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- A. INTRODUCTION

* Scope of thé Study

-~

¢ - ‘.

* This report presents the findings of a survey condutted by the
Library of Congress; with support from the Council on Library Resources, to
assess the impact and usefulness of its Cataloging in Publication (CIP)
program. . : . )

A random sample of different types of libraries across the United
States was selected to participafe in the survey. Included were'academic, 3
pub]ic{ $pecial, and school libraries. The usage and impact of CIP data were
examined for three areas of library operations:- acquigitions, cataloging,

t

and pubTic services.

¢ »

Objectives of the Study

.

~

The major doa] of this study was to identify areas of concern to
- libraries that use CIP data so that available CIP resources can be used
effectively in futuré program p]ahning. Specific objectives of the study .
were: ' ‘ B
(1) To test some of'the'assumptions an’which the CIP program is \
based--name]x, that access to éata]oging in advance of publica-
tion helps 1ibra}ies to rea]ize'cost and time savings in ‘
processing books, and that the distribution of cataloging in
/ . advance of publication from a central, authoritative source
(i.e., the Library of Congress) is an effective means of ensuring
a-high level of bibliographic qualityy ’
(2).- To gather information about- CIP uEage that might be used to
'encourage additional or more complete publisher participation

{

-

, in the program;
B (3) To identify the reasons that some libraries do not use CIP data..
(4) To determine the relative importance of different problems with,
h and potential improvements in, the CIP program for libraries fhat

use CIP data; .

»
-
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(5) To identify specific ways to increae the usefulness of the CIP

program for existing users (e.g., expanding the scope to in-

clude additional types of materials; adding or eliminating ‘
: . Certain data elements from the CIP data printed in the book; ",
.1ng]ud1ng additional publishers); ~
(6) To identify new or unusual uses of CIP data that" Can be shared-

with other libraries in CIP publicity materials.

/
¢

, .lc Background *
, I
The Cataloging in Publicatd ) Prog as been administered
— by'the Library of Congress since 1971. Today over 2500 pubdjshers participate
. in the program whigch is designed to increase access to Vibrary ma'terials by
providing libraries with pre-publication cata]og1ng data. ;,-

CIP cata]og1ng is d1st§fbuté§ by the Library of Congress (LC) to
b1b11ograph1c utilities.and commerc1a1 vendors in machine-readable form
through its MARC tape distribution’ serv1ce It is available to 1nd1y1dua1
libraries throughout ‘the country in a variety of forms: in printed form
in the books themselves, online thrbugh an in-house system or tﬁrough one
of the bibliographic utilities,-and in microform or hard-copy through a
number of commerc1a11y produced acquisitions and cataloging tools. The
LC' Cata]og1ng D1str1but1on Servige (CDS) recently began distributing CIP
“data in 3 x 5 card form.as part of the CDS Alert Service, a current awareness
service de§igned to alert libraries to new publications in over 1800 subject
areas. Figures A-1 throughgd-3, respectively, shoy samples of CIP data—as -
it appears in the book, online via a bibliographic, utility; and in a

, conmercially- produced acqu1s1t1ons tool. -
The usefulness and extent of usage of CIP data for an 1nd1v1dua1
' 11brary is influenced by such factors as the form in which the cata]og1ng is
available, the timeliness of delivery and quality of the cata]og1ng, and the
types.of materials cataloged through the program. The growth of bibliographic.
utilities in recent years and the increased availability of commercially-
_produced cataloging products and services have hed a significant influence

")

’
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. FIGURE A-1 ..
SAMPLE CIP RECORD PRINTED IN THE BOOK

g '

© 1982 The University of North Carolina Press
All rights reserved .
Manufactured in the United Statcs of America

Library of Congress Cataloging 1n Publication Data -

Kelly, George Armstrong, 1932-
Vicums, ﬂkthomy. iand terror

Bibliography: p

Includes index. - —

1. France—History—Revolution, 1789-1799— (
Causes and character. 2. Orléans, Louis Philippe
Joseph, duc d*, 1747-1793. 3. Custine, Adam

' Philippe, comte de, 1740-1793. 4. Bailly, Jean
Sylvain, 1736-1793. 5, Malesherbes, Chrétien
Guillaume de Lamoignon de, 172' 1794. 6. France—
History—Revolution, 1793—1794—B|ography

L. Tutle, N

JDCI38.K35 " 94404 §1-10298

ISBN 0-8078-1495-4 AACR2

(on verso of title page)
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* SAWPNE ONLINE CIP REGORD FROM
© A BIBLTOGRAPHIC UTILITY
‘ , (i.e., OCLC) .-
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FIGURE A-3

SAﬁPLE CIP RECORDS FROM A COMMERCIALLY-PRODUCED
BIBLIOGRAPHIC JOURNAL )
(1.e., Weekly Record, R.R. Bowker Co.)

, F
» [}
. HOFFMAN. Bess. 6418'654 4
Cookies by Bess / Bess Hoffman, Rev. and
* vpdated ed New York * St Marun's Press

‘1981] p cm
SBN 0-312-169
1. Cookses | Tile.
> HOHMAN, Edward J.
to wnte it, where ta sell it / E

. [PN171.G74Hé 19s1)
463532-5 pbh.. : 4.95

grxm.nss 1981) 19 81.5797
2:3 (pbh.) : 5.95

808'.02

The greeting card handbook : what to wnite, how

dward J, Hohman

' & Norma E. Leary. Ist ¢d. New York : Barnes &
Noble Books, c{981. {) cm. Includes index.
9,80-8851 ISBN 0-06-

1. Greetng cards—Authorship. |, Leary, Norma

. E Il Title.
- HOLLANDER, Paul. 305.5°5
Political pilgrims : tramels of Western mieliectuals
to the-Soviet Umgn, China, and Cuba / Pau}
. Hollander. New Ygrk * Oxford University Press. .
. . . 1981 p. em. Includes indcx. Biblio&raphv p
° ’ [}3215013.H57],19 8§0-29417 ISBN 0-19-5029537.2

In‘lnlellcc.'uals-l:'uropc. 2. Intellectuals--

Eusope—=Poliical ' acuwiy.

I Tile .

Communist

«  countries—Politics and govefnment. 4. Ideolog

\)
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. Automated Systems Office.

on the way in which’ 1ibraries acquire and cata]og materials for their col-
lections. The implications of these changes for the CIP program have not

been fully explored in the past due to a lack of sufficient data concerning
local. acquisitions and catatoging practices and the nature and &xtent of usage

of CIP cataloging by differegX types of libraries. . -
. <« During 1979, a questinnaire was developed by LC, with input from

a nenly-establisheo CIP Advisory Rroup (see Appendix, 2 for a list of members)

for the purpose of collecting data

ensure the most effective use of CIP résources 1nfthe future. Dafa col)ected
is expected to provide LC with a basis for eva]uating the CIP program as it

currently exists and for assessing the feasibiliéy of future changes in scope

eded to assePs these implications and to

or direction. ‘ ) ,

-

Methodology

,A'written questionnaire was used to solicit data. Methodological
support and advice were provided by staff in the Congressional Research
Service of the Library of'Congress and by Battelle Columbus Laboratories.
Computer processing of survey results was prov1ded by the Library of Congress

The following methodology was used in conducting the survey:
(1) A random sample of different types of libraries was selected by the

R. R. Bowker Company from its computerized files. The total sample

.size was 2366 libraried. Table A-1 presents this sample by type of
‘1ibrary. ) '
(2) A pretest was conducted in December 1980 by sending a questionnaire
and cover letter to 9 libraries representing the different- types of
libraries included in the sample. Telephone calls were made to
pretest libraries in order to discuss any problems or questions
concerning the questionnaire. Minor changes weresmade in the
P questionnaire based on pretest results.
*% (3) The final questionnaire and cover letter (see Appendix 3) wer;/
mailed to the sample in late January 198].

» -
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(4) One follow-up 1ett%r Qﬁs sent to non-respondents in March and

’
. *

another in April 1981, An overall response rate of 70.2% was
/ athieved. The ?espd'nse rate for each type of hbrary 1s presented

- in Table A-1. )
(5) Telephone calls were made to a sample of the 30% of non-respondents
to deteﬁmiqe possible reasons for non-responsé., Questionnaires )

returned after the geeond follow-up letter were also studied in

order to gain additional insight into the nature of late and

non<responses. The reeults of this telephone follow-up and

analysis of late responses are discussed on pages A-10 and A-11, .
(6) Questionnaires were edited and coded by a team of editors emp{\}eg

by the Library of Congress for this project.

