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ABSTRACT

The main purpose of this paper is to examine tleeofi€onsortia based resources in the selecteeé staitversity
libraries of national capital region by researchhatars and post graduate student. It mainly deseribat users are
having knowledge about consortia based resourcesogrwhat are the reasons, for using consortiadoasesources and

how they are getting benefit while using consdrtised resources.
KEYWORDS: Libraries, Information Technology, Consortia, Cperation, E- Resources

INTRODUCTION

The primary purpose of a library consortium ishare resources including books and periodicals gnaamber
libraries of consortia. In the present time, theeerchers, students or in other word users ofrljtaad information center
are searching pinpointed, exhaustive, expeditiomsl aesearch-oriented information sources for thsfudy.
To carry through completion the information requoient of the researchers, libraries are requiredite maximum
content searching facility to users on their tofNmwadays, the library and information Professienate facing the
problem of user satisfaction towards their requileduments or study materials, within the limitediget of a library. To
solve this problem more effectively, the librariaie now adopting the technologies such as proanmemf digital
content and are focusing on E- Journals subscnipttbrough the consortium. The consortium is aesgsivhere two or
more libraries are cooperated and coordinated thithr resources with member libraries. With thephef consortia, the
member libraries access more journals more e- ressun less amount. With the help of consortiaedassources,

researchers can access information resources yuatithe same place and the same time.
REVIEW OF LITERATURE
Following are selected review of the related litera with my study:

Kumar, (2013) in this paper the author wants teeflyiexplain about a concept, need, factors, acges,

disadvantages and models of library consortia.

Goria, (2012) this paper briefly describe aboutpgbpular library consortia in India. The author ¥&to describe

about that how technology can increase the utiinabf e- resources. Author suggested that usersldibe adopted latest

| I mpact Factor(JCC): 3.7985 - This article can be downloaded from www.impactjournals.us |




[ 228 Jaya Prakash Joshi & Durga Prasad |

technology for finding their resources. These tedbgies will also contribute in education, reseaackl development of

the country through giving the right informationrtght users at right time.

Arora and Trivedi, (2010) in this article the authiescribes about major functions, activities asivises of the
INDEST-AICTE Consortium. The paper is also brigfyiches upon resources subscribed, terms of lisensembership
programmes including core members, policies andtioes for archival back-ups, AICTE-supported ingibns and
self-supported category of membership. The articdeusses about outlines governing structures efGbnsortium and
their roles. It explains strategies used for effectimplementation of Consortia amongst membeitintgins and spells out

it future Endeavour’s.

Walmiki, Ramakrishnegowada & Prithviraj, (2010) Th®ain purpose of this article is to define abowt th
awareness of faculty member of Karnataka State dtsity towards UGC- Infonet Digital Library Consarh.
Author has also explained that, how UGC-Infonetiiglibrary Consortium formed and when it camekimowledge.
In this paper, we can find the number of Journdifcivare included in this consortium and how maniyersities are the

member under this consortium.

Arora, (2009) the author discussed in this artmt®ut the economics of the UGE-INFONET Digital labr
Consortium and outline model for implementationcoflege library consortium. The article has alsscdssed on future
endeavors of the UGE-INFONET Digital Library Cortaam.

Moorthy, (2009) in this paper the author brieflgaisses about the consortia initiatives taken fa@inde research
and Development Organization (DRDO), which is anaf research organization of ministry of defensgjaged in the

indigenous development of cutting-edge defensent@olies.

Madhusudhan, (2008) in this article the author wargxplain the use of UGC-Infonet e-journals cotism by
research scholars and students. The main purpatescdrticle is to identify the needs and requieets of users and to
know about the use of UGC-Infonet Library and Inmfiation Science e-journals in the University of Dddli research

scholars and students of DLIS in particular.

