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NEH/NEA appropriations
Increased fund ing  is be ing  sought for the 

N a tio n a l E n d ow m en t o f the  H um an itie s  

(N EH ) and  the N ational E ndow m ent o f the 

Arts (NEA). Library advocates are encouraged 

to ask their congressional representatives and 

senators to fu n d  the NEH and  NEA at $150 

m illio n  each.

N EH  is re q u e s tin g  $150 m illio n  fo r 

FY2000, an  increase o f $40 m illio n  from  

FY1999. For several years NEH has been 

funded  at $110 m illion . In  FY1996 their b ud 

get was cut by 36 percent. D uring  a late April 

hearing  before the H ouse A ppropria tions 

Subcom m ittee on  the Interior, W illiam  Ferris, 

chair o f NEH testified that the extra funds 

requested for FY2000 w ou ld  he lp  offset some 

o f that loss. He rem inded  the subcom m ittee 

that next year w ill m ark N EH ’s 35th anniver

sary and  that th is budge t request “places 

particular em phasis o n  the educational m is

sion o f the agency.”

N E H  e d u c a t io n a l p ro g ram s  in c lu d e  

teacher sem inars and  institutes that im prove 

teach ing  and  le arn ing  o f the hum an itie s, 

docum entary te levision/film s, m useum  ex

hib itions, library reading groups, and  projects 

that he lp  out-of-school adults engage in  life

long  learning.

Rep. Ralph Regula (R-Ohio), chair o f the 

subcom m ittee, to ld  Ferris that the reality o f 

tight budget caps this year w ill m ake it d iffi

cult to give NEH extra funds. O ther m em 

bers o n  the pane l offered positive remarks 

regarding the job  Ferris is do ing  and  stated 

they w o u ld  like NEH to receive the fund ing  

requested.

B ill Ivey, NEA chair since 1998 and  form er 

director o f the Country M usic Foundation  for 

27 years, testified before the subcom m ittee 

for the first tim e. NEA also requested $150 

m illio n  in  FY2000, an  increase o f $52 m illio n  

from  FY1999.

“Challenge Am erica” is one o f the new  

m ajor NEA initiatives for the next year. These 

grants w ill target com m unities that lack a sig-
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nificant arts presence. “Challenge Am erica” 

builds o n  key objectives o f ArtsREACH, w h ich 

was set u p  to strengthen arts activity in  the 

20 states w ith  the fewest direct NEA grants.

Regula recognized that NEA was striving 

to becom e a more accountable agency in  how  

it uses federal funds and  distribute grants. 

He reiterated his statement that the request 

w ill be d ifficu lt to fu lfill due  to the tight b u d 

get caps.

A lthough such increases in  appropriations 

are very tough in  this clim ate, there is a bright 

note. At this w riting, a hearing o n  the reau

thorization  o f NEA/NEH is now  scheduled 

for M ay 27. There are ind ications from  some 

congressional representatives that the battles 

o f the past are over and  that there is hope  

for reauthorization occurring.

A ction needed: Please contact your m em 

bers o f Congress and  ask h im  or her to fund  

NEA and NEH at $150 m illio n  each. G ive ex

am ples o f how  you  or your college or un i

versity have used a grant from  one  o f these 

agencies. Ask them  also to support reautho

rization o f bo th  endow m ents. If  you need 

further inform ation  regarding congressional 

appropriations for library program s or other 

academ ic program s or about the NEH/NEA 

r e a u th o r iz a t io n , p le a s e  c o n ta c t M ary  

Costabile, at (800) 941-8478 or e-mail: mrc@ 

alaw ash.org.

DMCA concerns rise
N ow  that the D igital M illennium  Copyright Act 

(DM CA) is law , several libraries report receiv

ing threatening letters from  content providers 

citing the DM CA and com pla ining  about in 

fringing activities on  the Internet.

These letters have often been specifically 

addressed to institutions that have registered 

w ith  the Copyright O ffice as O n line  Service 

Providers (OSPs), and  some have been very 

b road  and  general in  their allegations. In  

particular, our legal experts advise us that 

the letters m ay not be  fram ed appropriate ly 

or conta in  sufficient detail about the claim ed 

in fring ing  sites to qualify  as a form al notifi

c a tio n  re q u ir in g  a c tio n  to  c o m p ly  w ith  

(c o n tin u e d  on  page  481)
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the database.—  Teresa Fishel, M acalester Col

lege; fishel@ m acalester.edu

G o o g le ! S e a rc h  E n g in e . Access: h ttp :// 

w w w .goog le .com .

