University of California Holdings Practices Survey
1.  Method of Storing Holdings -The following section is to help us determine how you store holdings information in your local system
1.1. Does your local system use separate holdings records or does it embed the data in the bibliographic record?

Aleph (D and SB): Separate holding records

Gladis (B): Separate holdings records

III (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: Holdings appear as separate holdings records each with their own type of record number in the system locally, but are embedded on output.
· Merced: Embedded in the bibliographic record

· Riverside: We use separate holdings records

· San Diego: Yes and No. For online resources use 856 $3 in bibliographic record. For tangible resources two types of holdings  records: continuing resources(serials and integrating resources) use check-in records and provide summary holdings. Everything else uses item records, which provide piece level holdings data.
· Santa Cruz: Serials have check-in record with full text summary holdings. Call number data comes from the bibliographic  record. The item record contains location, status, barcode, chronological or numeric volume holdings. Call number comes from bibliographic record. Check-in card is attached to the check-in record and contains the receipt data for each issue as it is received. Serials also have embedded 856. Monographs have separate item record and embedded 934 (Library has v.1-3) and 856

· San Francisco. Holdings are embedded in the bibliographic record

Voyager (UCLA): Voyager uses separate MARC21 holdings records.
1.2.  Are holdings for serial current receipts stored in the same area as summary holdings data?
Aleph (D and SB): No, serial current receipts are stored in a separate area.

Gladis (B): No, they are stored in our Innopac system

III (I,M,R,SD,SC and SF)
· Irvine: Yes, separate 85x/86x pairs at Niso level 4 generated from check-in card

· Merced: No, Holdings for current serial receipts (8) are stored in item records. Summary holdings are stored in bibliographic records

· Riverside: Yes

· San Diego: Yes, Serials current receipts are stored in a check-in  card, which is attached to the check-in record, where summary holdings are stored

· Santa Cruz: Serials current receipts are stored in check-in cards attached to check-in records.

· San Francisco. Serials current receipts are stored in the attached check-in records.
Voyager (UCLA): Serials with predictive check-in have current receipts stored separately from the summary holdings data. Serials that are not checked in through predictive check-in have current receipts stored in 866 of the holdings records.

1.3. Do all bibliographic records for all formats (books, fiche, microfilm, maps, sound recording, etc.) have a holdings record attached to them? 

Aleph (D and SB): Yes
Gladis (B): Yes
III (I,M,R,SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: Generally, yes. All physical format serials will have at least a summary holdings statement. With the exception of microfiche and legacy serials in Special Collections and Archives and Southeast Asian Archives, legacy SRLF deposits most will also have piece level records. Note: CIS microfiche serials do not have a check-in record or summary holdings statement. Each bibliographic record has a single item record attached. Physical format monographs have either a piece level item record, or a summary item record. For example, a bibliographic record for 20 fiche may have a single item record attached with a volume field that lists in all of the  fiche owned. Legacy deposits of multipart monographs at SRLF may have only one  item record that represents multiple pieces. Legacy records for monographic microfilm collections may not have records for all reels owned
· Merced: No

· Riverside: No All serials in any format have holdings records, but no other bibliographic type does.

· San Diego: Yes. All bibliographic records have either a check-in record or an item record attached, sometimes both.

· Santa Cruz: Yes, except pure online titles, which only have embedded 856, but no attached records.

· San Francisco. All physical formats have holdings records attached to them. But neither online books nor online journals have holdings records.
Voyager (UCLA): Yes, bib records--for all physical formats and types of issuance--that are displayed in the OPAC have at least one holdings record attached. However, in some cases where all UCLA volumes are in SRLF, the bib record may only have an SRLF record attached.    

1.4. If not, how does your library record holdings information for formats that do not have a holdings record?

Aleph: N/A

Gladis: N/A

III (I,M,R,SD,SC and SF)

· Irvine see 1.3

· Merced: in item records

· Riverside: We determine holdings on  other materials by individual item records

· San Diego: N/A

· Santa Cruz:  Electronic online titles have embedded 856 and 850 $b nnet (eserials)  or 920 $l nnet (emono)

· San Francisco. Online materials are counted by title.
Voyager (UCLA): N/A

1.5. Does your library record holdings for online materials in the holdings record, or just in the bibliographic 856 field?