(7) Survey responses were keypunched by an outside contractor and the
results were compiled by the Library of Congress' computer using

' the SAS statistical package. - . . .
(8) Post- -weights were calculated (see Yable A-1) and applied when
Ny reporting combined ‘totals in order to bring the sample size for

different types'of libraries in line with the actual universe.
(9) Survey findings were analyzed and a final report with recommenda-
“tions prepared by Battelle Columbus Laboratories. )

>




Table A-1

4

Chéracteristics of the Survey Sample

C

Sample Univ/  Community
Characteristics ‘'College College Public Special , School Total

Estimated number 2,000 1,000 9,000 10,000 87,000 109,000
of libraries in )
total universe*

Sample size . 2,366

Humber of re- . : 1,657

¢ Sponses  to
Zsurvey

Response rate 86%

Post-sample weight .07
for reporting
summary totals**

-

Post-Sample Weighting
I N -

Survey results were weighted when reporting cumulative frequencies
in order to bring the number of different types of libraries selected for
the sample in Tine with the proportionate number of each type in the actual
universe. School libraries; for example, were undersampled in the survey--
that is, as sh§wn in Table A-1, the number of school libraries selected for
the sample_is small relative to the large number of school libraries that
actually exist in the universe.’ The assumption.in undersampling was that
surveying:more libraries wode not have yielded significantly different
results.

.

Estimates are based on statistics from the American Library Directory
(Bowker, 1979) for academic and special libraries and from Market Data
Retrieval (Westport, Conn.) for public and school libraries. |

Sampling weight applied when calculating totals ‘in order to adjust for
undersampling community college and school libraries.




s
Weights wé:e derived for each type of library by dividing the
true proportion of libraries in the univense by the proportion of libraries
used in the sample. This is shown below using school libraries as_an example:

True proportion = .798 = 3,19 ‘
Sample proportion .25

- -

where the true proportion is~equal to:

Actual number of school - >
libraries in the universe = 87,000 = ,798
Total number of Tibraries 109,000 . .

in the universe

-

and sample proportion is equal to:

Number of school libraries

selected for the sample = 592 = .25
Total number of libraries 2,360

in the sample )

e

Thus, a weight of 3.19 was applied to reéponses from school libraries 'whenever
resul{s for all types of libraries _were cumulated to produce a summary totaL.

-

Large Libraries //
g
In addition to surveying the random sample, the L1brary of
Congress sent questionnaires to the largest research, pub]lc, and schoo] library
systems in the United States. Responses from this group are presented separately®
in Section G. These findings w111 be used by the CIP Division in gssess1ng the
potential impact of changes in the CIP program on libraries that are apt to

iake heavy use of CIP data.
Quest1onna1res were sent to a'total of 187 libraries in this
group. The number of libraries that received quest1onna1rei;:l¢ the response

,

I~
<o




rate are presented by type of library in Table A-2. With the excgption of
33 libraries that were selected both as part of the random sample and the
large library group, responses "from the large library group are not included

in the presentation of findings for tbe random survey_sample._ =

Table A-2
Lérge Library Group Sample

‘ 4
Largest Research Largest Public Largest_;gﬂzol
Libraries Libraries - Library Systems

Number of quest%en-

naires sent 98 36 53

Number of responses 93 30 . 36

Response rate 95% 83% 68%

. The research libraries were selected from the membership list of

the Association of Research Libraries (ARL), the largest public libraries were
selected from the Bowker Annual of Library and Book Trade Information (1980 ed.),

and the largest school library systems were selected from the Education Directory,
Fall 1980 (National Center for Education Statistics).

Non-Response

In an attempt to identify possible reasons for®on-response, 58 o}
the 709 (30%) 1ibraries that did not respond to the survey were called by te]ephénex
The questionnaires that were returned in response to the second follow-up letter
were also studied in order to determine if there were any common characteristics
between late responses and non-responses. ’

Almost half of the libraries that were telephoned and the majority of
the libraries that were late in responding to the questionnaire indicated that
they do not-make direct use of CIP. Additional explanations indicated that most

e

~
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of these libraries do, however, make indirect use of CIP through the products and
services of commercial vendors or bibliographic utilities. Most of the school and
public Tibraries reported that they receive bogks pre-cataloged through a book
~——jebberswhitemost—ofthe academic and~special libraries réported that they use a

bib]iographic'uti]ity The great major%ty of libraries that were telephoned or

- that responded late “to the survey reported collections of less than J00,000 volumes

N and yearly acqu1s:?1ons of less than 1,000 U.S. monographs. R
Other reasons given for non-response included: non-receipt of the

‘questionnaire (22% of the libraries that were telephoned), shortage of staff to
3?espond to the survey,(22%), and lack of familiarity w1th CIP (10%).

A These findings suggest that many of the 11prar1es that consider
themselves to be non-users of CIé do, in fact, use CIP indirectly through the
services of a commercial vendor or bibYiographic utility. Thus, the overall
percentage of libraries that benefit from CIP cataloging, through either direct
or 1nd1rect use, is probably much higher than the percentage indicated by actual

w

survey resu]ts. .

»
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B. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS_AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Summary of Findings

General ' . .

¢ An overwhéﬁning majofity of academic libraries responding to the
survey indicated that they use CIP data for one or more purposes.
A sizeable maJor1%y of public and special libraries reported that
they use it, and a slight majority of school libraries.

o The great.majority of all types of libraries reported using CIP

. data as the basis for permanent catalog records.

® The majority of respondents expressed a favorable or very favorable
*opinion of the CIP program, because it enables the library to make
books. available to patrons fastér.

o Of those libraries that reporfed no usage o; CIP data, the majority
are small--they have a collection‘of less than 10,000 volumes and
acquire less than 1,000 U.S. monographs yearly. These libraries
are likely to receive most of their books pre-cataloged from a
gentra11zed processing center or a commercial vendor.

¢ Whether CIP is used for acquisitibns, cataloging, or public services,

A an overwhelming, majority of respondents indicated that it would not
be acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only on tape. The con-
véniehce of having CIP in the book,ang\the lack of access to CIP data
in machine-readable form by many 1ibraries weré the most frequently °
mentioned reasons for wanting CIP in the book as well.. Even libraries
that have access to CIP data in machine-readable form éxpressed a
desire to have it in the book as well as on tape.

® Approximately one-fourth to, one-half of all respondents} depending
on type of library, felt that the systematic coverage of additional
types of-matérials in the CIP program would increase its usefulness..
The most frequently mentioned types of materials for inclusion in the

program were audio-visual materials (especially sound rdcordings) and

Yoo 13
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government documents (especially federal). In addition to these
mater1als, academic library respondents “indicated .that they would

* like to see more comptete coverage of un1vers1ty press _and small

press publications.

\

The great majority of each type of library responding perceived the
benefit of using CIP to process books and make them available to
patrons faster to be very important, and an overwhelming majority
of respondents rated the availability of CIP data for more books as

a very important potential improvement to the program.

’

LA

4

-

Almost half of all university/college libraries responding to the-
survey reported. using CIP in'pre—oéder searching (45%) and for tpe
identification or checking of gifts and automatic receipts (41%),
while almost half of all school libraries reported using it in book
selection (46%) .

|

¥

3 -

Less than one-third of community college, public, and §pecia1 libraries
reported using CIP in acquisitions. Comments offered by some.of these
libraries,. however, revealed that many of the 1ibraries use CIP data
indirectly through commercially-produced acquigitions tools. ’

»

The majority of @11 types of .libraries that use CIP for acquisitions

-(especially university/college libraries) felt that the 'inclusion-of |

an approximate price in the CIP record would increase the usefulness
of CIP as a selectiog/order tool. Less than half, however, felt that
the 1nc1us1on of approximate pagination would enhance its usefulness.

