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ABSTRACT

Information on library networks that was included in
a survey conducted by the Center for Education Statistics--th>
WSurvey of Library Networks and Cooperative Library Organizations:
1985-1986"~-indicates that there were 760 library networks at that
time, with aggregate library membership estimated to be 76,280. Over
three—~fourths of the networks were based on written agreements signed
by each member. Services provided to network members came from three
different sources: the network headquarters, the members themselvas
(to each other), and external sources such as vendors or consultants.
The network headquarterz provided a variety of servicss, while the
most important services provided by the members was interlibrary loan
(53%), and by external sources or contractors, catalog production
(29%). The number of paid library network staff members was 9,845,
with the average number of staff per network at 13. Library networks
ruceived $65% million in 1985-86, or an average of $363,000 per
network, and spent $490 million, or an average of $642,000 per
network. Federal grants amounted to 9% of all funds received, with
federal, state, and local f.ids representing 36% of funds received by
networks. (EW)
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Characteristics of Lilrzry Networks, 1985-1986

In a time of tightened budgets, American libraries have been able
to provide increased services and access t. more materials through library
networks.

This bulletin presents information on library networks that were
included in the "Survey of Library Networks and Cooperative Library
Oxganizatiasm : 1985-1986," conducted for the Center for Education

A library network is a cooperative organization. 1t refers to a
formal arrangement among libraries to share materials, information and
services among all members. A variety of libraries and organizations may
participate. Organizations which qualified as library networks for the
purpose of the survey were required to meet seven criteria, as follows:

1. The participaris in the organization were primarily or
exclusively libraries.

2. The organiration and/or its participants engaged in
cooperative activities which were beyond the scope of , vuicnsosn soemoer
traditional interlibrary loan services as stated in EDUCATIONAL BESOURCES INFORMATION
the American Library Associatien Code. o socumam, e b s
onginating it

3. The activities of the arganizatior extended beycnd o Mmor changes nave bean made to mprove
reciprocal borrowing. =

8 Pointa of view ¢~ 0piniona atated in this docu-
ment do not necessanly represent official

~ 4. The organizatica operated for the mitual benefit of ~ OFfeestonor™ie
% participating libraries.
5. The scope of the organization was interinstitutional
o (i.e., beyond branch libraries within an organization or
‘0 librarias that aie under a cammon funding source, such as
Q school libra:ies in a municipality).
¥
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6. mnacmoofmuwcudcactivitiesextaﬂedtomsharim
(o:g., interlibrary lemiing, equipment, staff with speciai
sk.lls, collection department, cooperative purchasing, etc.).

7. The operation of the network was based on a verbal or written
agresment among its members.

Ashﬂuammmmmﬂ-nyushgmlytheﬂrst
five criteria. Aﬂﬂlarducriptimofﬂx_efirﬂimsofﬂnmas-assuﬁy

and camperisons with the 1977-78 study will be provided in a formal
statistical report. 2/ ) .

Mmber of Likrary Networks

o The mmber of library networks in 1985-86 was 760.

o Ag;rcgatalihnrymnbushipinlibmrymbnﬂsm
estimated to ba 76,280.

O Most college or wiversity arnd public libraries
in at least cne library network. The typical university
networks

i/ U.S. Department of Bducat..n, National Center for Education
Statistics, Cocpexative
orcanizationg: 1977-78, (NCES 82-201).

2/ U.S. Department of Education, Center for Bdusation Statistics,
Statistics of Library Networks: 1985-86, (in nreparation).
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(1) Network Headquarters
o Training/workshops (provided by 74 percent of network
headquarters)

0 Contimuing education (70 percent)
Consultation to network members (67 percent)
Professional collection (67 percent)
Collection development (64 percent)
M@Mmﬂmlin(szw)

(2) Network Members .
Mlibr:ryloan(pmvidndby&pematofmﬁmk
o Unspecified professional development (32 percent

o Training workshops (20 percent) )

o COmtiming education (19 percent)

o Collection dsvelopment (18 percent)
(3) Extermal Sources/Contractors
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The most comon sexrvices used network headcuarters
mum:ubmmufolla:{ and/er by

(1) Network Headquartecs

(2) Network Mexbers
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of library network staff members (full-time
equivalent or FTE) was 9,845. The average mumber of paid (FTE) staff per
i 0

networks received $656 million in 1985-86, an average of

$863,000 per nstwork. Operating expenditures were $490 million in

3124825-“' Mmmmﬂrgmﬂiﬁmmmx
,000.