Aleph (D and SB): Both

Gladis (B): Both

III (I,M,R,SD,SC and SF)

· Irvine: Only SCP records and newer local subscription title have actual holdings indicated in the bibliographic 856 $3. All online serials and IRs have a suppressed check-in record attached with a textual holdings statement "Available online. See web site."
· Merced: Only in the 856

· Riverside: For serials type materials we create a separate holdings record
· San Diego: Just in the 856 field

· Santa Cruz: Online only has 856, 850, and 820
· San Francisco. Only in the bibliographic 856 field
Voyager (UCLA): Both. Only one Internet location record is attached to a bib record regardless of the number of 856 fields; it does not record coverage. For monographs, no holdings record is added if the 856 represents tables of contents, abstracts or publisher information.

1.6.1 Does your library use the single bibliographic record approach just for serials? 

Aleph (D and SB):
· Davis:  yes

· Santa Barbara:  We use the Single record approach for CalDocs only. We use separate records for everything else including serials.

Gladis(B): Yes

III (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: Yes

· Merced: Yes, only SCP serials

· Riverside: This practice varies. In general we use a single-record approach, in large part because of many tape-loaded materials.  However, especially with databases, we may use separate records.
· San Diego: No

· Santa Cruz: Yes

· San Francisco. Yes use the single bibliographic record approach for serials.

Voyager (UCLA): Generally true, but not completely. Some online versions for monographs are recorded in the 856 fields in records for print government document monographs.


1.6.2 Does your library use the single bibliographic record approach for monographs?

Aleph (D and SB):
· Davis: Mixed practice

· Santa Barbara: No (exception Cal Docs)

Gladis (Berkeley): NO

III (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: Generally not. Exception: selected Federal and California documents.
· Merced: no

· Riverside: Mixed practice. Load records for e monos  which are load with no regard for the presence of print. In house, add an 856 for an e mono for which we have print.
· San Diego: Mixed practice. Single record when ever practical. For large record set load online version with no regard for presence of print.

· Santa Cruz: No, use separate record approach

· San Francisco. Yes, use the single bibliographic record approach for monographs too.

Voyager (UCLA): No, we generally use the separate record approach for monographs. Some online versions are recorded in the 856 fields in records for print (e.g., government document monographs).


1.7.1 Does your library use the single bibliographic record approach for other physical formats, other than print/net combinations? 
Aleph (D and SB):
· Davis: Mixed practice

· Santa Barbara: combined records for print/microforms for serials and government publications
Gladis (B): Yes Serials in all formats

III (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF):
· Irvine: Primarily Serials with microfilm/microfiche, print/microform combinations Legacy records separate.
· Merced: No

· Riverside: Microforms are the only other category to which this  might apply, and the practice has varied through the years. Currently, if  we have no print, we use a micro record and would catalog the print separately, if we were to receive it. The single record approach is being used in the cataloging of the California Newspaper Project microfilm.

· San Diego: For serials, we strive to put all versions on the same record, usually the record for the original manifestation. For example, we would have print, online, and micro all on the original print record. The only exception is for serial preservation microforms where we do maintain a separate record.
For non-serials, we mostly use separate records. We have some small instances of one record being used for multiple formats, but the number is small. The major exception to this is federal documents and MARCIVE records, where we have a large number of micros attached to the prints records and vice versa.
· Santa Cruz: Microforms

· San Francisco. Yes, use the single bibliographic record approach for all

Voyager (UCLA): 
· Serial: Yes, UCLA follows the single-record approach where we own some print volumes and some microform volumes of a serial. However, our policy is to create separate holdings records for each format, and our policy is to indicate physical format in the 007 field of the holdings record. If a holdings record lacks an 007, we assume that the format is print.