Chances are that you have never heard o f 

the Google! search engine. It is not a major 

player in  the W eb search engine game, and 

most o f its prom otion has had to rely on word 

o f m outh. Too bad, because Google! offers 

pow erful searching features, a stream line de

sign, and ease o f use that m ake it a valuable 

research tool.

At first glance, its sim ple user interface 

can be m isleading. W hat goes on  beh ind  the 

scenes o f this search engine is actually quite 

sophisticated. Google! is the outcom e o f three 

years o f research in W eb searching at the 

Stanford University Computer Science Depart

ment by its founders, Sergey Brin and Larry 

Page. Each search looks at “over a b illion  

hyperlinks” on  the W eb to see w ho  is po in t

ing to w hom , w ith the idea that im portant 

W eb pages po in t to other im portant Web 

pages. The real beauty o f G oogle! though, 

for librarians w ho  teach users how  to search 

the Web, is in  its front-end design and search

ing features.

The first th in g  you  w ill no tice  abou t 

Google! is w hat’s not there. No clutter. U n

like Infoseek, Excite, LYCOS, and some o f 

the other m ajor portals, this search engine is 

lean and clean. There are no  unw anted ad 

vertisements, teasers, or distracting links, just 

a sim ple box for your search query, a couple 

o f buttons, and an option  to learn more about 

Google! and  w hat it can do. That’s it.

Like m any on line  library catalogs and 

periodical indexes, G oogle! assumes AND 

between search terms instead o f OR . In  most 

other W eb search engines, it’s the other way 

around . G oog le ! ignores com m on  w ords 

(stopw ords) such as “the” and “o f,” and it 

does not stem words. If  you are searching 

for co lon cancer, you w ill not retrieve pages 

dealing w ith colonies or colonels w ith can

cer, that is, unless they in  fact m ention colon 

cancer. Google! is not perfect. It does not of

fer truncation or true Boolean searching, but

it does offer some other nice search features.

Just like w ith  any new  search engine, you 

should always read the he lp  screens before 

d iv ing in. Google! uses some o f the same 

searching techniques you have come to know  

w hen using the advanced search m odes in 

AltaVista, LYCOS, and others. Operators such 

as the double  quotation marks (“ “) that a l

low  you to search for bound  phrases, and 

the plus sign ( “+”) and m inus sign ( “-”) that 

allow  you to require and  prohib it terms are 

all here. There is no  “advanced search” m ode 

w ith Google! The single search m ode recog

nizes all o f these operators.

Som ething un ique  to G oogle! is the “I ’m 

Feeling Lucky” button. C licking this autom ati

cally takes you to the first W eb page returned 

for your query. Some students and librarians 

I know  swear by it. The librarian and pur

veyor o f critical th ink ing  in  m e makes me 

suspect. You be the judge.

Search engines are getting better. Increas

ingly, students and other library users w ant to 

know  how  to perform  exact W eb searches, 

rather than sift through a thousand or so Web 

pages. Search engines like Google! present an 

alternative to the major commercial portals that 

cater to less selective users w ho search the 

Internet primarily for recreation. Googleí’s fo

cus on the searcher and no-nonsense design 

make it a useful instructional tool for librar

ians.— Bryan S inclair, University o f North Caro

lin a  a t Asheville; sinclair@ bulldog.unca.edu  ■

(W ashing ton H o tline  con t. fro m  page 476) 

the DM CA safe harbor provisions for OSPs. 

O f course each institution needs to evaluate 

these letters on  a case-by-case basis as it re

ceives them , and  at all times consult its legal 

counsel w hen fram ing its response.

The O ffice  o f In fo rm ation  Technology 

Policy is continu ing  to m onitor the im ple

m entation o f the DM CA and to develop more 

detailed interpretations o f its very hazy and 

com plex provisions as they evolve. You can 

he lp  by sending us examples o f letters or 

other contacts citing the act that you may 

receive from  the content providers, as w ell 

as letting us know  how  you responded to 

them . Contact Rick W eingarten, director o f 

the ALA O ffice o f Inform ation Technology 

Policy, 1301 Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Suite 

403, W ashington, D .C. 20004 or phone  (800) 

941-8478 or e-mail: rww@ alawash.org. ■
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