Over half of the.libraries that reported using CIP for acquisitions
felt that the CIP prdgram saves them money, and a majority of all

acquisitions respondents expressed a favorable or very favorable
. <
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op1n1on of the program because it enables the library to process

¥

« , books more quickly. )

Cata]oginQ ‘ .3 1 *

o Over 83% of all libraries responding to the survey, regard]ess of
. type, reported using CIP data as the basis for permanent catalog
' records. Approximately one- th1rd of the respondents reported using
it for precatalog search1ng, but less than one- th1rd fog temporary
.catalog1ng The overwhe1m1ng~maJor1ty of respondents fe]t that CIP
makes cataloging easier. .
o Although the majority of respondents reported us1ng profess1ona1
. staff for catalog1ng CIP titles, almost half of. un1vers1ty/co]1ege
 and public libraries also reported ‘using paraprofess1ona1s. Approx1—n
mately one-fourth of all respondents indicated that clerical staff
are involved in cataloging CIP titles in addition to professional
staff. . .

o Whenever more than one level-of staff is 1nvo]ved 1n cataloging CIP
titles, profess1ona1 staff arevused pr1nc1pa11y for reviewing work

done by others, for revising CIP data that requires modification,

and for subject cataloging; paraprofess1ona1s are used in preparing
cataloging for a professional's review by performing precatalog 3

searching and py completing ‘déscriptive cataloging; and clerical
( staff are generally responsible for typing catalog cards from CIP
_copy or for inputting data into a bibliographic utility.

o Over two-thirds of all types pf 1ibraries'indicated that they complete
the cataloging in-house if CIP data alone is available for a book when
it arrives in the library. Of the-relatively few libraries that do
not complete the cata]og1ng in-house, most use CIP as a temporary record

unt11 final cataloging is available.

.
. - ’,
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° Approximate]y 84% of. the cataloging respondents indicated that they
have made changes in their cataloging procedures as a result of the

CIP program. Changes include: the increased use of paraprofess1onals,
comﬁTetion of CIP cata]ogihg rather than waiting for final LC-MARC
cataloging, and reduced need for search1ng the National Union Catalog

for LC cataloging copy o . .

'y .

e Over 80% of the cata]oging respondents felt that-the accuracy aof CIP
cataloging is satisfactory or very §atisfactory. Most users appear
to cope with changes between CIP data and the final LC-MARC record
through verification procedures. ’ -

o A relatively small percentage of cataloging respondents indicated
that additional bibliographic elements should be included in the
CIP data printed in the book: The most frequently mentionedyélements
for inclusion were: edition statement, price, co]]ation,'complete
imprint information, subtitle, and statement of responsibility. The’
large majority of cataloging responHents felt that no bibliographic
elements should be eliminated.
. a . | . |
| o Over half of the academic and special libraries responding felt that
the word "date" ‘should be substiEuted for the actual date in CIP data

printed in the book.
' /

o. The great majority of all types of libraries that’use ¢1p in cataloging.

expressed a favorable or very favorable opinion of the program,
primarily because it speeds up cataloging and makes books available’
to patrons faster. '

, Public Services - -

-

o Only about 15% of all types of 11brar1es reported using CIP in circula-

o ~t1bn or 1nter11brary loan; and, less than 10% of the respondents, with ..

»the exception of school libraries, reported using 1t in the Comp11at1on
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of Qﬁbliographies Approx1mate1y one-fifth of the school 11brary.
respondents reported that they usg CIP in compiling b1b11ograph1es
Several libraries commented that they use CIP in public services to
R 1dent1fy relevant subJect head1ngs for'use 1n'1ocat1ng other books
on the same subJect
> N -
o Comments offered by respondents regarding CIP usage in public-services
' indicated that wh11e most libraries appreciate the end result of the
CIp program--the faster ava11ab111ty of books to patrons, many are
not aware of how CIP could be used directly in pablic services.

o Over 42% of the respondents that use CIP in public services responded
that new CIP titles are ava11ab]e to the public faster than non-CIP
ones. .

¢ Approximately 65% of the libraries that regularly acquire children's
books expresséd:the opinion that summaries inc]uded:iﬁ-the CIP-data
are iﬁportant. The majority of respondents reported that these @
summaries are used in book selection and for reader assistanée.

e Of the relatively few libraries that use CIP in public .services,
approximately half indicated that CIP saves them money and approxi-
mately 38% were not sure. . The great majority of public service
respondents expressed a favorable or very favorab]e opinion of the
'programq because it ‘enables technical services staff to process books

more quickly,




Recommendations

Based on survey findings the Cataloging in Pub]ication Division .

.of the Library of Congress should consider implementing the following -~

recommendations in order to enhance fhe usefulness of the CIP program for 7

.‘11brar1es that use CIP data and to increase the potential value of the

program for librdries that currently do not use CIP.‘

Y

: ¢
1.~ Promote the benefits of CIP for ach;sitions and public services by

1nform1ng librarijes of potenitial uses in these areas.

Survey f1nd1ngs 1nd1cated that “CIP, s present]y used for acquisi-

tions by less than half of all ]1brar1es, regard]ess of type, and by less than

one-fifth of all libraries for public services. For acquisitions, comments

made by survey respondents indicatee that aﬁthough many 1ibraries.de use CIp .
data indirectly through various commerqia]ﬁy-produced acquisitions tools,

these libraries either are not aware of €IP records beinb included in the

tools or did not consider this usage of CIP to be direct enough to report.

For public services, respondents' comments reflected a general lack of aware-

ness of how CIP data might be useful to them.

In order to jhcrease the usage of CIP for acquisitions and public
services, the Library of Congress should prohote the potential benefits of CIP '
for these functions. This pmight be accomplished by preparing a booklet which
describes the purpose of the CIP program, the ways in which CIP records are

 distributed, and the potential uses of CIP'for acquisitions, cataloging, and .

public services. Examples of CIP data as it appears in the book, online, and

in printed sources.shou]d also be included. This booklet could be distributed
to libraries at conferences and professional meetings, and a brief notice could
be placed in‘iibrary journals announginé the agiﬁié ili

4

h T

<N s >
2. Increase the number of books that receive CIP catax 9134” T %

- * ’ oy
.potential improvement to the program. The Library of Congress should attempt ‘,ﬁggutﬂ

The overwhe1m1ng majority of all Tlibraries, regérd]ess of type,
rated the availability of CIP cataloging for more books as a\yery important

-
€,

to increase the volume of books that receive CIP cataloging through a promo- L
/ s

tional campaign to encourage additional publishers to part1c1pate in the

_program and to encourage existing participants to include CIP data in a]],%f

their publications that are within the scope of the program. Py

R4
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3. Expand-and enhance 1nformat1ona1 materials for publishers as a means for
potentially 1ncreas1ng part1c1pat1on in the CIP program.

The usefu]ness and -sucgess of the CIP program depends to a large

. ‘ B-7

“extefit on the commitment and active participation of the pub11sh1ng community. -~
Communications from the Library of.Congress to pub11shers are an 1mportant
means for gaining and maintaining the support of participants.

- The Library of Congress should enhance and expand its informatidnaI
materials® for publishers as a way to increase publisher part?cipatioa. Two
types of informational materials about the CIP program are rieeded. One is
an attractive,‘easy-ﬁp-read brochure for hkospectiVe participating publishers.
This brochure should present ‘the benefits that publishers and libraries derive
from the CIP program and should briefly,desc?ﬁbe what is required from partici-
pating publishers. The other fype of informational material that is’needed is
a booklet giving detailed instructions for participating publishers. Such a
booklet already exists, but it needs to be dpdated and bgldface headings used -

for emphasis.

¢
i

4. Seek ways to monitor systematjeally the ‘accuracy of CIP cataloging and to
identify potential errors. ,

. Although the great majority of 11brar1es, regardless of type,
rated the accuracy of CIP cataloging as either sat1sfactory or very satis-
factory, it is evident from responses to a related question that the majority
" of libraries consider any potential improvements in the CIP. program that would

result in-jncreased accuracy to be very important. The Library of Congress
should seek ways to monitoy systematically the occurrence of different types

of errors and changes in the CIP record ps it progresses:through the publishing
and cataloging process. Publishers should be encouraged to report changes

in the title page that would affect key—bibliographic elements, such as the

main entry or title, to the Library of Congréés as soon as possibye so that

the CIP record can be updated. The Library of Congress should alfo stress

it is received from.the Library of Congress 1in order to maiatain high leyel

.

of accuracy.

0




" for CIP titleés.

5. Seek ways to 1mprove the speed of ava1]ab1144y of full MARC cata]qg1gg oo

- (78% un{versit&/college and 72% community ‘college) 1nd1cated that they consider
“the speed of ava11ab111ty of LC cata]og1ng to be a very 1mportant benefit’ of

- The great ngor1ty“6?'éEademit“11brar1es respond1ngff6“fﬁe survey T

the CIP pragram,. And, when asked to rate the 1mportance of various potent1a1 ~
improvements to the program, a Ssizeable maJor1ty of the academ1c,]1bnar1es .

