May 30, 2007
TO:

Lise Snyder, LAUC President

FROM:
Bob Heyer-Gray, Chair, Committee on Research and Professional Development

RE:

Report of the Committee on Research and Professional Development

The Committee has worked on several charges this year: the regular research grant review process and the following Special Charges:

• In the course of the grant proposal review process, last year’s committee discussed a lack of clarity in the Guidelines: University-Wide Research Grants for Librarians document about what constitutes research in relation to this program.  There was also a sense that Section III – Criteria for Judging Proposals could be improved, especially criteria 1 which deals with the significance of the proposed project.  Please review the relevant portions of this document and determine if they should be revised.  In doing so, consider the language contained in the Research Proposal Checklist document, Evaluation Worksheet, Parts 2-4.  If you determine that revisions are needed, draft appropriate new language for review by the LAUC Executive Board. 

• The Guidelines: University-Wide Research Grants for Librarians document has long included the requirement that two copies of any product (publications, videocassettes, audio recordings, etc.) resulting from a research project be sent to the LAUC Research and Professional Development Committee Chair so that one copy could be deposited in the LAUC Archives at UC Berkeley and one copy sent to the Office of the President.  Last year’s committee determined that there is no need to send a copy of any research grant product to the Office of the President.  The committee also discussed the advisability of continuing to deposit this material in the LAUC Archives due to its general inaccessibility.  Determine if LAUC should institute a change in where these materials are deposited.  If so, identify the new location(s) and the process for depositing them.  In the case of electronic products, such as websites and computer files, or products that can be made available electronically such as journal articles and conference papers, explore the feasibility of establishing a presence in the e-Scholarship Repository where these materials could be maintained to improve visibility and access.  Currently they are linked to the LAUC University-Wide Funded Research Grants document maintained on the LAUC web site at http://www.ucop.edu/lauc/committees/rpd/recipients/recipients.html. 
2007-08 Research Grants for Librarians Award Recipients

The group received five new proposals in this cycle.  The Committee held one in-person meeting at UCD on Feb. 23, 2007.  After careful deliberations, we ultimately recommended two of the proposals for funding.  A third proposal that was in need of some revision might have received funding; however, the applicants decided to take more time to address the suggested changes and will in all probability re-submit the proposal next year.  The Committee felt that the remaining two proposals not recommended identified potentially interesting projects but needed additional work.  In one case, significant revision was needed to meet grant guidelines and requirements and the Committee made concrete recommendations to the authors and encouraged them to submit revised proposal next year.  In the other case, the proposal failed to meet grant guidelines and requirements in so many areas that the Committee suggested that for any future applications the applicant be advised to consult with their local LAUC Research & Professional Development committee to ensure that there would be no such concerns in their future submissions.

The Office of the President concurred with LAUC’s recommendations.  Consequently, the following proposals have been funded:

David de Lorenzo

“Edward Miner Gallaudet and the Sign Language Debate, 1867-1888”

Campus: Berkeley

Bargaining Unit: Non-Member

Requested: $3,220.00

Recommended:  $3,220.00   

Librarian and Associate Director de Lorenzo proposes to explore the debate between Edward Miner Gallaudet, the founder and first president of Gallaudet College and proponent of the use of American Sign Language and Alexander Graham Bell a proponent of the oral method for the instruction of the Deaf.  This debate began in 1867 and climaxed at an International Conference in Milan, Italy in 1888.  Mr. de Lorenzo plans to publish a paper exploring the far-reaching implications of this debate.  The debate surfaced not only the changing attitudes of the general population, but it also questioned the use of sign language in instruction and its fundamental usefulness to deaf people generally, as well as challenging the right of the Deaf to determine their own identity and culture.  The Committee supports Mr. de Lorenzo’s funding for travel to research the personal papers of both Bell and Gallaudet located in Washington, D.C.  The Committee found this to be a compelling proposal with an outstanding research component.

