~ . 10
Specialized clienteles. = co 5
Mistrust among librarians - - R T

Private librarians were espec¢ially concerned with client confiden-
tiality: eight of the fifteen prjvaté'librarians?indicated.this
problem was one of some consequence, and several voiced their
reservations in written comments &s well. One librarian, for

'~ example, stated that "because of confidentiality the attorneys
do not want outsiders using our library." Comments such as these
revealed. that the problem of client confidentialjtv was related to
the problem of the attitude of the parent organization. Written
comments indicated that, at least among some of the 1arg@r firms,
there was a feeling Lhat cooperation was acceptable only on a quid
pro quo basis, One librarian wrote that Cwer will help another
library as a- favor if we can ask a favor in return. Among such
firms there was apparently a fear of belnw ”Spongea on” by the.
smaller firms. .




Recommendation

Even though support for increased codperation was not unanimous,

the level of interest in interlibrary cooperation expressed by many

of the respondents, together with the satisfactory experiences most
local iaw librarins have had with cooperative activity, indicated

that a sufficient basis exists for a gradual expansion of cooperation
amorig Twin Cities law libraries. In keeping with the preferences
stated by many respondents, most of the following recommendations

are aimed at improvipng physical and bibliographic access to resources,
can be implemented at the local level and on an informal basis, and
are relatively low in cost. :

1. A study group should be formed to study cooperative efforts
among law libraries in other geographic¢ areas and among
public and academic¢ libraries in the Twin Cities.  This _
study group could be expected to provide local law librarians
with the information needed to make decisions regarding the
desirability of further cooperation, the objectives of
cooperative efforts, ways of overcoming the barriers to
cooperation, and possible cocperative activities.

2. MALL should sponsor inc¢reased educational programming,
concentrating especially on such topics as planning for
cooperation, new technological developments, the use of
Library of Congress subject headings and classification,
and menagement techniques. These and other programs could
assist ib increasing local awareness of the benefits and
problems associated with cooperation, in developing the
managerial skills and technical competence required by
cooperative programs, and alsoe in providing opportunities
for librarians to get to know each other hetter, thus
encouraging the trust and willingness to compromise
that are required for successful cooperation.

3. Efforts should be made to expand the present union list of
serials. The list should include the serials holdings of
all local firm and corporate law libraries as well as the
serials holdings of the University of Minnesota Law Schiool,
William Mitchell, and the State Law Library.

4. Several steps could be taken to improve the current inter-
library loan system. Information regarding specialization
or collection strengths should be made available to all
local law librarians to simplify the search for needed
materials. Guidelines for interlibrary lending should be
formulated, specifying the types of materials which may
be borrowed and procedure to be followed when making a
request. A librarian could be employed to act as an
intermediary between borrowing and lending libraries.

In those instances when confidentiality is reguired or
when rapid turn-around time is not paramount, such an
intermediary could assist in maintaining confidentiality,
mapping out search strategies and equalizing the distri-
bution of interlibrary loan requests among both law and
other types of libraries.



5.. The value of union lists and interlibrary loan is reduced

' considerably withouUt. a meéans of insuring the delivery of
materiais.. Local law librarians should consider seriously
the provision of ‘cooperative delivery service.  Funding
for such a service could be divided proportionately among
the participating libraries, based on the extent of their
use of the service. Those libraries which already have a
delivery service could contribute the funds resulting from
the reduction or elimination of their own service. Those
libraries currently without a delivery service would have
to convince the attorneys in charge of library funding that
contributions toward a cooperative delivery service would
improve their access to needed resources. '

AMONG OUR MEMBERS

‘Marvin Anderson, Assistant Reference Librarian at'the University of Minnesota
Law Library since 1976, will be the new head of the Minnesota State Law Library.
Marvin will assume the position on March 3rd;

MALL member Caroliyn Sorenson has accppted a p051t10n as an edltor with Mason
Publishing Company in St. Paul

Phyllis Marion, the University's Head Cataloger} attended the mid-winter
American Library Association meeting in Chicago.

After winter guarter Ann Suh will be working full-time at the University's
reference desk. She has had part-time duty there during the past two years
while devoting most of ‘her. energles to her nearly completed J.D. from the
Unlver51tg Law School.

MALL has several new members from local law libraries:

Linda M. Distad - : o - Tom Woxland®

William Mitchell College of Law ' Iniversity of Minnesota Law Library
Nancy Lage ' . ' : Sharon F:feSen

Porsey, Windhorst,-et-al - - o william Mitchell College of Law
Karen Stahel =~ - 3 .. . . Kathleen Gallagher

3 M : : : o 1 Hennepin County Law Library

Lisag Willard S ‘Constance R. Goétzke

Briggs and Morgan ' . e william Mitchell College of Law

Welcome to MALL!I!. -
























































































































































































