(64% un1verstty7college and . 63% community co]]ege) responded- that they would
T'keeto see an improvement in the speed of avqi1abi]ity of edmp]ete cataloging

for CIP titles. . . . .

The Library of Congress should seek ways to mon1tor and 1mproweu
the speed of availability of full MARC cataloging for CIP- t1t1es " The L1brary
should stress to publishers the importance of forwarding a copy of the
bub]ished book té LC for completion of cataloging and sFould encourage
commercial vendors and bibliographic utilities utilizing MARC tapes to 1oad
the tapes onto their computer systems as'qu1ck1y as poss1b1e on recelpt

Y
» ” P

6. Continue to distribute CIP data in the book as well as on tape.
Survey findings ?ndicated that there is a continuing need for CIP
data.to be distributed in the book as well as on tape. Although many

-academic libraries responded that it would be acceptable Tor cataloging

punposés'for CIP to be distributed only on tape, a large majority of academic
and..other® types of libraries expressed the opinion that CIP data is‘heeded

in the bodk—as'well. The: convenience of having CI? in the book is perceiQed
as an important reasonefpr retaining CIP jn:the boqﬁ¢<3¥ed byllibraries with
access to a bibliographic utility. Comments expressed by libraries that do
not have access to a bibliographic utility or do not reeeive books, pre-catatoged
indicated that these'libraries rely to a great extent on the availability $f ~
CIP data n ‘the book. ‘

N

e
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7. Retain all bibliographic é]ements presently included in the CIP data .

" printed in the book, and emcourage publishers to submit an approx1mate pr1ce

for inclusion in the CIP MARC record. 3 C
, An overwhelming:majority of libraries, regard]ess of type expressed

+ the gpinion that no bibliographic elements should be e]dmdnated from the CIP

- N L



record. However, a sizeable majority of all types of libraries (as high as ,' -
'.79% for university/college, 71% for community college, and 70% for special)

perceived that the inclusion of an approximate pr1ce would increase the .

value of CIP as a se]ect1on/order tool.  Therefore, the Library of Congress

should encourage publishers to submit an approx1mate price at the pre—

pub11cat1on stage for inclusion in the CIP record that is distributed to C

vendors and bibliographic utilities via the MARC tape service. '

&. Investigate methods for expanding the scope of the CIP program to include
systematic coverage of federal government documents and of sound recordings.

From one-fourth to one-third of all survey respondents,
depending on type of libgary, felt that the scope of the CIP program should
be expanded to include systematic coverage 5? additional types of materials.
The types of materials suggested most frequently by all types of libraries
vere Federal government documents and sound recordings. Because the majority
of all typeslof libraries routinely acquire one or the other, or both, of
these types of materials, the Library of Congress should investigate alterna-
tives for systematically covering these areas. One option might be to expand .
the scope of the program through cooperative arréngements with other libraries
that specialize and exée] in the cataloging of federal documents and audio-
visual materials. The program could be monitored by the Library of Congress, .
with actual cataloging performed by other-libraries responsible for covering
the publishing output of §pecific‘government agencies or audio-visual ~—

publishers. -

. o/
9. Encourage publishers of children's books‘t6 include LC summaries in CIP
data printed in the book,

The Library of Congress should encourage.publishers 6? chi]dren S
books to include the summaries provided by LC _in the CIP data that is printed
in the book. This might be accomplished by send1ng a letter to these -
publishers and informing them that abproximately three-fourths of-all school
libraries responding to thE’survey viewed the summaries as very important for -
purposes of book seTeS}ion and reader assistance. '

»O
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" C. THE USER AND NON-USER ~
‘ - x OF CIP DATA

‘

1. What are Characteristics of the CIP User?
As ghown in Table C-1, the majority of all types of.libraries =~ ,

.responding to the survey reported that they use CIP data. Usage is greatest

for academic libraries with 96% of all community co]ﬁege libraries and 90% of

all university/college libraries reporting that they use CIP. School and

. special libraries ‘apgear to be less ljke]y than academic and publi¢ libraries
to use CIP, with 55% of all school and 60% of all special libraries indicating

that they use it. . .
. Table C-1 /)
= CIP Usage by Type of Library
1
Community
Univ/College College Public Special School
p=525* n=53 n=364 n=355 n=320

Use CIP 90% 96% 69% - 605 559
Do not use CIP 10 - 4 31 T a0 - 45

;Lgb]ps C-2 and C-3, respectively, sh\w the distribution of CIP
users by type of 11bréhy and size of collection and by type of library and
number<of U.S. monographs acquired yearly. T

‘ o Most unive}sity/collegé libraries that use CIP have medium or
large-size collections (1 e., 10,000-500,000 vo]umes) and acquire 1,000 to
25,000 U.S. nonographs year]y. The majority of community college and public _
libraries that use CIP have medium-size collections (j.e:, 10,000-100,000
volumes) and acquire up to 5,000 U.S. monographs per year. Most special and

school library CIP users have small collections - (i.e., less than 10, 000 ‘
vo]umes% and acquire less than 1,000 monographs yearly.

N

* n=number of responses




Tahle C-2

CIP Users by Size of Collection

Volumes in Community
Collection Univ/College College Public Special School
n=473 n=50 n=249 n=209 n=176
Less than
10,000 4% ) 12% 26% 46% 75% -
10,000- | |
100,000 44 e 84 55 - 37 23
100,001- . i
. 500,000 41 4 14 — 13 1
More than .
500,000 12 5N - 4 4 1
Table C-3
- | . )
CIP Users by Nugeer of U.S. Monograpns Acquired Yearly
Monographs . Community
_Acquired Yearly Univ/College College Public Special School
n=467 n=49 n=247 n=211 n=176
Less than .
1,000 1q% 29% 45% 63% 92%
~1,000- - : . .
5,000 52 - 67 . 38 v 23 6
"5,001- . . .
* 25,000 . ~ 32 - 4 17 12 2
Hore than
25,000 5 - 1 2 1




€

2. What are Characteristics of the CIP Non-User?

In termns of size, a ]ibrérygthat does not use CIP data is apt to

be small. As shown in Tables C-4 and C-5, the majority of public, special,

*and school libraries that do not use CIP have less than 10,000 volumes in

their collections and acquire less than 1,000 U.S._monographs yearly.
Academic libraries are the exception. The relatively few (10%) academic libraries
that do not use CIP are likely to have a medfim-size collection (i.e., 10,000

to 100,000 volumes) and acquire between 1,000 and 5,000 U.S. monographs

yearly.
Table C-4
, .
CIP Non-Users by Size of Collection )
Volumes”in .~ - o Community
Collection Univ/College College Public Special School
Mn=52 n=3 n=115 ¢ n=146 n=144
Less than \\ .
10,000 23% - 66% 7% ~ 92%
10,000~ ) )
100,000 ' . 48 100 . 32 21 8
100,001- ‘
500,000 29 - 2 2 -
More than .1
500,000 ) - - T -
.
| 4

-




Table C-5

\ CIP Non-Users by MNumber of U.S.
Monographs Acquired Yearly

Monographs Community .

Acquired Yearly Univ/College College Public Special School
n=50 — =7 - =110 n=14] =182

Less than \1 i

1,000 36% - . 84% 88% ©.100%

1,000+

5,000 58 100 16 1t -

5,001

25,000 7 6 - - 1 -

More than

25,000 {/,,// - ] ] .

N

Listed below are the reasons most frequently cited by each type

of 1ibrary for not using CIP data:
. Qnivgrsity/College
- Ve juse OCLC.
- Qur library is too small.
- Our books arrive already cataloged.
o Community College ‘
- We use OCLC. ‘
e Public '
~~ - OQur library is too small.
- Our books arrive already cataloged.

’

e Special )
. = Qur library is too sma]].
- Our collection is too specia]ized:
= Our books arrive already cataloged.
e School f .
- Qur library is too small.

- Qur books arrive already cataloged.

- We are not familiar with CIP.
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Mosf CIP non-users, regardless of type of library, perceive that
their library is‘too small *for CIP to be useful. A large number indicated
that they receive most or all of their books pre-cataloged from a centralized
processing ugit or fro; a commercial vendor. The reason offered by many
university/£ollege and community college libraries was that they use OCLC.