· Monograph: Monographs follow the separate-record approach for microform. Also: For monographs, microform holdings indicate type of microform in 852 $k. (Note: The policy for microform monographs differs from other physical formats cataloged as the main resource—such as CD-ROM or DVD-ROM. These other physical formats are not indicated in the 852 $k for monographs.)

· For all forms of issuance, accompanying material in a different format from the main material is indicated by the presence of a separate holdings record. The 007 of the holdings record and the 852 $k are used to code the physical format for accompanying materials.

1.7.2 If yes, how do you indicate the physical format in the holdings record?
Aleph(D and SB):
· Davis: 007 of the holdings record

· Santa Barbara: 007 of the holdings record; also the location code

Gladis (Berkeley): In the call number

III(I, M, R, SD, SC and SF):
· Irvine: code in the piece level holdings and location code

· Merced: blank

· Riverside: In a free form statement

· San Diego: location codes, internal vendor supplied code.
· Santa Cruz: Separate holdings record

· San Francisco. The physical format is indicated in the MARC 300 descriptive field.

Voyager (UCLA): In the 007. Records lacking an 007 field are assumed to be print. For non-paper serial holdings a subfield $k prefix in the holdings 852 also shows physical format. For monographs, subfield $k prefixes are added for non-paper accompanying resources.


1.8 Does your library record holdings in the MARC holdings format?  
Aleph (D and SB): yes

Gladis (Berkeley): no

III (I, M, R, SD and SC): No, except Irvine on a limited basis. SF Yes
(Although the survey responses may not indicate this, if a III library checks in current receipts using the III Millennium Serials Module, those holdings on the card are encoded in MARC21)
Voyager (UCLA): yes



1.8.1. Does your library use the MARC holdings format for all formats or for specific formats, such as serials?
Aleph (D and SB): yes, all formats

Gladis (Berkeley): no

III (I, M, R, SD and Santa Cruz): NA all, except Irvine. Irvine uses MARC holdings format for serials summary holdings statements and current receipts.

SF Uses the MARC holdings format primarily for serials and serial-monographs
Voyager (UCLA): yes, all formats



1.8.2. What fields in the MARC holdings format does your library use?
Aleph (D and SB):
· Davis: LDR, 007, 008, 541, 562, 852, 853, 863, 866,867,868,999

· Santa Barbara: all that apply. We use textual holdings field (866/7/8)

Gladis (Berkeley): NA

III (I, M, R, SD and SC): NA all except Irvine. Irvine uses 85X/86X pairs for current receipts contained in check-in cards; 853/863 and 866 fields in the summary holdings statements in the check-in record. 856 field in the bibliographic record
SF. In the past used the 590 and 850. Is in the process of converting all of them to 852
Voyager (UCLA):
· Serials format: Leader, 005, 007,008,014,035,852,866-868,901,935,916,917

· 1 vol. monograph: Leader, 005, 007,008,014,035,852,901,935

· multi-volume monograph: Leader, 005, 007,008,014,035,852, 866-868,901,935

· Internet: Leader, 005, 007,008,014,852


1.8.3. If your library does not use the MARC holdings format, then how is your library encoding your holdings?

Aleph (D and SB): N/A
Gladis (Berkeley): Local fields/format

III (I, M, R,  SD and SC)

· Irvine: Those holdings not stored in MFHD are stored in Non-MARC local system fields, in the item record and  check-in records.
· Merced: Summary holdings in the bibliographic record
· Riverside: Locally developed free-form format.

· San Diego: Fields provided by III. In check-in record, use system defined fixed fields for location, activity and format among others. SD uses system  defined non-MARC variable fields for call number, holdings, public note, and  internal note. In the item  record, SD uses system defined fields for location, copy number, availability status, and item type among others. We use non-MARC variable fields for barcode and internal notes. 

