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Suggestion:  Can HOTS or CAMCIG come up with sample records that might 
test various aspects?   
 
Details of the pilot should not be shared.  Public information:  we’re working on a 
pilot with OCLC and have set up teams to further explore the issues. 
 
Would it be useful for every campus to inventory reclamation needs and then 
pass on to Implementation Team?  Reclamation may be included for free as part 

 
Present:  Jim Dooley (M, chair), John Riemer (LA, SCP AC), Brad Ede
Martin

recorder) 

Guests:  Luc Declerck, Terry Ryan 

OCLC Implementation Team (Luc Declerck and Terry Ryan) 

Results of preliminary discussion showed enough promise that it w
put together a formal project.  OCLC also has an Implementation a
team.  The UC teams will meet with them regularly.  OCLC has em
concept of rapid development, which mean
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Terry said the Implementation Team will have a charge for H
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Some larger issues to address:  What would it take to g
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 was a discussion about what the pilot is supposed to reveal. 
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of the pilot.  Reclamation projects are likely, but it is uncertain if they will have to 
be done for the pilot. 
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ACTION:  Patti and John will ask if list of requirements can be shared with 
HOTS. 

 
2.  Minutes from last meeting 
 

No objections to latest version sent by Martha. 
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 One vs. ten holding symbols.  Can OCLC parse into 10 or
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• Discoverability of “on order” records.  How to treat order re

 
Pilot is a minimal set of functionality a



ACTION:  Jim will have them posted to the website. 

3.  April meeting 
 

th

1st half will be devoted to OCLC discussion.  2nd half will be visits from CDL staff 

 
da items to Jim as soon as possible. (All) 

 
Jim will send HOTS draft agenda next week. 

 

Meeting is scheduled for Monday, April 9  from 9:30am - 3:30pm. 
 

(Ivy Anderson, Heather Christenson, Trisha Cruse). 

ACTION:  Send any additional agen