This response indicates that many libraries interpreted the duestion,of
whether or not they use‘CIP data to meaﬁ only CIP in the book. Only a few
librarijes 6f each type noted that they were not familiar.with CIP or that they
‘preferred their own cataloging, ’

Based on these resuits, it is difficult to assess the exact extent
of non-use of CIP data. C(learly, Tibraries that receive books already cataloged
do not perceive a great need for CIP. ‘And because the scope of the CIP program
is limited primarily to U.S. monographs, special Tibraries with heavy periodical
co]]egtions a?e'not‘as likely to need CIP as an academic or public library.

Many of the libraries that reported no direct use of CIP benefit indirectly from,
the program; for, in most cases, the Books thét they receive already cataloged
are processed by a vendor or centralized processing unit from machine-readable
‘CIP data. And many of the records that Tibraries retrieve and use via OCLC are
derived from machine-readable CIP data.

—
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D. USAGE OF CIP DATA FOR ACQUISITIONS

’,

How is CIP Data Used in Acquisitions?

In the acquisitions section ofthe survey, libraries were asked

to indicate whether or not they use CIP data for each of the following

acquisitions functions:

to @ journal-type acquisitions tool produced from MARC tapes containing CIP
records (e.g., Weekly Record) to identify newly announced books.

“usually searched against the library's order file and catalog of holdings to
prevent unwanted dup11cat1on. CIP data found in a printed or on11ne source
might be consulted to obtain the bibliographic information required to perform

<an accurate search. . This bibliographic information” would probably include the
LQ form of main entry, the title, the 1mpr1nt, and edition statements.

decision has been made to purchase a specific title. Libraries refer to CIP
data found ina printed or online source to obtain the order information

needed to identify a book to a publisKer or book Jobbpr. Ths information
usually includes the author and title, International Standard Book Number (ISBN),
the 1mpr1nt, and the’ projected publ1cat1on date. #If a 11brary has access to the ©
.online acquisitions service of a bibliographic utility or commercial vendor,
the Tibrary can retrieve a CIP record and create an order form online. This
-saves the step of manually retyping CIP data onto an order form.

Most libraries receive at least some new books automatically
through approval and standing order plans, or as gifts. When received, these
books are usually checked against the library' s order file and catalog to
prevent’duplication and to note the relationship of new titles to existing

holdings. A library would typically refef to CIP data printed in the book

\

1

W

o Book selection

-

¢ Pre-order searching

) Ident1f1cat1on or checking of gifts and automatic receipts
o- Creation of the order form

In using CIP for book selection, a library would typically refer

Once specific titles have been recommended for purchase, they are

CIP data is typically used again in the ordering process once a




during this process to verify that the correct book has been received and to
obtain the LC form of main entry and title for use in precatalog searching. A
library might a]so‘refer to the subject he&diqgs in é €LP record and sort |
books received through an'approval plan by squect for routing to different
staff members responsible for selection.’

Table D-1 shows the usage of CIP data for acquisitions by type

library and type- of écquisitions use. .

-

Table D-1
Usage of CIP Data for Acquisitions

Acquisitions ~ Univ/  Community - . Weighted
Use College College Public  Special School Total

n=468 n=48 n=255 n=200 n=155% n=688

Book Selection ) 22% 21% . 25% 23% <\ 46% 40%

n=469 n=48 -_N=225 n=199 ~n=155. n=688

’

Pre-Order Searching 45 19 16 24 25

n=225% n=200

Identificatidﬁ - .
Gift Checking ' 16 21 15 18

n=226 n=200 © n=154  n=685

Creation of Order

Form 30 19 3 7o '

—

s Almost half of all university/college libraries respond1ng to the
survey reported using CIP data in pre -order searching (45%) and for the
identification or checking of gifts and automatic receipts (41%), while almost
half of all school libraries reported using it in book s ectioﬁ.(46%). Less
than one-third of other types of libraries indicated that they use CIP for
these acquisitions uses. - ’




N , A major factor to consider in interpreting these results is the
extent to which libraries are aware that they are using CIP data in their

acquisitions work. Because CIP cata]ogin% is not identified specifically as
such in most printed and op]ine sources, many libraries may not be aware that
they are using CIP when they consult these tools. Thgfefore, the actual usage
of CIP for acquisitions is probabiy higher. than reported, especially for book.
selection and pre-order searching. :

é., How Does collection Size and Number of U. S. Monographs Acquired Per Year

Affect Acquisitions Usage? . .

¢

Tables D-2 and D-3,'respect1ve1y, present acquisitions usage for
CIP users by size of collection and number of U.S. monographs acquired per year.
Smaller }ibraries appear to use CIP in acquisitions primarily fg}
book selection. Almost‘ half of the libraries Wwith small collections (i.e., less
than 10,000 volumes) and approximately onge-third of those that acquire less than
1,000 U.S. monographs yearly reportgd using CIP for book selection. .

‘ Table D-2
Collection Size and Acquisitions Usaqge .
. (Unweighted)-
- Acquisitions Less Than *"}0;000- 100,001~ More Than
' Usage I0,000 100,000 500,000 500,000
- Volumes .
5 n=415 n=216 n=41 n=17 « .
y . ‘ ‘
Book Selection 44%. 36% 17% 42%
' n=di5__ n=216 =41 =17 ’
Pre-Order Searching 23 24 - 39 54 -
- ¥
. n=411 n=216 n=40 n=17
Identification - ' ] ‘ ’
Gift Checking 14 19 34 47
* n=412 n=216 n=41] n=16
Creation of Order Form 14 . 20 . 20 43

CERIC. . -
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Table D-3
Number of U.S. Monographs Acquired Yearly and

v

" o Acquisitions Usage . " A
(Unweighted) -
anst ’ y
Acquisitions Less Than 1,001- 5,001- More{Than
Use 1,000 5,000 25,000 25,000
R Monographs - ’
=419 n=411 n=216 n=32 —
Book Selection . 33% 229 189 8%
n=418 n=411 -~ n=217 n=32
Pre-Order Searching 20 g 30 T 49 75
' "n=418 n=410 ~ n=217 n=32
Identification - 19 27 44 72
Gift Checking P
n=419 n=411 n=21é n=32
Creation of Order Form 13 25 31 41
P4 \ >

larber libraries are more apt than smallér libraries to use CIP for
a variety of acquisitions uses. Well over one-third of the 1argesf libraries
(1 e., those with over 500,000 volumes and yearly acquisitions of more than
25 000 U.S. monographs) ,reported using CIP for each of the four acquisitions uses
1isted.” The largest percentage of these respondénps indicated that they use CIP
in pre-order searching and in the checking or identification of gt#fts and auto- -

-

matic receipts. §

° N [
< .
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3. What Types of Mater1a1s are Routinely Acquired by Respondents and What
Percentage of Respondents Attempt to Order U.S. Monographs Prior to .
Publication?

v In order to identify additional types of materials for potential

coverage by the CIP program, respondents were asked to indicate: /La%ywhether
they routinely acquire the d1fferent types of materials 11sted in Table D-4, and
b) the cataloging treatment usually given to each.
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. Table D-4 S~ ) .
Types of Materials Routinely
) a Acquired by CIP Usefs )
(Unweighted) )
Type of . * Percentage of Users Mumber of
Haterial _ that Routinely Acquire Responses
.
Mass Market Paperback Reprints - 37% © 101> ) (
Mass Market Paperback Fiction 33 - 1100 e
Mass Market Paperback Non-Fiction 39 ' 1099
Vanity Press 7 . 1096
Self-Published 15 - 1096 |
College Textbooks 26 h 1100
High Schqol Textbooks 1 1100 «
Elementary School Textbooks R B ,1098 x
Federal Documents : © 62 1100
State Documents 51 ¢ 1097 ~~
Local DoZuments ' 41 1095 ;
Serials 75 « 1089
Periodicals ‘ 97 ‘ 1100
Microforms . - 62 1090
Sound Recordings o 65 1098
Films o 54 1097
Other AV Materials- 52 1089

\ \ -

]

.

