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Abstract

There was a time where students came to the library to view
videos and listen to music required for their coursework.
With the Internet’s many audio and video streaming sites,
those days are mostly gone. Institutions have acquired both
streaming video and audio libraries for their users, but are
they preferred by today’s students and faculty? This poster
presents data from three studies examining these questions,
and offers some guidelines to developing media collections
going forward.

Media that students reported needing

Audio 83% 57% 52%
Video 74% 87% 71%

Students’ preferred audio access
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Observations

* Faculty displayed a stronger preference for physical
media (CDs, DVDs) than students, but generally didn’t
specify library resources for related assignments

* 83% of faculty reported using freely available media
from the internet (e.g. YouTube, Spotify) in teaching

* The libraries streaming physical media and streaming
DBs (both audio & video) received high “do not use”
percentages from performing arts faculty and students
* Circulation of physical media (DVDs, CDs) is down 45%
at KSU’s Performing Arts Library from Spring 2016-18

* Students in focus groups attested to the value of the
library’s streaming audio resources

* Physical media is on life-support, and should only be
purchased if electronic versions are not available

e Students and faculty want what is easy and familiar
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Responses to the open-ended question “what other
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23% (M=4.76, n=109, sd=2.28)

* Make faculty aware of library resources and circulation
data and how we can offer curricular content

* Implement (or look to improve) a robust outreach and
instruction program that highlights library resources,
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