
RESEARCH SECTION 
Business Meeting 

Tuesday, May 22, 2012 
 
 

Attendees:  Kristine Alpi, Kathleen Amos, Brooke Billman, Jane Blumenthal, Gary Byrd, Diane 
Cooper, Julie Esparza, Sandy De Groote, Jon Eldredge, Lisa Federer, Carole Gilbert, Heather 
Holmes, Judy Kammerer, Deborah Lansing, Elizabeth LaRue, Susan Lessick, Paul Levett, Brenda 
Pfannenstiel, Kim Powell, Barbara Rapp, Mary Shultz, Terrie Wheeler, Deidra Woodson. 
 
 
 
1. Introductions: 
 
Chair Carole Gilbert called the meeting to order at 7:05 a.m. and welcomed new and continuing 
Research Section (RS) members.  Introductions were made. 
 
2. Minutes 
 
Draft minutes from last year’s business meeting and agenda for this business meeting were sent 
out by Carole but not all members received them. 
Members reviewed copies available.  Kris Alpi moved that the minutes be accepted, Diane 
seconded, and the minutes were approved by the membership. 
 
3. Treasurer’s Report 
The 2011-2012 Treasurer’s report was read, detailing the section’s income and expenditures. 

 
4. Proclamation from MLA 
Jane Blumenthal, MLA President, read a proclamation commending the Research Section on 30 
years of “service and accomplishment in support of the profession of health sciences 
librarianship.”  See Attachment 1 on page 6. 
 
5. Officer Reports: 
 

C.  Chair, Carole Gilbert 
a. Carole reviewed events and accomplishments of the last year, which 

included- 
a. Sending out emails to new members inviting them to the Section 

Shuffle 
b. Planning of the 2013 annual meeting 
c. Advocacy- identifying potential members and doing recruitment 
d. A new issue of Hypothesis 
e. Updating the strategic plan 
f. A focus on partnering with other sections to be more active 

 
D. Outgoing Program Chair, Kris Alpi 

a. The two primary programs for this year’s annual meeting were reviewed 



a. New Voices paper session occurred again this year- it highlights the 
research of current students and recent graduates 

b. Names from the Section Shuffle raffle were drawn by MLA President 
Jane Blumenthal.  The book was won by Ann Madhaven, Public 
Health Seattle-King County and six others won a free consultation to 
discuss your ideas or project with an experienced Research Section 
member-mentor.  The winners and mentors are: 

 

 Lorely Ambriz, Pan American Health Organization - Julia Esparza, 
Louisiana State University 

 Wanda Anderson, Boston College - Martha Earl, University of 
Tennessee-Knoxville 

 Maria Barefoot, Youngstown State University - Kristine Alpi, North 
Carolina State University 

 Emily Josephine Hurst, NN/LM South Central Region - T. Scott 
Plutchak, University of Alabama-Birmingham 

 Margaret Grasberger Lindem, University of Pennsylvania - Marie 
Ascher, New York Medical College 

 Claire Sharifi, University of San Francisco - Kristine Alpi, North 
Carolina State University 

 
E. Chair-elect/ Incoming Program Chair, Terrie Wheeler 

a. Terrie discussed programming for 2013 and distributed a document with a 
list of programming that is being scheduled. See Attachment 2 on pages 7-8. 

b. Kris added additional information about the research focus of next year’s 
program 

 
F. Section Council Representatives, Diane Cooper (Outgoing) and Carole Gilbert 

(Incoming) 
a. Carole attended the section council meeting; Diane was not able to attend.  

The following was discussed- 
a. The RS website must be updated. 
b. MLA is encouraging speaker events at business meeting.  Kris 

suggested having international speakers since the next annual 
meeting will be a joint meeting. 

c. Providing travel funds.   MIS has a scoring matrix which designates 
points.  If Research section wanted to do the same thing, a task 
force could be put together and membership asked their opinion.  It 
would be preferable if the funding would be sustainable. 

d. Jane brought up one of her presidential goals of looking into the 
feasibility of an MLA Academy of Research Excellence, similar to the 
MLA Academy of Teaching Excellence.  This would be for people 
who want more information about research and want to know how 
to do research. 