As shown in,Tab]e D-4,.-a majority of respohdents indicated that

) /

‘they routinely acquire the following types of materials:

¢ Federal Documents e Microforms
i State DoéLments ® Sound Recordings
o Serials ., @ Films
’ Pgrfbdicals ' ® Other AV Materials ’
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. X . y Table D-4a ‘ ' '

'CIP Users' Cataloging Treatment of
Different Types of Materials -

(Unweighted) ,// . -
Type of ' . - _Catalog Catalog Do Not ,..Do Mot MNumber of
Material : Fully Partially Catalog Acquire Responses
Mass Market Pbk. Reprints  38% 126 12%  38% 1043
Mass Market Pbk. Originals ~ 29 1B . 150 44 1045
Mass Market: Pbk. Nonfiction 50 10 7 32 . 1040
Vanity Press T 2 72 1028 -
Self-Published * . © 39 3 1 57 1036 ’
College Textbooks - . 16 2 o 51 . 1046
High School Textbooks. 16 5 ° 5 74 1046 -
Elementary Textbooks . 12 6 6 79 1045 :
Federal Documents = - 44 19 17 20 1041
State Documents tor 43 15 14 28 ° 1039
Local Documents 40 | 14 12 34 1042
Seriabs " 58 1 15 16 1025
Periodicals 21 12 65 1 -~ 1037
Microforms * - ) 35 15 22 28 - 1035
Sound Recordings 57 16 6 21 1039
Films : 47 13 8 32 1035 . )
Other AV Materials ‘ 45 15 7 . 32 1033

[

As ‘shown in Table D-4a, 50% or more of the reélspondents indicated
that they usually give full cataloging treatment’to mass mﬂrket paperback nonfiction,
serials, and sound recordings. Less than half of the respondents reported giving

3

full cataloging treatment:to the other types of materials listed.

In o;der to gain further insight into the -acquisitions practices of-
CIP users, libraries were asked to indicate h?w frequently they attempt to order
U.S. monographs priqr to publication. These responses are presented in Table D-5:

.




. . A ) _gable 0-5

. Frequency With Whjch Respondents Order
u.S. Monographs Prior to Publication

- ‘ Community .
Univ/College College . Public Special School
n=462 n=47 n=226 n=197 n=152
Never P VR 219 32% . 25% 63%
— - Occasionally  ° 8l — .74 Lug. 70 . 37
Usually . 5 ~ﬁ < . !9 ) 5 -
-

As shown in Table D-5, the maJor1ty (70% and higher) of

un1vers1ty/college, community college, and spec1al libraries reported that

- they only occas1ona11y order U.S. monographs prior to publication. The
“maJor1ty of public libraries/fhdicated that they either occas1onally (49%) .0
usually (19%) order pr1or to pub11cat1on. School libraries are the exception
with over hzf? respond1ng that they never order prior to pub11tat1on.

4, Would it be Acceptablé to Acquisitions Users if CIP Data Wére Distributed
Only in Machine-Readable Form?

Currently CIP qata—is‘distributed by the Library of Congress in
two forms: 1) printed in the book itself, and 2) in machine- readablg,\prm on
tape via the MARC Distribution Service. Commerc1al vendors, b1bl1ograph1c
utilities, and library service centers with computer processing capabilities o
purchase LC MARC tapes and redistribute CIP and other LC Cataloging to
individual ligraries in‘a var1ety of forms, 1nclud1ng 3 x5 pr1nted cards,
microform, printed acquisitions tools, and online.

v

/\
Because 1ncrea51ng numbers of libraries are purchasing catalog1ng

serv1ces or part1c1paa1nq in networ'ks which provide access to CIP data either
onlihe or in printed form, the question has arisen as to whether it is

. necessary to continue d1str1but1ng CIP data in the book itself, The opinions
of libraries that reported using CIP in acquisitions are presented in Table

0‘60 I

o A . * ot
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% Table D-6 °

Acqu1s1t1ons Users' Opinions as to the Acceptab111ty
. ~of Distributing CIP Ddta Only on
A MARC Tapes

1

Univ/ .éommunity . . Weighted
College College Public Spectal School Total

-
.

AL

=291 =27 n=81  n=86 n=81 - '_n=°348."

Yes, it wodld -be
acceptable if CIP
were distributed
only on MARC tape: 26%

No, it would not

be acceptable for
CIP to be distri- '
buted only on MARC
tape.

. The overwhe1m1ng maJor1ty of all types of ]1brar1es that use‘C
. for acqu1slt10ﬂs indicated that 1t wou]d not be acceptab]e for CIP tefﬁé"

,\.

majority of university/college libraries responded that thay need CIP
the book and on tape, approx1mate]y one-fourth (26%) 1ndicated ﬁhat i 4~
e acceptab]e if CIP were distributed only of~tape. The maJQr,reasons cited

by most libraries for needing CIP in the book were convenlence and Iack{of

pommun}ty college and 95% for public and school libraries.. A1thongh the

access .to CIP data in machine-readable form. Even though the.maiorrtxﬂof *‘:”" ,

un1vers1ty/co]1ege respondents noted that they hadmaccess tQ B bvbivographvc  “.'q; ..
t111ty, most expressed a .strong desire to reta1n CIP in the bnbk fbr‘ '

‘ convenience and, for use as a back ~up when automated: systems are déwﬂ. s

. .
a -

5. Would the Addﬁtlon of Approx1maté Prré“\aad Paganatlon Enhﬁnce tﬁe CIP_ ;~”;‘

“'MARC Record as an Acqy1s1t10ns T001? ' = Henteal L

S In an.effort to, 1dent1fy spec1f1c ways i whf!h;the CIP program» 'h
cou]d be 1mproved 1’grar1es were asked whether or ot the 1nc]u51on of an |
gpproximate price and pag1nat1on in the cip reqord wnuld anhance the
usefulness of the progr@m for acqu1srt1ons. L)




Responses to tﬁjs question'for libraries that use CIP in
acquiiigigns,are'presented by type of library in Table D-7.

= (4

Table D-7 X
- Acquisitions Users' Opinions as Whether the Addition -
o of Approximate Price and agination WouTd -
~ . 2 Increase the Usefulness of CIP

. Univ/ Community - . Weighted

-7 College College  Public  Special School Iotal

n=287 n=21 n=76 n=79 n=76 n=327

Approximate Price 79% 71% 57% 70% 66% 66%
" n=275 n=20 n=67 n=75 n=73 n=311
Approximate Pagi- 47 35 3] 49 48 . 46

nation

-

VMt appears that the systematic inclusion of an approximate price
. in the CIP record would increase the usefulness. of CIP as a selection/order
tool for the majority (66 ) of Yibraries that already use CIP for
acquisitions. The perceived .increase in value is greatest .for university/
college libraries (79%) and Towest for public libraries (57%). -

Léss than one-half (46%) of all libraries. that use CIP for
acqyisitions, on the other hand, perce1ve that the inclusion of approximate
pagination would increase the usefulness of CIP as a selection/order tool.
Un1ver§g;y/college, special, and school libraries are almost equally divided
on this issue, with approximately half responding Yes and half responding No.
The naJor1ty of community col]eqe and public Tibraries indicated that the
1nc1us1on of approximate paq1nat1on would not increase the usefulness of CIP

¥ 3

for acquisitions,

6. What Types of Mater1als Not Covered by the CIP Program Wouid Acqu1s1t1ons

Respondents Like to See Included?
3 The CIP program currently focuses on U.S. monographs as describéd

in Appendix 1. To determine if the scope of the program should be expanded,

4

»
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libraries were asked to suggest additional typés of materials for systematic

coverage.

Of those libraries that reported using CIP for acquisitions,
éfpproximately a third indicated that additional types of materials should be
covered by the program. Materials that were.suggested five or more times are
presented in Table D-8. ‘

[3
Table D-8

Additional Types of Mdterials Suggested by Acquisitions Users
for Inclusion in the CIP Program
- ¢ (n=616)

(Numbers in. parentheses refer to frequency of mention)

Audio-visual materials (73)
includes sound recordings (24)
and visual recordings (12)

Government documents (54)
includes federal documents (19)
and state documents (11)

Serials and annuals (15)

Publications of institutes
and associations (14)

Musig¢ scores (14)°

Small press publications (10)

Foreign trade publications (9)

. Conference proceedings (8)
Paperback books (7) .
Foreign-language books {(7)
University publications (7)
Microforms (5)

It should be noted that ;he-CIP program currently includes many, -
of the materials listed above, but that coverage may not be as comprehensive
as some libraries would like. - ' '

6f those libraries that did not report using CIP for acquisi=
tions, less than one-fourth indicated that additional types of materials .
should be included. Materials suggested five or more times by this §roup are
listed in Table 0-9. ™ ' S e

’
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& Table D-9 .
T§;;1 of Materials Suggested by Acquisitions s
Non-Users for Inclusion in the
CIP" Program
(n=175) * h

» (Numgfrs in parentheses refer to frequency of mention)

- . Audio-visual materials (76) - . ¢
includes sound recordings (32)
and visual recordings (15)
Government documents (28)
includes federal documents (9)
and state documents (6) . -
Serials and anntals (7)
Reprints (7) \\
A1l types of materials not .
currently included (7)
Foreign trade publications (6)
Foreign-language publications (5)
y Music scores (5) .

