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Errata

In the September 2012 article "Give "Em What They Want: A One-Year Study of
Unmediated Patron-Driven Acquisition of e-Books" by Fischer, Wright, Clatanoff,
Barton, and Shreeves, the "Total Ebrary Usage (%)" column of the "50-100+" row was
transposed. The correct figure is 0.8 as noted below:

We regret the error.

TABLE 9

Total Ebrary Usage for 11 Months
User Titles Used | Total Ebrary
Sessions Usage (%)
1 3,049 325
2 2,580 27.5
3-5 1,982 21.1
6-10 1,042 11.1
11-49 661 7.0
50-100+ 73 0.8
Total 9,387