· Santa Cruz: Free text

· San Francisco. N/A

Voyager (UCLA): N/A

2.  Content and Display Standard - The following section is to help us determine how your library displays holdings information for pieces (items) and summary holdings

2.1. Do you use Z39.71 to format holdings displays?

Aleph (D and SB): yes

Gladis (Berkeley): no

III  (I, M, R, SD and SC)
· Irvine: yes, Partially

· Merced: no

· Riverside: N/A

· San Diego: Yes and no, Yes for  in 856 $3 and multi-part holdings statement;  No, for checkin and item records

· Santa Cruz: no
Voyager (UCLA): Yes and no. Yes for 856 $3 coverage notes for serials. Yes, for the 866 summary holdings statements (for serials and multiparts) formulated according to current policies. Legacy records may not conform to Z39.71.  

2.1.1 At the piece (item) level?
Aleph (D and SB): yes

Gladis (Berkeley): no

III  (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

Irvine: no.

Merced: no

Riverside: left blank

San Diego: no

Santa Cruz: left blank

San Francisco: no.
Voyager (UCLA): No

2.1.2 In summary holdings statement?

Aleph (D and SB): yes

Gladis (Berkeley): no

III  (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: yes, for serials

· Merced: left blank

· Riverside: left blank

· San Diego: no

· Santa Cruz: no

· San Francisco: no

Voyager (UCLA): Generally true for serials following current policy and lacking predictive check-in records and for multipart monographs following current policy.

2.1.3. If yes, what holdings level does your library use to record holdings for each bibliographic format?
Aleph(D and SB):
· Davis: Single part monographs =Level 2; Multipart monographs= Level 4; Serials = Level 3; NRLF serials= level 4

· Santa Barbara: Monographs= level 1; Multi-part monographs = level 4; Serials= level 3

Gladis (Berkeley): left blank

III(I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: Serials =level 3

· Merced: left blank
· Riverside: left blank

· San Diego: 856 field= level 3

· Santa Cruz: medium level

· San Francisco. N/A

Voyager (UCLA):
· Serials with predictive check-in =level  4

· Other tangible serials, except newspapers, i.e. barcoded unbound=level 3

· straight serial , shelved in stacks =level 4

· print newspapers=level 2 or 3

· microform serials =level 3
· Single-volume monographs=level  2

· Multipart monographs=level 3

· online only= level 2


2.1.4. If no, what standard does your library use?

Aleph(D and SB): N/A

Gladis(Berkeley): Local standard

III (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: Local standard

· Merced: left blank

· Riverside: left blank

· San Diego: local standard.

· Santa Cruz: local standard

· San Francisco: Z39.50 (answer provided)
Voyager(UCLA): N/A
 
2.2. Does your library use captions? 

Aleph (D and SB): yes

Gladis (Berkeley): Yes, but in some cases and not others

III(I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

Irvine: yes

Merced: no

Riverside: yes

San Diego: yes and no

Santa Cruz: Not in check-in record but in check-in card.
San Francisco: yes
Voyager (UCLA): yes


2.2.1. If yes, does your library use vernacular or English? 
Aleph (D and SB): English

Gladis (Berkeley): Both

III(I,M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: vernacular for current materials, some legacy materials may have English

· Merced: left blank

· Riverside: vernacular for current materials, practice varies for legacy data.

· San Diego: current materials use vernacular for roman script materials and English for languages in other scripts. Legacy materials in English

· Santa Cruz: English

· San Francisco:  English

Voyager (UCLA): English


2.2.2. Does your library use vernacular scripts (e.g. Russian, Japanese) for displaying captions or enumeration? 

Everyone: no, except Riverside, which attempts to use to some extent.

2.3.1 Are legacy holdings data formatted differently from current holdings data? 

Aleph (D and SB): 
· D: yes

· SB: yes, Z39.44

Gladis (Berkeley): Yes, a small percentage

III(I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: yes,  volume information in item records.

· Merced: N/A

· Riverside: no

· San Diego: yes
· Santa Cruz: no

· San Francisco: no

Voyager (UCLA): yes, sometimes. We did try to convert a previous local practice to look like Z39.71-style holdings, but the conversion was not uniformly successful. 