“Although the majority of libraries indicated that no additional
types of materidlss needed to be inc]%&ed in the program, audio-visual
_materials and government documents were mentioned most frequently by those
libraries that expressed a desire to see the scope of the program expanded. -
o . . .
7. What Publishers Do Acquisitions Users Feel Should be Encouraged to
Participate, or to Participate More Fully, in the CIP Pfogram?

\

o Of the approx1matghy 600 11brar1es that reported using CIP for
s one or more adﬁu1s1t1ons uses, ,qpprox1mately ha]f suggested spec1f1c types of -
pub11shers that should- bg\encouraged to partaeipate3 or to¥part1c1pate more

; ', fu]]y, Jn theﬁfrogram. Pub]1shers mentabned fivb Qr nwre t1mes are Jisted 1n
Ol T - '.’ . N
Table Dr]O .. A . AN Wni ¢¢\ ’, » DR
R P T S A
e : : : ' e IR 'y Vi ‘h‘ i
" e, - - . » N . ,,; o, ,-
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Types of Publishers Suggested by
' + Acquisitions Users for Participation
in the CIP Program
\ (n=333) v

(Numbers in parentheses refer to frequency~of mention)

- A1l publishers (96)
University presses (32)
Small presses (30)
Publishers of government"
documents (21) | .
Institutions and associations (18)
Audio-visual publishers (17)
Foreign publishers (16),
Religious publishers (13)
- Paperback publishers (8)
. British publishers (7)
- Scientific publishers (7)
Technical’ ,publishers (7)
Museums and art galleries (6)
Publishers of conference
proceedings (5)
Publishers of -educational
materials (5)
. . European publishers (5)

E ~u

— R r3

Rs with the different typeé of.materials suggested for inclusion
in the CIP program, many of the different types of publishers mentioned by
respondenis already participate in the program. The list is usefu]; however,
for ‘identifying the different types of publishers that respondents would like
to see participate more fully. ‘




8. 'Does CIP Save Libraries Money in Their Acquisitions Work?

' When asked whether or not the CIP program produces cost savings
in acquisitions, 55% of all types of libraries that reported using CIP for
acquisitions igdicated that the program does save them money .,

.o o Table D-11
' Libraries' Opinions as to Whether or Not R
CIP Saves money in Acquisitions
/
Univ/  Community Weighted
College College Public __ Special.  Seheol— Fetal————o =
n=293  n=22 n=83 n=85 n=82 n=352 !
Yes 53% 64% 43% 52% 56% 55%
No 16 9 20 18 dp 12
) /

Not Sure 31 27 36 30 34 34

« o~

As shown in Table D-11, apbroximately one-third of all types of
libraries ipdicated that they are not sure.whether CIP saves them money in
acquisitions., From 43% to 64% of the respondents, however, depending on type

of library, indicated that CIP does save them money.
. 3

4 ’

9. What is the Overall Opinion of-Acquisitions Respondents Towards the CIP
Program? ‘ R a

As shown in Table D-12, an overwhelming majority of each type of
library that uses CIP for acquisitions rated the program as favorable or very
favorable. Most of the remaining libraries (between 5 and ]I%) reported a

neutral rating. W

¢ d D
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Iaﬂ?e D-12

( ‘ Responde;ts Overall 0p1n1ons of the CIP Program
for Acquisitions

Univ/ - Community Weighted
College College Public Special School Total
n=286 n=22 n=81. n=83 n=83 n=353
" -

Very Favorable 33% 50% 51% 439, 47% 46%
Fayorable . 58 . 45 41 48 42 44
Neutral ) 9 5 7 8 ", 10
Unfavorable - - 1 - - -
Very Unfavorable - - - - - k -

Libraries that did not report using CIP for acquisitions also
gave the program a high rating. Eighty-four percent of all types of libraries
:eported a favorable or very favorable rating, lsg-were neutral, .and less
than 1% indicated an unfavorable rating. Explanations and comments given by
these libraries revealed that this high rating is justified by the benefits
that other sections of the library (especia}ly cataloging) and, ultimately,
patrons derive from the CIP program.
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) E. USAGE OF CIP DATA FOR CATALOGING L

1. How is CIP Data Used in Cataloging?
In the cataloging section of the survey libraries were asked to
indicate whether they use CIP data for each of the following cataloging uses:

® Precatalog séarching
o Temporary catdloging
¢ Permanent cataloging

In precatalog search1ng, a library would typ1ca]]y refer to CIP
data found in the book or through a printed or online source to 1dent1fy

preferred forms of entry for names and subjects and to verify other
descriptive in‘ormation about the book. This information is used in searching
a specific title against the library's other holdings and in preparing the
final cataloging record. This procedure enables the library to relate a work
to other similar works in the collection, to prevent unwanted duplication by
verifying the uniqueness of each work, and to achieve consistency in
cataloging. ’

In temporary cataloging, a library would use CIP data found in
-+ the book or through another source tg label books for the shelf and to produce
a temporary cataloging record (usually in 3 x 5 card form) that could be used
in the public catalog and shelflist'until a full MARC record is available
directly from the Library of Congress or indirecf]y through a commercial
vendor or bibliographic utility. Usage of CIP for this purpdse enables a
library to make books known and available for circulation to patrons even
though a final, LC-MARC verified cataloging record is not yet avdilable.

For permanent cataloging, a library would typically use CIp
data found 1n the book or through another source as the basis for
locating or E;;3t1ng a permanent cataloging record either in printed or
machine-readable form. In most cases, this procedure involves: 3] search1ng
a b1b11oqraph1c utility or a vendor's file to see if the CIP record has been
updated to full MARC, 2) verifying the CIP data against the book itself to

TaN
~3




ensure an exact mateh 3) check1ng names and subaects against local authority
files to identify d1screpanc1es in forms of entry, 4),nod1fy1ng forms of
entry, if necessary, to conform or link with local practices, and 5)
completing the CIP. record by add1ng descriptive information about the book
that was not ava11ab1e when the CIP record was created, such as the size of
the book and the number of pages. The amount of verification and modification
performed by a library depends on the level of cataloging accuracy and
con$istency perceived to be necessary in order to provide batrons with quick
and easy access to the library's ho]d1ngs and to cooperate with other
libraries in identifying and sharing resources.

_Table E-~1 shows the distribution of users of CIP data by type of

library and type of cataiog1ng use.

‘

Table E-]
Usage of CIP Data for Cataloging

Cataloging Univ/ Commdnity . Weignted
Use College: College Public Special School Total
n=458 n=47 " n=208 n=200 n=128 n=592
Precatalog searching 55% 349 g 29% 34% . 30% 32%
Temporary cataloging 22 32 18 " 29 .23 23
Permanent cataloging 86 85 88 . 84 89 38'

Well over three-fburtﬂs of each type of library repoﬁted using
CIP as the bq;1s for permanent catatoging. Approximately one-third to one-
hal f, depending on type of library, reported using it for precata]og R
searching, but lTess than one-third indicated that it is used for temporary
cataloging. School and public libraries reported the highest usage for
permanent cataloging--89% and 88% respectively. Univeﬁgfty/college, cohmunity
college, and spegial libraries followed close behind qith 86%, 85%, and 84%,

respectively.
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A little over haTf of all univeﬁsjty/co]]ege libraries and _
approximately one-third of the community college and special libraries
responding 1nd1cated-that they use CIP for precatalog searching. It is
reasonab]e to expect that, in many cases, CIP data is.used first in precatalog
searchlng, then, based on resu]ts of the search, potential "problem" books are
given temporary cata]og1ng or held for a full MARC record, while the
remainder are cataloged permanentlx using CIP as q guide,

» The following comments and explanations offered by libraries
provide additional insight into how CIP is used in cataloging:

[

. o
o Use CIP as the basis for producing a printed cataloging record or for
entering cata]oging'tnto an online system;

.
A

Use CIP as a guide for establishing the preferred or authoritative

form of a name or a subject heading;

' 1
® Refer to.CIP to locate an LC catalog card number or other unique
. \ﬁdentifying information for use in searching an online data base or

for use ,in ordering catalog cards from a comme’rcjal vendors;

A
»

.

