Cataloging Standards

9-23-2011

Attending: Mary Saunders, Bryce Cundick, Angelynn King, Venice Bayrd, Katie Donahue, Judie Leighton, Alisia Revitt, Valerie Glenn, Lynn Wilcox, Lanny Lumbert, Peggi Loveless, James Jackson-Sanborn, Elizabeth Phipps, Sharon Quinn, Sarah Campbell, Gretchen Brisette (Polycom)
Duplicates from USM—Gretchen’s concerned about a lot of dups. USM has a new staff person who they’re working with. It’s a problem that’s been going on since July. The OCLC number is getting removed from the duplicate—USM does that with their special collection items. A new number has been put in the OCLC number, instead of in a 945 field. Some debate on how this should be run—Elizabeth will look into it. Question emails about this should go to Gretchen.

OCLC Reclamation—OCLC will go through and let you start with a fresh batch of OCLC records, essentially. The basic idea is that you send OCLC all the records you want represented with your OCLC record symbol. They delete all your existing OCLC records and then create new records with what you just sent them. They then send you records to be updated. Lets a library have a fresh start. OCLC has done a lot of work lately to clean up their records, and this lets you get the fresh records.
· 4 URSUS members will take part in an OCLC collection analysis project. Having clean, fresh records before doing this would be optimal. Those libraries that want to take part in the reclamation project will be sent all at once. Every library gets one free batch reclamation—one time. (One per holding symbol)
· Presque Isle and Farmington won’t participate. Fort Kent isn’t part of OCLC, and they’d like to have all their records removed.

· When the records come back, bib records will be updated, which will likely affect quite a few records of all libraries. Item records won’t be touched, however.
· Local holdings records will not be overlayed as part of the process.

· If you don’t want certain records submitted to OCLC and they aren’t included in OCLC, then they can be excluded. Specific types of docs can be excluded as well (like government docs). We can opt out of the delete all the holdings part of the process, but this will hobble the cleaning process. An ongoing question as to whether or not this can be done in chunks—some things deleted, some things not. There might be a way to change the holdings date on a subset of your records, and then not touch those records.
· Concern about OCLC doing some inappropriate merges. Different formats. Worry about an imperfect process. 

· Timeline—A subset of the grant partners will meet next Friday to discuss specifics. Want to begin collection analysis this January. The grant goes for three years. The collection analysis tool takes a snap shot of WorldCat quarterly, and they’re scheduled to do the first in January. It would be best to have the records as current as possible by then. So we’ll need to have our articles submitted to OCLC by then. Cleaning up our personal records doesn’t need to have happened by then.
· What about books checked out to campus members? Not sure yet. Those types of records should at least be suppressed, in which case they can be excluded from what’s sent to OCLC.
· For collection analysis, main concern is with monographs and serials

· Lynn wants to be on the listserv that’s focused on the reclamation project.
· For libraries that wait, they can be done individually at some later time.

· Concern about print records that had the microform holding on it, as well.

· Maybe can overlay only the no OCLC number.

· Portland Public went through this whole process, and it went smoothly. They send you several reports at the end of the process that allow you to manually clean up aspects of your records. The bulk of the time (6 weeks total) was the clean up of the catalog beforehand, so that you’re only sending what you want. The process of bringing it back took some time as well to make sure the load profile wouldn’t overlay the wrong things. Overall, it went really well. It was complicated, with a lot of decision points, but OCLC does a good job walking you through those. Portland’s very pleased with having done the process. Catalog is much better after the process than before. OCLC Detailed Batch staff is great. Need to make sure you’re talking to someone who knows specifics about how the process works. Portland cleared 33,000 records out of their catalog. (Sent 240,000 records.) Less than 700 records had problems. Portland has gone back manually to fix those records. Portland does a lot of local records, and they were concerned about losing those—but it went smoothly, with no hiccups. Do want to leave a window of time where you do some manual work on records that had been rejected as part of the process, to make sure those records don’t get lost.
· Original cataloging? They’ll ask if we want original cataloging records uploaded to OCLC.

