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Electronic resources are important collection in university libraries. However,
works of collection development in university libraries are facing critical challenges
for years. Canceling print periodicals, joining consortium, and enhancing library
cooperation are some of the surviving tasks that libraries are conducting nowadays.
University libraries need to maintain proper print collection, on the other side, they
also need to provide expansive electronic resources.  Although librarians believe that
interlibrary loan and document delivery service can solve the problem of insufficient
local collection, some studies indicate that the faculty members are convinced that
collection size and local holdings are very important to university libraries.
University libraries are in a dilemma of ‘ownership vs. access' in the process of
making appropriate collection development policies. Cooperative acquisition of
electronic resources can lower down the expenses, but, it causes collection



overlapping at the same time. With the overlapping, it reduces the effects of resource

sharing among libraries.

1. To analyze the impacts of electronic resources on collection development policy
of university libraries.

2. Toinvestigate the outcomes and issues of electronic resource consortiain Taiwan.

Questionnaires and interviews were conducted in this study. Result indicated that
university libraries spend much more money on electronic resources and acquired less
paper collections. Most libaries participate two or more consortia.  Consortiado help
libraries save money in acquiring electronic resources. Libraries reported that their
collection development policy was not affected by consortia.

Keywords: electronic resources; library consortia; collection development; college &
university libraries
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