Federal grants received by the library networks in 1985-1986 were
mwusss.lmlim,wsuﬂoownhruym The dollar
amount of these grants came to 9 pexcent of all funds received.
Qurrently, 36 paxrcent of funds received by networks come from Federal,
State or local grants.

Survey Mgthodology

The survey addressed a candidate universe of 1,050 entities
purporting to be library networks. The initial effort was a mail survey
addressed to all 1,050. Of these, 570 returned valid respons 3, 2
returned unusable responses, and 2 refused to respond. This was
dencminated as Stratim One. The remaining 476 nonrespondents (dencminated
as Stratum Two) were examined, and a systematic sample of 122 was selected
fram this grap. mmm-ﬁtiuinsmum'momanveyad
by telephons and 108 provided valid responses; 14 refused. To account for
w.mphud;rbofl.mmtmmuudtarmlamits
in stratim One and Stratum Two, respectively. Applying the 7 criteria for
identification of a library network, it was estimated that of the total of
1,050 entities, approximately 760 were actually 1ihrary networks
conforming to the definition.




The sizes of the strata and the sample, along with results of survey
response, are given below:

Stratim One Stratum Two Total
Universe 574 476 1,050
Sample 574 122 696
Valid responses 570 : 108 678
Not usable 2 0 2
Refusals 2 14 16
Accurxacv of Estimgtes

mmmmnmmnmmmmmam.
Two broad categcries of error occur in such estimates: sampling and
nonsaxpling errors. Sampling errors occur because cbservations are made
mlymlql-otlihuymmtﬁmtmmcﬁnmhﬁm.
exrors ocaxr not only sample surveys but also canplete
censuses or entire populations.

Nonsampling errors can be attributed to a mmber of sources:
hnbﬂityho&tainalhtotﬂucmubrarymm-
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Mfawmmamwmmmﬂnw
exror by the appropriate constant factor. For example, if the estimate is
"x" and the standard error is "s," then the 95 confidence interval
is "+ 1.96 times g.™




The nonsampling errors are difficult to estimate.

One major source

of nonsanpling error was considered: nonresponse bias. The survey
instrument response rate for Stratum Two was 88.5 percent and the item
respanse rats within instruments, for the items used to develop the
estimates in this report, were above 95 percent. The weights used to
calculate the estimates were constructed in a fashion that campensated for

nonresponse.

mmummmswa;m&mofvmables"

Variable Estimates
Qualified lihrary networks 760
Total funds received $656,000, 000
TR

Total operating expenditires $490,000,000
Average exparditure per
network

$642,000
provided 74% of
by network headquarters headquarters
Intarlibrary loan provided 53% of
by nstwork msmbers members
Catalog production provided for 29%
by extermal sources/contractors of networks
Training/workst.cops used by 54% of
network beaduarters
Consultation services used 71% of
by nstwork members members
Total of participating

organizations in networks 76,280

Standard Ernror

$306,000,000*

$403,000*
$207,000,000%

$272,000%
2.1%

3.1%

2.8%

2.7%

2.4%

18,373

*Due to the extreme skewness of the financial data, the standard errors

and resulting confidence intervals are large.




For More Information

For further information on topics reported in this bulletin, contact
Milton Chorvinsky, U.S. Department of Bducation, Office of Educational
Research and Improvement, Center for Bducation Statistics 555 New Jersey
Averne ., Washington, D.C. 20208-1328.

The author thanks the reviewers of this bulletin, ) . Dorothy Kittel

of Library Programs, and Mr. Charles Cowan and Mr. lLarry IaMowe, of the
Center for Education Statistics, for their: efforts.




