USING PEER COMPARISIONS TO DEVELOP PERSUASIVE
NARRATIVES FOR COLLECTION BUDGET NEGOTIATIONS
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DATA S O U RC E Comparison of BU & ARL Median University Libraries for Selected Variables, 2013
ARL Statistics Analytics (www.arlstatistics.org) Ty e ey
y " " g Materials expenditures S11,494,395 S11,697,021
Prof. salaries & wages S6,454,916 S5,875,811
Salaries & wages $10,686,500 S10,035,471
POSTER BY Library expenditures S24,778,840 S24,778,840
: Fulltime students 26,059 25,076
Linda Plunket Fulltime graduate students 9,425 5,510
Associate University Librarian, Graduate & Research Services (plunket@bu.edu) Doctoral degrees awarded 1,164 542
, Teaching faculty 2,462 1457
Steve Smith Titles held 2,917,558 3,323,213
Head, Collection Development (sdsmith9@bu.edu) Electronic books 1,106,981 763,919
B O S TO N Ongoing resource purchases $S9,333,564 S8,742,613
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