Bansode, (2007) in this paper the author has engidaiabout the library consortia in India, its isswand
prospects. Author has discussed that consortiadia lis doing well and a lot of libraries are gadtbenefit from consortia
based resources. But the author has also mentithha#dhow consortia based resources are not frem fimblems.

Under this paper, author has also briefly explaialedut some big working consortia in India.

Biswas and Dasgupta, (2003) in this article théehaudiscussed on the concept and significance sduree
sharing in Indian context with a view to justify &me basis of infinity growth as well as diversifexplicit knowledge,
limited budgets, increasing prices for subscribjmgriodicals, increased users' demands and purchdminks, etc.
these papers suggests that resource sharing iscaagmcept for cooperation through library consoiti the networked
information environment. This paper has also cayvaererits and demerits of library consortia and uksed about the

future prospects of consortia in the Indian scenari

Ghose, (2002) in this paper the author wants tée@xphat India is a developing country and we htvdo work
for improving our infrastructure and technology fmetter services of libraries to meet the demaridsup scientists and

researchers by taking the lead from the developedtdes. Author has also described about howibinaries are sharing
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their resources by the consortium in India. Autkaid that strong resource sharing activities anlidmgries are a most

important prerequisite for a successful consortium.

Pandian, Jambhekar and Karisiddappa, (2002) thideaprovides a framework for the design and depsient
of an intranet model, based upon the consortiacgmbr. Under this model, member libraries can aceessuse the
information resources by a single Web-enabled windonder this window, they cannot access only teirttown
resources but sources in the other institutionsedsas member libraries. It will work as a briddpat fills the gap between
rich information resource centers and informatiafialent libraries. It will share access and optmuitilization of

information resources at the affordable cost.
OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY
The main objectives of the study are
« Tofind out knowledge about consortia based ressuby research scholar and postgraduate students.
* To find out the data of users for using consortiadal resources in selected libraries.
» Tofind out the data about, why users are not ustngsortia based resources.
» Tofind out the data about, why users are usingadia based resources.
* To find out the data that, how many users are aalo®t consortia based resources.

e To find out the opinion of users regarding consobtased resources whether to saving money of aation or

not.
e Tofind out the opinion of students that consdaed resources, providing the best facility feeegch work
SCOPE

The scope of the study is a concern with the sedeatstitutes and universities which are using dbesortia
based resources in their libraries. This study ml@nly selected libraries of the National CapRelgion. | have covered

the universities and institutions that are underdtate government.
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

For this study, a questionnaire was designed f(ferusers who are in Post Graduation and Resealatia®dn
selected libraries of the national capital regi@md 150 such questionnaires were distributed &ed aregular visit and
repeated requests, 100 (duly titled in the questor) were received back. 50 from research schaad 50 from
post-graduate students, for each selected librang response percentage of a questionnaire is @6®a8ich will
represent 100% opinion of the users. The questionimcirculated between April'2017 to August’20aid the data was
analyzed on that basis. The questions are covearifgmation regarding knowledge about the libragnsortia,
a reason for using consortia based resources popimion toward consortia based resources thathenehey are saving

the money of organizations or not and consorti@th@assources providing best facility for researstogrnot.
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Note: | have taken some abbreviations for data analykish are as follow:

RS- Research ScholaRG- Post Graduate studen8GSIPU- Guru Gobind Singh Inderaprastha University,
DTU- Delhi Technical UniversityYMCA- YMCA University of Science and TechnologgBU- Gautam Budha
University.,OPAC- Online Public Access Catalogue.

