Thoughts Regarding Cataloging in NERCICST during Gap:

Preparation:


1. Confirm/set staff authorizations (Looks like these are in synche with NERNOTIS.) 

2. Confirm/define NOTIS locations and sublocations  (Looks like these are in synche with NERNOTIS.) 
3. Confirm/set labeling function in NERCICST  (Phek & Doug confirmed this works; doesn’t require item record)

4. Confirm/set CLARR to function with NERCSIST. Confirm/set CLARR to work with LTLC.  (Gerald S. will make changes to facilitate CLARR checking against LTLC and the UF authority file.  Updates?)    

5. Confirm/set importing records into NERCICST  (Can create originals and derive records from within SUS databases, can use CLARR and WINONI to import OCLC records into NERCICST)

6. Provide for importing these records into ALEPH post STP (Ask Mary Ann and Daniel what we need to do to make this happen?)

Cataloging in NERCICST:

7. Create the records in LTUF in NERCICST

8. Upload the records or set holdings in OCLC

9. Edit the 049 in OCLC for the holding library code & barcode (Talk with others about options and identify best one)

10. Xpo to UF server file. (Can these be added to a common UF server file with CatME records…?)

Post STP:

11. After STP, load the OCLC export files through the Aleph OCLC server

Questions?

1. Items will be barcoded when cataloged.  Will item records be created in NERCICST?  If an item circulates during the gap, will an item record (unlinked) be created in NOTIS? Or?

-----Original Message-----

From: Rich Bennett 

Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2003 5:40 AM

To: Dorothy Hope; Lori Driscoll

Cc: Phek Su; Betsy Simpson; Gerald Langford; Nancy Williams

Subject: RE: CLARR WITH NERCICST

When I received this message, I sent a note to FCLA about the possible continued use of NOTIS unlinked item records to circulate any of these new materials during the gap. The NOTIS system will, of course, remain available to do this. FCLA confirmed that this is correct but that no circulation data for these items will migrate. Anyway, here are a couple of thoughts:

1. It might be that just shelving any new books added during this time to a temporary, non-public, holding area until the item records can be created in ALEPH is the best approach. After the bibs created during the gap are loaded, the item records can then be added and the books shelved. With this approach, none of these items will circulate during this time (although a few "rush" items would be).
2. A second approach would be to send all the items to the stacks without barcodes. For any items found by users "browsing" (since they will not be listed in the OPAC), a NOTIS unlinked item record can be created to allow checkout. Immediately after migration, we can identify the unlinked items with circ data attached and manually transfer the transactions that remain open to ALEPH. We can easily identify (even without FCLA's help) all unlinked items created after the "freeze" since the unlinked item records are assigned record numbers sequentially. I think the only unlinked records that there will be value in creating during this time will be for these circulating items and course reserve items, so the number will probably be manageable. 

If we can keep/get a list of all new items cataloged during this time, a retrospective project to fetch the items from the stacks and add the item records to the ALEPH bibs may be worthwhile.

3. A hybrid of #1 and #2 -- shelve the new items together in a PUBLIC shelving area. This will make them accessible to users (NOTIS unlinked items can be created as needed) and those items will remain segregated for more easily adding item records after bib records have been loaded into ALEPH. 

Rich 

Questions?? Cont’d

2. What will be needed to overlay/replace ALEPH record (maybe Acq. record) with another/more current record? 
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