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INTRODUCTION: METHOD:
| I
When IEEE announced in 2003 that it was digitizing its journals back to the first volume, the UC Berkeley and UC Davis ~ — = e e Lo EECL o oo S Receive volumes from content partner (campus). e i)
engineering librarians proposed a joint cooperative effort to preserve the best, most complete set of each IEEE journal 2 e oo i o mwes v may o Piss miweas ) meim amddn N R Do the volumes meet the validation criteria? inio guiter margin, uncut pages,
title and store them at the shared UC Northern Regional Library Facility (NRLF). Guiding principles were developed R IRy ————e— wieamm——
that would incorporate the project into existing workflows, reducing the impact on staff. Guidelines included: P e T ——— o o e
* UC Berkeley and UC Davis campuses would lead the project and try to gather the bulk of the volumes from Titlefs selected from core ist of [EE ttles. s title completely digitized by [EEES Yes No T
within the two fairly comprehensive collections, requesting items from other UC libraries only when gaps ] )
were present
* Titles would be validated for completeness at the issue level and not include a page-by-page check Yes No —— . | . T
Create a new UC-Libraries bibliographic Return to sending campus with a Rejection
record with holdings notes for each title Flag indicating reason for rejection
* A complete list of current and preceding IEEE titles would be compiled and only titles that were completely CONCLUSION & Lessons Learned:
digitized by IEEE would be sent
Are holdings from UCB and UCD on the Celoct another itle Simple projects frequently are not simple. Despite our best efforts, problems arose
* Volumes would be sent to storage as part of the regular, ongoing workflow, thereby extending the amount of same union catalog (MELVYL) record? that slowed the progress of what was originally thought to be a relatively straight-
time to project completion but offering the best chance for sustainability given the uncertain budget and Upload record into the union catalog forward storage project. However, we found that through good communication
staffing levels between content partners, the Shared Print Manager, and the storage facility staff,
we were able to overcome many of the problems that arose.
Select another title and report to
Yes No campus e-serials cataloger to be
corrected. Title sent at later date. There were also some positive lessons that came from the project. We found that
Create a Gaps List indicating missing issues compiled for further action other UC campuses outside of the two original content partners were more than
willing to participate and share their existing storage holdings for the project. IEEE,
METHOD: | e e tovelvalction of oo when made aware of a gap in the digitizatipn of a ’Fitle ano! knowing that UC Davis
Have volumes previously been No (see issue-level validation standards) and UC Berkeley are in the process of creating a print archive, filled that gap from
stored by another UC campus? and prepare for sending to NRLF one of our collections, making IEEEexplore more complete for everyone.
Issue-level Validation Standards Processing Procedures & Tools What started out as a local project may have importance for similar collaborative
efforts nationally to create retrospective shared print repositories. The final
Staqdards were developed ff)llowing a meeting with UC While local processing techniques differed betweenothe - Ask owning library for approval o de-accession volumes and add to Shared Print Collection documentation)a/md Materials deI\O/eIoped tor thispprojectpfor communication and
DaV|s.and UC Berkeley !lbrarlans, NRLF staff, CDL staff, campuses, the ne.ed .to ensure that we all were working after issue-level validation reporting will be made available for use by other institutions and/or consortia.
the director of Production from JSTOR, and the Head of from the same principles and standards led to the
the Preservation Department at UC Berkeley. The group creation of this
referred to JSTOR page-level validation standards as a working docu- \ y
starting point. The following criteria were developed for ment. Using con- ccosing EEE Shared B Mot by Gt Prrers ad
material validation: sistent criteria for
Criteria for rejection: rejection, Mid 2006 2012
* content missing sending materials, e The e g s, St s LS End of 2004 Farly 2008 , ,
% : : B. Valdation: UC Collection Development Committee | | Expected project completion
content |Ileg|ble due to damage etc., ensures a 1. Extemal sxaminatio of fem: All northern UC campuses except Berkeley gives approval for IEEE storage project Shipments begin from (contingent upon completion of
* content iIIegibIe due to pOOr binding practices minimum of b:pj“;*;?l’r?:?:mbtﬁ;ﬁ:t;':jiim:':"’ cancel IEEE print journal subscriptions to move forward campuses to NRLF IEEE digital historical archive)
* photocopies or photostats of content misunderstanding T
regarding what
“Acceptable” but requires added note in bibliographic can be sent, how s ol rogh k. o oo, avartcomens
record: it should be s Gk tr o e s
* issues with missing covers labeled, and with
* jssues with missing images whom one must Late 2002/ early 2003 -arly 2003 2007 Early 2009
* issues with missing advertising pages coordinate. | Announcement from IEEE of the UC Shared Print Manager, UCB, Catalog programming completed for 100+ titles sent to NRLF
creation of a digital historical archive and UCD discuss retrospective print Berkeley technical processing system to from UCD and UCB
Online Libraries & Microcomputers archive for IEEE journals allow “UC Libraries Collection” note to

(December 2002) appear in union catalog