2.3.2 Are there any specific issues with legacy data? Please list.

Aleph (D and SB):
· Davis: Multipart  monographs may not include captions and pattern/enumeration  and chronology  fields; only summary textual holdings. Serials: LDR/17 coded as blank; textual holding information expressed as  incomplete.

· SB: no answer given
Gladis (Berkeley): no answer given
III(I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: Special  collections,  Archival collections and monographic microforms may lack piece level records. Legacy online serials  on local subscription lack 856$3. Mixed practice with respect to single record approach. Mixed practice in items for serials records. Multipart monographs lack item records for all pieces owned, includes legacy SRLF deposits. Mixed use of  vernacular and English in piece level records  

· Merced: N/A

· Riverside: No
· San Diego: Some legacy data have English caption
· Santa Cruz: left blank
· San Francisco: As mentioned above 1.8.2, we are still converting old holdings MARC fields(590,595,850) into 852.
Voyager (UCLA): For serials in the Research Library Collection, an underscore (__) was used to indicate missing data, e.g. 19__. This migrated to the current ILS as 19.


2.4.1 Does your library use holdings statements for multi-volume sets? 

Aleph (D and SB): yes

Gladis (Berkeley): yes

III(I,M,R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: no

· Merced: no

· Riverside: no
· San Diego: no
· Santa Cruz: yes

· San Francisco: yes

Voyager (UCLA): yes, for currently received multi-volume sets, the library creates holdings statements. Note, however, that historically holdings records for multipart monographs were created only when the set was incomplete [it didn’t matter if it was received over time—once it was complete the holdings statement would have been deleted. Sara]. So records for titles cataloged before 2000 may have item records but may have only a level 2 holdings record (which lacks a summary holdings statement).

2.4.2 How does your library format holdings statements for multi-volume 
sets?

Aleph(D and SB): 
· Davis: Caption and Pattern/Enumeration and Chronology 853/863; we also use Textual holding

· Santa Barbara: Textual holdings, 866

Gladis (Berkeley): SUM v. 1-4(dates)

III (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)
· Irvine: N/A We rely on the volume field in the item record, however some legacy records lack item records for all pieces owned

· Merced: N/A

· Riverside: N/A

· San Diego: N/A
· Santa Cruz: Embedded 934

· San Francisco: The current data uses the same format as journals. However, the legacy data have statements like this: Library has: v.1-10

Voyager (UCLA): Z39.71 conventions


2.5.1 Does your library use holdings statements for single - volume monographs? 

Aleph (D and SB): Yes

Gladis (Berkeley): NO

III (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: No

· Merced: N/A

· Riverside: No

· San Diego:  No, use  item record

· Santa Cruz: No

· San Francisco: no

Voyager (UCLA): We don’t have summary holdings info for single-volume monographs, but we do have holdings records.

2.5.2 When multiple copies are owned?

Aleph (D and SB): yes

Gladis (Berkeley): Yes

III(I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: No

· Merced: N/A

· Riverside: No

· San Diego: No, use item record.
· Santa Cruz: yes

· San Francisco: no

Voyager (UCLA): In general, multiple copies are handled at the item record level, not the summary holdings level. Some copies are differentiated at the  holdings record level (Law Library)


2.6 Does your library system display all items in the OPAC?

Aleph (D and SB):
· Davis: No, suppress approximately 9000  items

· Santa Barbara: Yes, if the material is available to patrons. Items that are suppressed are not sent out to MELVYL and would not be sent to OCLC.

Gladis (Berkeley): Yes, except withdrawn items.

III (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: Yes, except lost items, office  copies, etc. 
· Merced: yes

· Riverside: yes, except technical service tools.

· San Diego: Yes, except some items records not coded to display to public

· Santa Cruz: Yes

· San Francisco: No. A lot of older materials do not have attached records to reflect our exact holdings.

Voyager (UCLA): For serial records with predictive check-in, item level data is displayed in OPAC. For serial records lacking predictive check-in, tally of items records is displayed. Individual data is displayed for checked out volumes and lost volumes, etc.
3. Local system's capability to output holding information. The following section is to help us determine your local system's capability to output summary holdings and item-level information in general, whether you currently use the capability or not.