Liladhar R. Pendse

“India Portuguesa:  Improving Access to Portuguese Language Periodicals from Portuguese India”

Campus: Los Angeles

Bargaining Unit: Member

Requested: $7,947.00

Recommended: $7,947.00

Librarian Pendse proposes to study the Portuguese periodicals published in Goa, India (1821-1962) in order to document the evolution of popular culture in India Portuguesa and to help understand the mechanisms that lead to the rise of a complex national identity.  The periodicals will provide a new perspective on mechanisms of colonization, cultural production, and public sphere.  These periodicals are often overlooked by researchers in North America who study colonial theories due to the difficulty of access.  This project will enable the North American specialists that are interested in studying the specificities of Portuguese colonization to add a unique dimension to their research on social conditions and popular culture in the Metropole as well as in colonial India.  The creation of a comprehensive web-bibliography of these 200+ periodicals and the presentation of a paper are planned as a part of this research project.  The Committee supports Mr. Pendse’s request for travel to Lisbon and Porto, library assistant salary, and miscellaneous supplies in order that he may complete this intriguing proposal.

Other Committee Activity

A subgroup of the Committee worked on merging multiple supporting documents into a single more usable document in response to the first special charge.  The subgroup merged:
“Guidelines: University-Wide Research Grants for Librarians”
“University-Wide Research Grants for Librarians Research Proposal Checklist & Evaluation Worksheet”
“What types of research and research-related projects has LAUC/UCOP funded or not funded in the past?”
The merging of these what are now three distinct web pages into a single resource addresses the lack of clarity perceived by this and earlier R&PD Committees.  The Criteria for Judging Proposals that were previously elaborated on in parts of other documentation has now been placed in a more logical and findable location.  The Committee as a whole further revised the document using a wiki and e-mail correspondence to accomplish the remaining edits.
The Committee decided that the current page entitled “Resources: University-Wide Research Grants for Librarians” no longer served a useful purpose and recommends the removal of this page.

By paring down the numbers of documents that need to be referred to by grant applicants and reviewers, it is the hope of the Committee that the application process and the reviewing process will be made easier and clearer  for future grant applicants and R&PD Committees.

In response to the second special charge, the Committee felt that it was still important to supply a copy of any product (publication, videocassette, audio recording, web site, etc.) resulting from a research project for inclusion in the LAUC Archives.  The general inaccessibility of the LAUC Archives does not outweigh the need to maintain the permanence that the Archive offers.  Wording in Section J of the merged documentation mentioned above thus recommends maintaining deposit in the Archive.  The revised wording also no longer includes the need to deposit a copy of the product from a research project with UCOP.  After a previous R&PD Committee’s investigation into the fate of these deposits, it was determined that UCOP was not maintaining any lasting record of these materials.  The Committee therefore recommends eliminating the need for deposit with UCOP.  The Committee also discussed various ideas for making the results of these funded projects more visible and as a result recommends that when appropriate, copies of the product be added (and cataloged) to a circulating collection of the local institution(s) of the grant recipient(s), as well as, (again, when appropriate) deposited in the UC eScholarship Repository.  It is further recommended that deposit in the eScholarship Repository be handled by the LAUC Webmaster as the Webmaster already maintains the page listing grant recipients and project status http://www.ucop.edu/lauc/committees/rpd/recipients/recipients.html  and would have the electronic version of any resulting product.  The Committee further recommends that a test case using a previously completed project be run to iron out any potential problems in depositing resources in the eScholarship Repository.
Two research projects from previous years were granted extensions during this period:

Atwood, Paul.  “Information Sources: San Francisco Water Supply” 2006

This project has been extended for an additional year.
Castillo-Speed, Lillian.  “Revision of the Chicano Thesaurus” 2005

The project was extended to now be completed by the end of fiscal year 2006-2007.

Respectfully Submitted,

Bob Heyer-Gray

Vice President/President Elect, LAUC

Chair, Committee on Research and Professional Development

