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your library coll ection-development policy, can help you choose worth­
while purchases.35 For example, if a book is requested for interlibrary 
loan several times by different researchers, that is a strong indication that 
there is enough demand to justify a purchase. In 1978, the National Com­
mission on New Technological Uses of Copyright Works (CONTU) is­
sued guidelines for copies of articles made to fulfill interlibrary loan re­
quests.36 These guidelines include what is called the "suggestion of five": 
a library can request five copies of articles from a given periodical in a 
calendar year without worrying about copyright infringement. This is not 
a stri ct rule, and more than fiv e copies might be fin e, but if you are 
requesting more than fiv e articles from a journal in a year, consider a 
subscription. 

Purchases through lib rary consortia are another way libraries share 
resources. Through consortia, lib raries pool their funds to purchase or 
li cense materials that would not otherwise be affordable. Such acquisi­
ti ons are shared among all the members, so in addition to wlderstanding 
any li censes with vendors, make sure you understand the relationships 
you wi ll have with other member libraries. Joining a consortium is essen­
tially another coll ection-development decision. Use the same tools and 
information to decide whether spending funds on a membership is a 
good value for your library and wi ll give you access to materials that are 
in step with your coll ection-development poli cy. 

CONCLUSION 

A law li brary is designed to meet the needs of its present and future 
researchers. To culti vate a coll ection that serves their patrons well , law 
li brari ans must select relevant, authoritative materials in appropriate for­
mats. This means choosing from a wide variety of options whil e carefull y 
managing a budget. 

With a clear coll ection-development poli cy, librarians can make prin­
cipl ed decisions that best use the library's acquisition flUld s. The devel­
opment poli cy is an important document that should not be all owed to 
ossif y into a reli c of obsolete practi ces. Pay close attention to changes in 
publishers' offerings and your patrons' research needs, and use that in­
fo rmati on to regularly reevaluate and revise the poli cy. This w ill help 
your li brary's coll ecti on meet the aspirations of Ranganathan's second 
law by providing every reader his or her information source. 
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