3.1.1 Can your system embed summary holdings data in the bibliographic record?
Aleph (D and SB): yes

Gladis (Berkeley): No, embedded but do not use(response reflects what we are doing now, but not necessarily that we can't)

III (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF): Yes

Voyager (UCLA): Voyager cannot embed holdings or item data in the bibliographic record. Local programming would be required to combine these separate data sources.


3.1.2 What fields and subfields are used?

Aleph (D and SB): 
Both libraries use the same expand_doc program

holdings

to bib 
--------


-------- 
852 $$a

852 $$a 
852 $$b

852 $$b 
852 $$c

852 $$c 
852 $$h

852 $$h 
852 $$i

852 $$i 
852 $$z

852 $$z 
866 $$a

852 $$3 \  if both 866 a and 866 z, they both map to 
866 $$z

852 $$3 /    852 3, a followed by z, separated by "***" 

   serials only: 
008/06

852 $$O  (value, e.g. "4") 
008/06

852 $$D  (translation, e.g. "Currently received") 
Gladis (Berkeley): N/A

III(I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: Does something similar to San Diego. Output two files to MELVYL, one for serials and IR and one for Monographs and collection level records.  The serials use 853/863 pairs and 866.  The Monographs come from item record.
· Merced: 866$a (minimal Melvyl requirements.

· Riverside: N/A

· San Diego: Two separate output tables, one for serials and one for non-serials. The serial output table only outputs data from the check-in record and disregards data from the item records. Non-serial output table outputs only item record data and disregards check-in records.  The serials output table creates an 850 $a (activity) $c (location) $h (call number) $f (public note) $g (holdings). The non serials ouput table create a 920 $a (location) $a (classification part of call number) $b (Cutter).
· Santa Cruz: Serials summary holdings are ouput with 850 $b (location) $? (summary holdings. For monographs 920 $l 

· San Francisco: 590 ($a), 850 ($c. $f, $g, $h, $z), 852 ($a, $b, $j, $3, $z)

Voyager (UCLA): Voyager stores summary holdings data in the MARC format, and that's how it outputs holdings data.



3.2.1 Can your system output summary holdings data in separate holdings records?

Aleph (D and SB):
· Davis: yes

· Santa Barbara: don't know

Gladis (Berkeley): N/A

III(I, M, R, SD and SC): Per San Diego, III says it is possible

SF: Yes but it is not activated

Voyager(UCLA): Voyager stores summary holdings data in the MARC format, and that's how it outputs holdings data.


3.2.2 If so, can your system output the separate holdings record in MARC21 format?

Aleph(D and SB): 
· Davis: Yes

· Santa Barbara: Don't know

Gladis (Berkeley): No.

III (I, M, R, SD and SC): III says should be possible, including OCLC numbers.
SF: Yes according to the manual
Voyager (UCLA): Yes.


3.3. Can your library output volume and copy data from the item record for monographs?
Aleph (D and SB): yes 

Gladis (B): No   
III (I, M, R, SD and SC): Irvine, yes. Other libraries assume yes, but aren’t sure. 
SF: Yes, but do not use the copy value in the item record. 


Voyager (UCLA): No. Local programming would be required to embed item 


data into MARC holdings records (but if specs called for it to be in the 87x field, 


that would be doable).

 3.4. Can your system output the data in 876-878 fields of a MARC holdings record?  

Aleph (D and SB): Yes. The 876/7/8 field are MARC field. If we can export MARC Holdings we should be able to do this. However, Santa Barbara does not use 876/7/8 fields 

Gladis (Berkeley): No

III (I, M, R, SD and SC): Libraries are unsure if this is possible—Update: III says should be possible
SF: Yes, but not currently storing holdings in 876-877.


Voyager (UCLA): 
Local programming would be required to embed item data 


into MARC holdings records (but if specs called for it to be in the 87x field, that


would be doable).
3.5 Is there another approach your library takes to output summary holdings and item-level information?