1. It was brought up whether a relationship with AHIP would 
be established with the Research Academy. 

2. Susan mentioned the results of the research survey sent out 



last year and noted that members want more research CEs 
online. 

3. Kris commented that research opportunities for health 
sciences librarians are broader than MLA and she 
encourages the MLA board to look at all research 
involvement whether or not it deals with libraries. 

4. A member asked how many research award winners are 
Research Section members- 20%. It was suggested that not 
all master researchers may be involved in the section 
because they feel they may not benefit from the section 
since they’re advanced.  Another member suggested that 
this idea may run parallel to the membership piece. 

 
 
6. Committees, Sub-Committees, and Task Force Reports 

 
A. Awards Committee, Sandra De Groot 

a. Had 33 people volunteer; of those, 13 did preconference judging only. 
b. Papers- 62 prejudged and 16 finally judged. 
c. Posters- 96 prejudged and 27 were finally judged. 
d. It was discussed whether or not people were correctly self-labeling their posters 

and papers as research. It was noted that the research designation can be 
changed after the results are submitted.  Suggestion:  Add an information piece 
in MLA Focus about this. 

 
B. Bylaws Committee, Vacant 

Report by Carole- MLA said that the bylaws need to be updated in regards to 
electronic voting.  Carole has updated the wording. 

 
C. CE Committee, Leslie Behm 

Heather Holmes gave an overview of her CE course.  The participants will be invited 
to join the section on the free section membership period.  
 

D. Government Relations Committee, Elaine G. Powers- No report. 
 

E. Hypothesis, Deidra Woodson and Diane Cooper. 
a. There have been a few barriers in accessing Hypothesis recently.  Some people 

couldn’t open the attachments and the issue wasn’t added to the website. 
b. Deidre and Diane, in consultation with Jon Eldredge, are working to add a peer-

review component to the journal.  They will be asking those who presented 
posters and papers at MLA, particularly those who won MLA Research Awards, 
to submit to Hypothesis. These one-page “original articles” submissions will be 
located at the front of the issues, then more substantial articles following, with 
Research Section business information at the end. 

c. The editors and Jon would like to move Hypothesis to a hosting framework 
similar to other open access journals.  It was discussed moving it to OJS which 
has a similar submission process to JMLA. The editors plan over the next couple 
of years to migrate to OJS once they establish a sound peer review process. Jon 



has been working with the professor who teaches the graduate-level editing 
courses at the University of New Mexico to set up interns who will assist with 
the peer review process and copyediting aspects of Hypothesis.  

d. Ideally, the brief “original articles” (clearly labeled with an icon and the words 
“Peer Reviewed”) would consist of a one-page overview that included 
Objectives, Methods, Results, and Conclusion sections similar to ACP PIER. 

e. The Executive Committee encouraged the editors and Jon to continue with 
these plans for Hypothesis. 

 
F. International Research Collaboration, Jon Eldredge 

a. Jon interfaces with the international Evidence Based Library and Information 
Practice (EBLIP) Conferences held every other year.  He represented the MLA 
Research Section in planning and then attending the 6th annual international 
EBLIP Conference (EBLIP6) in Manchester, UK.  The next conference, EBLIP7, will 
be in Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, Canada. Jon has been appointed to the EBLIP7 
Program Committee. 

 
G. Membership Committee, Beatriz Varman. 
 

Beatriz was not in attendance.  Carole reported that a survey was sent out about 
what Research Section membership is and what members would like it to be. 

 
H. Nominating Committee, Diane Cooper 

a. Carole was elected to be the Research Section Nominee to the MLA Nominating 
Committee.  Her nomination will move forward to voting in Section Council. 

b. Terrie Wheeler is the incoming chair. 
c. It was mentioned that the Website Committee needs appointees as we thank 

Allan Barclay and Nicole Mitchell for their service. 
 

