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Weeding…especially in light of stable digital 
equivalents and the fact that the regional has 
got your back. 

How to make sure resource discovery is not 
denigrated (i.e., you take thousands of 
microfiche records out of your catalog).





Able to withdraw certain items
◦ Dual-distribution, duplicates, superseded materials

Selective housing agreements

Remote Storage
◦ Housing Models
◦ Retrieval/Delivery

69 microfiche cabinets in the Government 
Documents area
Wanted more space for students
Fall 2009 – refurbishment of space
Summer 2010 – Music Library relocation 



20 cabinets of DOE fiche sent to Science and 
Engineering Library
8 cabinets of fiche withdrawn (duplicates, 
superseded materials)
Remainder sent to remote storage

Pros:
◦ Frees up space in the building that can be re-

purposed.

Cons/Challenges:
Annex staff unfamiliar with SuDoc classification –
training required
Inaccurate or non-existent cataloging records
No longer a browseable collection – makes things 
difficult for staff
We are a Regional depository who still asks selectives 
to notify us when they are discarding microfiche



Quality bibliographic control is important
◦ If you don’t know what you have before you send the 

material off, it’s not going to be easy to find.
◦ Problems stemming from load of Marcive records oh so 

many years ago
Communication between Docs Staff and Annex 
Staff is key

Selective Housing Agreements
ASERL Collaborative Federal Depositories 
Program
◦ Developing as-comprehensive-as-possible 

collections for federal agencies
CRL 



Scan on demand (Illinois Institute of 
Technology)

Remote viewing (Louisiana State University 
Special Collections)



Valerie Glenn: vglenn@ua.edu
Julie Linden: julie.linden@yale.edu

http://www.mickeysmith.com/fgi_6_9.htm


