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Collection evaluation is one of the major tasks of library management because it will help to learn about the strength or weakness of a collection, to know how effectively the budget is spent, and how it serves the community. Without this process, a librarian is unclear about where he/she is and where he/she is going to in his/her service to the community.
After reviewing options which can be used for evaluation, this paper attempts to evaluate a collection on Obesity in Children in San Jose Public Libraries which is available online at sjlibrary.org. The purpose for evaluating this selected collection is to see if it is adequate to serve the community in this important issue. The approach for this task is to go online into the catalogue of the San Jose Public Libraries.


According to professional librarians, there are two methods to evaluate a certain collection: collection-centered method and use-centered method. For this assignment the use-centered method is not possible because it is based on the analysis of circulation data and the assumption that circulation reflects the use of library resources. To use this method, one has to be a staff of the library. 

The collection-centered method is suitable for this paper because it deals directly with what is available online. Within this method, there are four recognized approaches for the evaluation: checking list, expert opinion; comparative use statistics; and collection standards. For G. Edward Evans, she explains:

The checklist method is an old standby for evaluators. It can serve a variety of purposes. Used alone or in combination with other techniques—usually with the goal of coming up with some numerically based statement, such as “We (or they) have X percentage of the books on this list”—it provides objective data (Evans & Saponaro, 2005, pg 319).

This approach allows evaluators to compare and contrast the collection with other standard lists for a certain type of library for a certain class of users. It will provide objective data. 


Regarding the expert opinion approach, a consultant or a specialist is usually hired to do the work because he/she has the expertise on the matter. According to Evans, this is how it is done: 

The evaluation draws on information compiled from various sources—personal examination of the shelves, qualitative measures, and the impressions of the service community. Subject specialists give their impressions of the strengths and weaknesses of a collection. Sometimes, the evaluator employs questionnaires and interviews to collect the data from many evaluations (Evans & Saponaro, 2005, pg 321).
This approach can be very reliable if the library hires a credited consultant or specialist. With his/her professional experience, an accurate evaluation can be obtained. This approach seems to be very popular. Evans notes that, nowadays, “many large public libraries employ subject specialists, most special libraries have in-depth subject specialists available, and school libraries can draw on teachers for subject expertise” (Evans & Saponaro, 2005, pg 321).

Another approach which deserves attention is collection standards. As the phrase suggests, it is revealing that certain type of library has certain standards. Evans explains the meaning as follows: 
There are published standards for almost every type of library. The standards cover all aspects of a library, so there is at least one section that addresses collections. Additionally, some standards have one section about print collections and another section dealing with other formats. The standards vary over time and sometimes shift from a quantitative to a qualitative approach and back again (Evans & Saponaro, 2005, pg 325).


This approach is basically simple. What evaluators mainly need to do is to make sure the collection meets the standards as compared to other libraries with the same type and size. The comparison would allow evaluators to see what are lacking or missing. They then proceed to develop the collection. 

After discussing the possible approaches, it is clear that the checklist approach and the collection standards approach can be used to evaluation the collection on Obesity in Children of the San Jose Public Libraries. Under the Basic Search, Obesity in Children is entered as keywords to search the entire collection as follows. 
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This search provides 124 different items which can be groups into 6 categories:
	ITEMS
	QUANTITY
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 Printed Material
	84
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 E-book
	13
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Microfilm
	12
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 DVD/CD
	8
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  Computer File
	6
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 Video
	1


Out of the 84 books in this collection, 51 were printed within the last 8 years; 16 were in the 90’s; 11 were in the 80’s; and 6 were in the 70’s. With the E-books, 12 were made within the last 8 years, and one was made in 1999. 8 microfilms were made in the last 8 years; 3 were made in the 80’s, and one was made in 1970. All the DVD/CD and computer files were within the last 8 years. The video is undated. 

It is fair to say that the collection Obesity in Children is fairly adequate. The materials are mostly updated. As far as call numbers are concerned, they are mostly RJ300’s, some are 600’s, and the rest scattered very evenly. In the process of this research, other related subjects and topics are also suggested are Children Health, Nutrition for Children, Exercise for Children, Sickness Prevention, and Health Promotion. 

Though this collection is small in number, it is actually much larger in comparison to other libraries. The Orange Public Libraries only have 15 titles; Los Angeles Public Libraries 95; and Santa Ana Public Libraries 66.

It is quite interesting to look into the collection on Obesity in Children of San Jose Public Libraries. It is truly convenient to do an evaluation online. With the checklist, it is possible to see the collection has 6 different formats and how many items per each. The checklist also allows evaluators to view the year of each publication, and where each item is located according to its call number. As viewing the publication year, the San Jose Public Libraries deserves to be praised for its effort to update the collection. Though it is larger in comparison to other libraries, it is always good to expand its collection. Only 124 items for this important topic is still low. If it can double its present size, that would be great, and it truly deserves this development
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Diem-Trang, The paper requires improvement in terms of its content and presentation style. You start with a discussion of possible approaches, but do not really apply any of the established methodologies except comparing the total number of items in the collection. It is not enough for a meaningful analysis. The options would be: a closer look at the areas covered by these books (additional word searches would lead you to more depth), a review of the age of the material, may be a closer look at a sample that you find most important. Generally - a broader topic dealing with obesity in general would give you more opportunities for an interesting analysis. The text could be better organized: when you work of a paper try to make the content of each section very clear to yourself and then focus on issues that you consider important. yelena 
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