I. Research Agenda Committee, Jon Eldredge 
a. The MLA Research Agenda Committee has had a busy 24 months in planning, 

seeking IRB approval for, implementing a large Delphi Study, and then 
publishing their results in JMLA. In this study, the Committee sought to include 
methodological and logistic improvements in their 2008 study that was 
published in JMLA during July 2009. This applied research project involved a 
Delphi Study consisting of three phases. The Committee polled 581 MLA leaders 
on what they considered to be the “single most important and answerable 
research question facing the medical library profession” in Phase One. The 
Committee received 140 viable research questions. In Phase Two the 
Committee contacted 298 authors who had published in the four leading peer-
reviewed journals in medical librarianship or those who had received MLA 
Research Awards during 2008-2010. The Committee asked them to select their 
top 10 answerable questions. One-hundred and eight researchers submitted 
their top question, which led to a refined list of 35 top-ranked research 
questions.  The Committee then asked the same MLA leaders who participated 
in Phase One to select their top questions, which led to the identification of the 
top-ranked 15 research questions that represents the MLA Research Agenda. 
The study will be replicated in three years incorporating the methodological and 



logistical improvements recommended by the Committee. The article citation 
appears here: 
Eldredge JD, Ascher MT, Holmes HN, Harris MR. The new Medical Library 
Association research agenda: final results from a three-phase Delphi study. 
Journal of the Medical Library Association 2012 Jul; 100 (3): 214-8. 

b. Heather Holmes represents the hospital perspective.  She and Mary Asher put 
out the call for participation and she ensured that the recruitment of 581 MLA 
leaders included hospital librarians. Heather noted that the questions were very 
different than the 2008 questions.  There was an emphasis on economic security 
in the most recent responses.  The authors would like to get feedback from MLA 
members after the article comes out. 

c. The Committee next will be submitting a proposal to the Research Section 
Executive Committee in November to set up as many as 15 teams to work on 
systematic reviews of library science and other relevant literatures revolving 
around these top-ranked research questions.  These teams will include grey 
literature because much of the available evidence in our field never reaches the 
publication stage. Jon speculated that our profession creates incentives for 
presenting posters or papers at conferences but does not incentivize our 
colleagues to publish in peer-reviewed journals. Kris noted that the MLA Public 
Health/Health Administration Section has done something similar- the reviews 
show published articles and grey literature. 

 
J. Research Mentoring Program Planning Task Force, Heather Holmes and Elizabeth 

LaRue. 
a. Heather and Elizabeth had a poster on the mentorship program. 
b. It has been difficult getting people involved even though people recognize its 

importance.  They would like to turn the committee chair positions over to new 
people.  After three years they are resigning. 

c. They suggest membership to the section needs to increase and the mentorship 
piece needs to expand.  Currently there are only 25 people in the database.  The 
program could possibly be set up in a format similar to the Rising Stars program 
in project interests could be identified and then mentors and mentees would be 
matched. 

 
K. Strategic Planning Committee, Susan Lessick 

a. The Strategic Plan was completed and has been posted on the website. 
 

L. Website, Co-Editors, Allan Barclay and Nicole Mitchell- No report; Kris Alpi will 
work on making it possible for committee chairs to do more of their own web 
editing now that our website co-editors have stepped down. 

 
M. Old Business- None. 

 
N. New Business, Carole Gilbert 
 

a. Julie Esperanza talked about her plan to update the 2007 Consumer Health 
Information Services (CHIS) Survey: Services in Academic Centers, Hospitals, 
Health Systems and Public Institutions.  The survey’s goals are 1) to determine 



the level of involvement librarians and libraries have in CHIS and 2) to detail the 
CHIS activities in which libraries and librarians participate. 

b. Julie asked the section to provide financial support.   
c. Looking at the proposed budget for the project, the research group noted they 

would need to pay for access to the MLA email list.  It was understood by some 
members that access to this list was free for those conducting research.  Kris will 
follow-up with this. 

d. It was suggested to purchase equipment so that it can be used by those within 
the research group and then it can be given back the section in order for others 
to use for research projects. 

e. It was discussed that here is no protocol or process in how the section handles 
request for financial assistance. 

f. There was a general consensus that the section would rather purchase a tool 
such as hardware that could be loaned to any researcher instead of donating 
money.  Kris moved to spend $500 to purchase recorders or other devices.  
Brenda seconded and the motion passed with a vote. 

 
Carole thanked everyone for a great year and the meeting was adjourned at 8:55 A.M. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Brooke L Billman, Secretary/Treasurer 
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