DATA ANALYSIS
Following the data and its analysis which is beinfiected by questionnaire

Table 1: Knowledge about Library Consortia

Knowledge _abOUt GGSIPU DTU YMCA GBU
Consortia RS PG RS PG RS PG RS PG
Yes 42 30 40 32 41 28 38 27
84% 60% 80% 64% 82% 56% 76% 54%
No 08 20 10 18 09 22 12 23
16% 40% 20% 36% 18% 44% 24% 46%
Table No. 1
90% —84% 80% 82% -
0% | 76%
70% — . 64%
60% — i 56% 54%
o | 249 46%
ol - -
30% |— b g% — | - 24% | Yes
20% | — — — — S - No
10% (— — — — — — — — —
0%
RS PG RS PG RS PG RS PG
GGSIPU DTU YMCA GBU
Figure 1

In this table, a question is asked from researbblacs and posts graduate students that whethgktitev about
consortia based resources or not. It was foundréssarch scholars with 84% in GGSIPU, 80% of D82 of YMCA
and 76% in GBU responded that they know about atiadoased resources. About 16% of GGSIPU 20% di Pii8% of

YMCA and 24% respondent of GBU do not have knowéedbout consortia based resources.

While as 60% of postgraduate student of GGSIPU, 64%TU, 56% of YMCA and 54% of GBU responded that
they know about consortia based resources. Whd@dsof GGSIPU, 36% DTU, 44% of YMCA and 46% of GRBHid

that they don’t know about consortia based resaurce

It is overall observed that the majority of thee@sh scholars who know more about consortia beesalirces
than postgraduate students. The percentage of Rasadholars was 80.50 % and PG was 58.50%.
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Table 2: Become Awareness about Consortia Based Resces

Awareness means GGSIPU DTU YMCA GBU
RS PG RS PG RS PG RS PG
Using search engines 6 3 ! S 6 4 6 4
12% | 6% 14% | 10% | 12% 8% 12% | 8%
Searching library OPAC 8§A) 63% 105% 3 6% 13% 63% 8‘:/0 42%
Library / consortia mail alert 8 4 10 / 10 6 9 6
16% | 8% 20% | 14% | 20% | 12% 18% | 12%
Announcement of journals SiA) 4%/0 2%/0 3 6% 63% Z%A) 42%
Cited in a report /journal / conference 3 2
paper 6% 4%
Referred by the librarian / information 15 8 12 8 11 9 13 9
specialist 30% | 16% | 24% | 16% | 22% | 18% 26% | 18%
Any other

The investigator asked the respondents that hoav ubers are aware about consortia based resources.
The overall percentage of research scholars @ktdicted libraries are, 12.5% of users said thegt #tware about consortia
based resources through using search engine, 9&camere through searching library OPAC, 18.5 % waevare through
Library/consortia mail alert, 5% were aware througyimouncement of journals, 2.5% were aware thraziggd in a

report/journal/conference paper, and 25.5% wergattaough referred by the librarian/informatioresialist.

While the overall percentage of respondent of afitgraduate students of selected libraries is &¥estts who
said that they got awareness about consortia baessirces through using search engine, 5.5% weezeathrough
searching library OPAC, 11.5%were aware throughdrip/ consortia mail alert, 3% by announcemenijpafnals and

17% were aware if referred by the librarian/infotima specialist.

The majority of the students of both research sulsohnd postgraduate students found awareness ldirany
consortia if referred by the librarian and the petage was 25.50% of Research Scholars and 17%stfraduate
students, the second awareness source was lib@wpdortia mail alert. 18.5% of Research scholads 1.50% of Post
Graduate students talked about this.

Table 3: Using of Consortia Based Resources

Using Consortia Based Resources GGSIPU DTU YMCA GBU
RS PG RS PG RS PG RS PG
Yes 40 20 35 26 37 23 34 21
80% | 40% | 70% | 52% | 74% 46% 68% | 42%
No 10 30 15 24 13 27 16 29
20% | 60% | 30% | 48% | 26% 54% 32% | 58%
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Table No. 3
90% 80% .
80% 70% 4%
70% | 60%
60% 529 54%
50% | 8% 49%
40%
40% — 30%
30% 20% R6%
20% |
10%
0% |
RS PG RS PG RS PG
GGSIPU DTU YMCA
Figure 2