Aleph (D and SB): No

Gladis (B): Locally massaged.

III (I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)

· Irvine: No

· Merced: Z39.50

· Riverside: no

· San Diego: No

· Santa Cruz: Record export in Millennium
· San Francisco: N/A

Voyager (UCLA): N/A
4. Issues with Regional Library facilities. The following section is to help us understand how local campuses manage holdings information for materials sent to the RLFs

4.1 Are holdings for the RLFs included in your local system?  
Everyone responded yes except. Merced. The Southern Regional Library Facility shares the same ILS as UCLA.

4.2 If so, please describe how?
Aleph (D and SB): Holdings are stored in separate holdings record. 

Gladis (B): local fields

III(I, M, R, SD, SC and SF)
· Irvine: Serials have MFHD summary holdings statement at NISO level 3 and item records for each piece. Legacy deposits lack item records. Monographs have  item records for each piece. Legacy deposits of multiparts may have only one item record. Archival collections have item records for each box. Legacy deposits don’t.
· Merced: left blank

· Riverside: Separate holdings records are created for serials housed at SRLF. Item record shows SRLF location if monographs are housed there.
· San Diego: Yes. SRLF holdings are as detailed as Campus holdings. 

· Santa Cruz: User the NRLF location code in item record.
· San Francisco: For serials it is indicated in the holdings field. For monographs each title would display RLF as location

Voyager (UCLA) The Southern Regional Library Facility shares the same ILS as UCLA. The SRLF item record indicates location. (a) If all UCLA holdings for a title are at SRLF, there may or may not be an additional suppressed holdings record for the original UCLA owning location; (b) If some UCLA holdings for a title are at SRLF, then there should be a separate holdings record for the UCLA owning location; (c) If UCLA holdings are in transit to SRLF, then for that period of time, the UCLA bib record will have a holdings record for the UCLA owning location.

5.  What Integrated Library System do you use?
Aleph=Davis and Santa Barbara

Gladis= Berkeley

III = Irvine, Merced, Riverside, San Diego, San Francisco, and Santa Cruz

Voyager=UCLA

6. Name and contact information of local holdings specialist.

Berkeley

 Charis Takaro (ctakaro@library.berkeley.edu) , 

Library Systems Office.

Davis
Toria Maw 

Systems Dept

Shields Library

UC Davis

Email: tmaw@ucdavis.edu  

Phone: 530-754-7408

Irvine 

Wanda Jazayeri 
Head, Catalog Maintenance
Email: wpjaz@uci.edu, 
Phone: 949-824-4989)

Margaret Tapper
III Systems Coordinator, 
Email: mmtapper@uci.edu, 
Phone: 949-824-6675
UCLA 

Sara Shatford Layne

Principal Cataloger

UCLA Library Cataloging & Metadata Center

email: slayne@library.ucla.edu

telephone: (310) 825-1337

Merced 

Jim Dooley

Head, Collection Services 

Library

University of California, Merced

jdooley@ucmerced.edu
209-658-7161
Riverside

Sharon Scott

Interim Head of Acquisitions

UC Riverside

sharon.scott@ucr.edu
(951) 827-2813
San Diego 

Ryan Finnerty

Head, Database Management

Metadata Services Department

UC San Diego Libraries

858-822-3138

rfinnerty@ucsd.edu

San Francisco

Beatrice Mallek

Head of Digital & Original Cataloging

Resources Management

Library & Center for Knowledge Management

530 Parnassus Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94143-0840

tel: (415) 476-2533

fax: (415) 476-4653

beatrice.mallek@library.ucsf.edu

Santa Barbara 

Catherine Nelson

Head, Serials Dept.
Davidson Library

University of California, Santa Barbara
nelson@library.ucsb.edu

809-893-2444

Santa Cruz

Lai-Ying Hsiung

McHenry Library Technical Services

University of California, Santa Cruz

lhsiung@ucsc.edu
831-459-5166
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