· For Serials Solutions records—eBooks and eJournals—it might be that we can just get SS to re-add the items. How will these very large sets of records be handled? Would they be a candidate for the different export date? Or do we just reload them?

· System will try and use Machias’ 60,000 item reclamation as a sort of test run for the larger system. They haven’t started prepping for the process just yet, although they’ve been cleaning up their catalog for the past three years—just not specifically in preparation for this process.
· Serials will be included as part of this process—What about serials that used to be print at a library, but are now electronic access only?

· Some guidelines/review files will be created to be reviewed ahead of time for approval

· More information will be forthcoming

· Circulation needs to be a part of this process, as well

Reindexing of Mariner Databases/Indexes—Lynn submitted recommendations and a version of the policy document. Reduce thesaurus from 40 pages to 20 pages. Should we get started with this? We’ll need to ask Tim the best way to go about doing this. Simply a proposal right now—nothing final. When a more finalized draft is done, it’ll be sent out for more feedback. Need more consistency in the approach for organization. Need to have better set policies about what goes into MaineCat and what doesn’t.
Update on Review File Increase/Distribution—Venice reported back. The review ranges are all set. Now need to decide with Cat Standards and others(?) about featured lists. There are only 19 across the entire system. Propose that we group featured lists at the bottom of the big long list. Patrons won’t notice any change. Adding lists will be easier this way. Shifting files around will be easier, too. Venice will be in touch with individual libraries about specific updates. Once featured lists are moved, everything can move forward. Everyone is very pleased with the additional review files. 240,000 review files left over. Decided to leave it in one big 200,000 clump to be used as needed. Have a 40,000 floating list. The #1 slot will no longer be Augusta’s—so they won’t get overwritten anymore.
Possible to Add eBook Holdings to OCLC—III has an eBook module. In terms of adding it to OCLC, can it be handled in the same way serials are handled? It might be too large for OCLC or SS to handle right now—we haven’t been able to get a straight answer.
Project Muse eBooks—Does anyone know anything about it? Orono is looking at it. ScienceDirect is also offering eBooks. No real specifics yet. Might have to buy a package.
Managing SS eBook Deletes—When they come through and are suppressed, what do we want to do with those records? Who will remove them? Will they remain as suppressed, in case we want to reactivate them? Probably can be deleted safely. System-wide, how to be handled? Get rid of them as soon as they come up. From here on, after Venice loads the new files/changes/deletes, she’ll wait a week and then delete the deletes.

URSUS User Interface Committee Update—In short, the committee has met once and will be meeting again soon. In the first meeting, they went through the URSUS catalog search page and evaluated what needed to be changed immediately. (They’re misleading, wrong, or broken) Those are all on a big list that Maine InfoNet is working on fixing and will hopefully have done within a week. Just trying to simplify some of the options and make them consistent and accurate. At the next meeting, they’ll review the changes and then start examining the results pages. Medium term goal is to refresh the entire catalog interface so that it more closely aligns with the out-of-the-box III interface so that updating will be easier. Colby’s catalog is pretty out-of-the-box, if you want to inspect it (just make sure to look at the actual catalog, not the aquabrowser enhanced version). Portland Public is out-of-the-box (2007 version).
· No scoping is being changed, but the display of the scoping will be altered. (Format scopes (journals, maps, etc) will be moved to the top, and the display of sublibraries will be altered to be more clear as to how they’re arranged.

EReaders—Bryce presented on Can eReaders be Used in an Academic Setting. The answer? Yes, but they probably shouldn’t be just yet. Too much up in the air, tech-wise. eBooks are great, but eReaders are in too much flux right now.

Next Meeting: Time of meeting changed to 10:15—2/10/2012—If you’re going to be distributing handouts, please email out ahead of time.
New Chair: Lynn Wilcox