68%
58%
42%
32%
Yes
No
RS PG

GBU

The opinion of the respondent regarding the usecarisortia based resources by research scholars and
postgraduate students is 80% of research schofaGi&lPU, 70% of DTU, 74% of YMCA and 68% in GBU pesdents
said that they are using consortia based resourdge library. About 20% of GGSIPU 30% of DTU, 268%%YMCA and

32% respondent of GBU are not using consortia bessalirces

While as 40% of postgraduate students of GGSIP& 62DTU, 46% of YMCA and 42% of GBU respondent
said they are aware about using consortia basednes. Whereas 60% of GGSIPU, 48% DTU, 54% of YMEZW 58%

of GBU said that they don’t know about consortiadzhresources and they are not using consortia lbaseurces.

It is observed that majorly the research scholasewsing consortia based resources than postgeastugents.

The percentage of Research scholars was 73 % atdr&duate students were 45%. The post graduaterdtpercentage

is very low, then research scholars. It showstth@postgraduates are not interested for usingocbadased resources.

Table 4: Reasons for Not Using Consortia Based Rasges

Reasons GGSIPU DTU YMCA GBU
RS PG RS PG RS PG RS PG
Do not familiar about using consortia based| 3 15 5 13 3 14 5 17
resources 6% | 30% 10% 26% 6% 28% | 10% | 34%
1 i 2 0, 0, 7
Do not find resources according your need 4% 4 8% 510% 14%
Unsatisfactory services
. . 2 8 0 7 4 8 2 8
Not interest to use consortia based resource Si06 | 16% 3 6% 14% 8% 16% 4% 16%
Need for training 2 5 2 4 2 4
4% | 10% 4% 8% 4% 8%
. . 1 o o 2 1 1
Not many titles are available related my stud y2% 2 4% | 3 6% 1% 20 20
Any other reason

Research scholar and postgraduate students wexd Hgkt if they are not using consortia based ressuthen,

what is the reason for not using, the overall patiage of research scholars of selected librari88tsesearch scholar said

that they are not familiar about using consortisdolresources, 9% said that they do not found ressaccording to their
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needs, 5.5% students gave their opinion that theyat interested in using consortia based reseu® of students said
that they require training to use it and 2.5% afdshts said that many titles are not availabletedlao their study.
While 29.50 % of postgraduate students said they Hre not familiar about using consortia baseduees, 15.50 %
students gave their opinion that they are not éstexd to use consortia based resources, 7.5% dadgrdgtgaid that they

require training in using it and 2.5% of studesd#l that many titles are not available for thaidy.

The above analysis concludes that the major rea$aime research scholars for not using consortisetba
resources is, they are not finding resources aogmpitd their needs, the 9% of research scholare ¢fa@ir opinion about
this option, the second biggest reason was thaty thvere not familiar about using consortia basesoueces,
the percentage was 8% of respondents. The majdfrippstgraduate students opinion was, 29.50 % efsusaid that they
are not familiar about the use of consortia bassburces, and the second biggest reason was thatsérs are not

interested to use consortia based resource, tb@%bof students said about this option.

Table 5: Reasons for Using Consortia Based Resousce

Always
Reason GGSIPU DTU YMCA GBU
RS PG RS PG RS PG RS PG
Easy to access 20 7 11 10 12 9 14 8
40% | 14% | 22% 20% | 24% | 18% 28% 16%
8 6 8 8 11 7 9 4

Ease of literature browsing 16% | 12% 16% 16% | 22% | 14% 18% 8%

Ease of search

Ease of reading and comprehension ’ 6 11 S 10 6 7 7
14% | 12% 22% 10% | 20% | 12% 14% 14%
. e 3 1 5 3 4 0 4 2
Probability of finding useful 6% 20 10% 6% 8% 1 2% 8% 4%
. . 2
information by chance 1%

easy and faster access about global
scenario
Any other

Research scholars and postgraduate students wkee #sat what is the reason for using consortisedas
resources was. The overall opinion of the reseascbiall selected libraries, regarding using cetisdased resources
was 28.50% of student who said that this is easyctiess, 18% said that this is ease of literatuwevding, 17.50% of
students gave their opinion that is ease of readimdjcomprehension, 8% said that there is moreapitity for finding

useful resources. Only 4% of research scholars B@%IPU said that they get information by chance.

While the postgraduate student’s opinion for usiagsortia based resources was that, 17% of studaittshat it
is easy to access, 12.50% of students said thsiteidsy for literature browsing, 12% of students s$hat it is ease of

reading and comprehension, and 3.50% of studeiatdhset there is more probability for findings usleafesources.

From the analysis it is observed that the majooitythe students who are using consortia based ressus
28.50% of research scholars said that consortiacdbessources are easy to access and second mapthg students
opinion is, 18% of students said that consorticebagsources are ease of literature browsing amddme opinion of
postgraduate student is here, 17% of studentstisaicconsortia based resources are easy to aqugsk?2860 % students

said that it is easy to literature browsing.
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Table 6: Consortia save Institutional Money

: You think that Consortia based Resources saving May of Institution:
Saving Money
ctg:\()sl:)?r:a GGSIPU DTU YMCA GBU
RS PG RS PG RS PG RS PG
Yes 35 15 28 17 29 15 26 14
70% | 30% 56% 34% 58% 30% 52% 28%
No 5 5 7 9 8 8 8 7
10% | 10% 14% 18% 16% 16% 16% 14%
No knowledae 10 30 15 24 13 27 16 29
9 20% | 60% 30% 48% 26% 54% 32% 58%
Table No. 6
80% [70%
co% | o 56% rgoe 54% 579 287
50% - ——————— 10— . — =
20% — ——30% — 30% > . 30% 32% 55y Ves
30% | 20%— | — o 18% 169 6% 1cM o
20% [ 10— tog— L4BR AR 0%y IO IORR g
10% — — — — — — — — =
0% No Knowledge
RS PG RS PG RS PG RS PG
GGSIPU DTU YMCA GBU
Figure 3

The investigator asked the question from the redponthat, if they think that consortia based Resmi are
saving money of organization or not. There we éad in table no. 6 that the percentage of reseactiolars is 70% of
GGSIPU, 56% of DTU, 58% of YMCA and 52% of GBU sditt the consortia based resources are savingymune
organization. While as 10% of GGSIPU, 14% of DTB%d of YMCA and 16% of GBU said that they don't tkithat
consortia based resources are saving money of iaedeom, however 20% of GGSIPU, 30% of DTU, 26%Y®iCA and
32% of GBU said that they don’t know about it.

The opinion of postgraduate students was 30% ofIBGS34% of DTU, 30% of YMCA and 28% of GBU said
that the consortia based resources saving moneygahization. While 10% of GGSIPU, 18% of DTU, 1&#%YMCA
and 14% of GBU students said that they don't thirdt consortia based resources are saving monengahization, while
60% of GGSIPU, 48% of DTU, 54% of YMCA and 58% dBG students said that they don’t know about it.

It is noticeable that the majority of students e§earch scholar who said that, they think that etiasbased
resources are saving money of organization, theatiygercentage is 59% but the majority of the stuid of postgraduate
students, who said that they don't have any knogded consortia based resources are saving monegobrof
organization, the 55% of postgraduate students dglaeie opinion for it. This is a matter for thinkjnthat why Post

Graduate students are not taking interest in usamgortia based resources.
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Table 7: Consortia Resources Providing Best Facilitfor Researchers

GGSIPU DTU YMCA GBU
RS PG RS PG RS PG RS PG
Yes 32 20 27 22 26 21 28 19
64% | 40% | 54% | 44% | 52% | 42% | 56% | 38%
No 18 30 23 28 24 29 22 31
36% | 60% | 46% | 56% | 48% | 58% | 44% | 62%
Table No. 7
70% 64% g 62%
0% | 60% o, 56% o 58%  56% -
50% | 09 46% 449 48% 499% 44%
a0% — 0% ] s
30% |— —
20% | | Yes
10% — — No
0%
RS PG RS PG RS PG RS PG
GGSIPU DTU YMCA GBU
Figure 4

The investigator asked the question from usersdhatconsortia based resources providing the besity for
research or not. The responses of research schetar64% of GGSIPU, 54% of DTU, 52% of YMCA and 56%4GBU
students said that the consortia based resouregwaviding the best facility for research. Whik98 of GGSIPU 46% of
DTU 48% of YMCA and 44% of GBU students said thia¢yt don’t think about that consortia based rescu@e
providing the best facility for research. Howeviee postgraduate students opinion was, 40% of GGARY of DTU,
42% of YMCA and 38% of GBU students said that cetiddased resources are providing the best fadoit research,
however 60% of GGSIPU, 56% of DTU, 58% of YMCA ai2?6 of GBU students said that consortia based ressware

not providing the best facility for research.

So it is clear that the research scholars weresaggethat consortia based resources are provitiedpést facility
for research, the overall percentage was 56.50¥%thkbumajor opinion of postgraduate students wag they don't agree
that the consortia based resources are providiadést facility for research the percentage was 69User said about
this. Here we should find some solution for chaggpostgraduate students opinion towards using ctasbased

resources.
FINDINGS
There are following findings from the study:

* Majority of the research scholars who know aboatdbnsortia based resources but there is verypksentage

of postgraduate students who know about the caadmaited resources.

» Research scholars are using more consortia basgrces than postgraduate students.
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« Maximum research scholar said that, the main refmomot using consortia base resources is, thest diod the
resources according to as per their need, and nobaxipost graduate said that, they are not familierua the

usage methods of consortia base resources.

» Maximum research scholar said that the consorti basources are easy to access and the samenoigirtb

postgraduate students.

* About the awareness for consortia based resoutisesmajority of research scholar said that they amare

through referred by Librarian/information specitliad same opinion is of the postgraduate studsrust it.

 Majority of the research scholar said that the odigs based resources are helping in saving morfey o
organization, but the majority of postgraduate shid are, they don’t think about that consortiseb@&sources

are saving money of organization.

» The majority of the research scholar said that adizsbase resources are providing best facilityrésearch, but

postgraduate students are not agree with this apini
SUGGESTIONS

There is following suggestion about using conadstised resources:

* The information about consortia based resourceslgho® clearly mentioned by the organization oniaeoboard.
They should give the information by the poster thieo induction programs by the library. A libratyosild easily
explain about the consortia based resource with tiegails that which type of journals are avaibhder the

library consortia.

* The procedure of accessing E-Journals by consghitald be clearly mentioned in the library. Thedity should

explain step by step that how consortia based resswan be accessed by users.

* Astudy is suggested that there should be condunt@eé training program for users and library staéfmbers by
the authority. It will provide a clear procedure fasing consortia based resources to users. Theniaagion

should be focus on this fact.

* There should be some special induction progranpémtgraduate students and as well as researchasslot

increasing the interest towards using consorti@dassources and its use.
CONCLUSIONS

The role of the consortia based resources and dheoctium is very important in modern informatioasked
society. Now, every day as we all are aware aboaitfinancial problems which are faced by the lilmsrthis is why
libraries should coordinate and cooperate with edbhr for sharing their resources. In this contixtaries can find more
library resources in less budget and they can aaesrong library collection for their librariesdausers. With the help of
consortia, libraries are cooperating and coorduggtvith other member libraries and they are gettieglatest technology
after interaction or get to gather with each othed becoming up to date. But there is a mattehioking that why

postgraduate student is not taking interest imgusonsortia based resource.
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