Use CIP to sort materials according to main entry or c]ass1f1cat1on
number prior to cataloging so that they are accessible if needed
before processing is complete.

-

2. Would it be Acceptabie to Cataloging Users if CIP Data Were Distributed"
Only in Machine-Readable Form? :

Because of the-”distribution of CIP data in machine- readable form
through the LC-MARC tape service and its subsequent ava11ab111ty to libraries

* through the bibliographic utilities and through commercially-produced print

products, libraries weré asked whether it would be acceptable if CIP data were
distributed only on the MARC tapes, rather than both on the tapes and in the
book.

The responses of libraries that use CIP data for cata]og1ng are

presented by type of library in Table E-2.
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> Table E-2 .

Cataloging Users' Opinions as to the Acceptabi]iEy
of Distributing CIP Data Only on MARC Tape

Univ/  Community Weighted
Colleae ,College Public  Special School Total
n=450 n=46 n=198 n=193 . n=119 n=s/|
; : . :
Yés, it would be . - .
acceptable if CIP Lo S .
_were distributed” . R
only on MARC tape. 25% - 9% 6% 12% 3% 6%
No, it would not be "
acceptable if CIP
were distributed -
only on MARC tape. 5 91 94 88 97 94

r

-~

The majority (75% and higher) of all types of ]ibfariés indicated
that it would not be acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only on MARC
tape. School and public libraries appear to feel most strongly w1th‘97% and
94%, respect1ve]y, indicating that it would not. be acceptable.

- The primary reason given by the majority of libraries for needing
CIP in the book was that they do not have access-to MARC tapes. Mady of these
respondents, howevér, nqtei that they use a bibliographic utility or commercia1'
-cataloging service. Even for these ]ibraries that have access to CIP data in
machine-readable form, there appears to be a continuing need for CIP to be
distributed 1n’the book as well. Comments offered by the majority of respondents
emphasize the importance of convenient access to CIP datqmand the importance
of having CIP in the book yhen oq]ine systems or commercially-produced catalog-

ing aids are not available. These comments are summarized below:

-~

~ i n

¢ CIP i's more convenient, faster, and easier to use in the book;

R .
¢ _Terminals are not always available for searching online;

N

”




o Using CIP in the book for precataloging work (i.e., authority searches
and classification) is less.expensive and more convenient than
searching online;

e ~CIP in the book is needed when online systems are down;

e CIP in the book is needed to locate an LC card number or ISBN before
searching online; ¢ ]

o CIP in the book alerts us that a full MARC record will probably follow

“shortly;

-

) We‘phqtocopy cIp in the book for copy cata]oging;

e CIP in the book is used by pub11c service staff to answer questions
about cataloging. =

One comment offered by a public library sums up well the continuing need for
CIP data to be distributed in the book as well as on tape, especially for
smaller libraries tha; cannot affo}d to access a bibliographic utility or to
purchase commercially-produced cataloging aids:

"It has been valuable to have the CIP available in the
book for cataloging purposes. le are going to OCLC, so
will find it less useful except when the system or our
terminal is down. It is an extremely valuable’ source of
cataloging information for small libraries. Not everyone
has access to MARC fiche, tapes, OCLC, ..."

»
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. 3. What Percentage of the U.S. Monographs that Libraries Cataloged Last

Year were

CIP T1t1es7

last year

Table E- 3 presents the percentage of U.S. monographs cataloged
that were CIP titles. The majority of responses fe]] in the range

of from 50% to 80%.

S Table E-3

Percentage of U.S. Monographs Cataloged )
Last Year That Were CIP Titles

4. What
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"Type of Library Staff Routinely Handles Cataloging for CIP Titles?

requ1red

titles.

repurted

To assess the impact of the CIP program on the type of staffing
for routine cataloging, libraries were asked to indicate the level

and duties of staff that routinely complete or revise cataloging for CIP

As ‘shown in Table E-4, professional staff are invol&sd in, some aspect

of cataloging CIP titles in all types of ]ibﬁarfés. A substantial number of
university/college linraries (48%lj§ﬁd publie libraries (47%), however, also

using paraprofessionals; and 25% or more of all types of libraries

excent special reported using clerical staff as well.

[ogl
()2 ~
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. . L Table E-4 . - "
. . Type of Library Staff that Routinely . -
Completes and/or Revises Catalog1ng for CIP T1tles ' R
»
Univ/., Community o T Weighted ¥
Type of Staff College  College Public  Special School Totals . ‘
n=450 n=46 n=202 n=194 n=123 n=586 . S
Professional  76% 873 595, 83% 831 —80%
be——=—r=Ragaprofessionat- 48 = ~ggm———gF gy = Ty 2T T o
- Clerical - 21~ 35 25~ 20, 28 271
No Specific Staff 4 - 7. 3 1" 9 y
'h -

Respondents' explanations of the duties of different levels of °
staff, as described in Table E-5, indicate that professionals are used
"principally in the review of work done by others, in the revision of, CIP
catalog1ng when data requires modification, and 1n the area of subject
cataloging (i.e., assigning local classification’ numbers and subject
. headings). Paraprofessiona]s are dsed in:preparing cataloging for a ’
. professional's’ review (i.e., complet1ng descriptive catalog1ng for CIP t1tles -
and searching the titles aga1nst library catalog files). They "are a]so used
in typing catalog cards from CIP data and for 1nputt1ng add1t1ona1 local data
for CIP records into a b1bl1ograph1c ut1l1ty. Clerical staff are most ‘
frequentlyihsed for typing (catalog cards or 1nputt1ng data into'd ..
bibliographic ut1l1ty) and preliminary searching Some 14bBraries also
reported using them to identify CIP problems for a professional's attent1on,
to complete CIP cataloging when a full MARC record is ava1lable, and to
prepare temporary catalog entries.

- 5. What Percentage of CIP and Non-CIP Cataloging is Reviewed for Accuracy

by Professional Staff? e . " . .
\ . Table E-6 shows the percentage of CIP and non-CIP cataloging
reviewed for aCCuracy oy professional staff. . .
-~ . -
. D . - 53 B
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Table E-5 .
= Most Frequently Reported Tasks Performed by Different Levels of Staff in ) .
Cataloging CIP Titles g ' )
—_—— ‘ * Y 5

Professional ) Paraprofessional K Clerical
n = 356 n = 245 n =220

o Performs all cataloging
\i‘z
o Verifies and revises
cataloging .done by others

e Assigns ‘tocal classifica-
tion numbers and verifies
LC classification numbers

o Completes cataloging when
CIP data is incorrect or
requires modification

‘ .

Performs all routine cata-
loging, including copy
cataloging, for professional's
review

Types catalog cards from cata-
loging copy or.inputs data
into bibliographic utility

Performs precatalog searching

\C&hpletes descriptive cataloging

Types catalog.cards from
cataloging copy or inputs
data into bibliographic
utility - "

Performs precatalog
searching

Performs copy cataloging
for professional’s review |
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Table E-6, - ST . .
‘ Percentage of CIP and Non-CIP Cafa]og1ng Rev1ewed T "f
. ; for Accuracy by Profess1onal Staff < 7t 4 —';;,”; , N
) B i( . ~ !, "‘_‘)3.
R Univ/ _pommunity . v : g
2 College College . Public Special School e
N n=401 = * n=38" n=173. n=]89 n=104 -
[T - K ‘ L AR
* Mean 625" " 744 545 C69% . 66%. '
Standard 46" . 42 R N
Deviation . ’ - e
‘ " =405  n=38 _ 1=165 _n=161 _ #97
Hon-CIP ) : -
- Mean 637 829 61% -70% 7%
Standard 45" 35 45 43 39
Deviation ‘
. /-
i Thc majority of responses Qere either cero'or 100% for both CIP
and non-CIP cataloging. The high standard deviations reflect this wide range

of responses. Responses indicate that s]1ght1y more non-CIP cata1og1ng is, '

*.reviewed for accuracy by professional staff than CIP cata]oglng

.

What Cataloging Procedures Do Libraries Follow for Bpokslwith Cip?

In order to understand how the CIP program affects the speed of
processing new books, libraries were asked to-indicate which of the following
eprocedures they follow if CIP data alone 15 available for a book when it
arrives in.the 11brary c@ﬁ'" ’

6.

o Complete the cataloging in-house
e .Hold the unprocessed book for the completed record
‘ .
A o Use the CIP data from the book as a“temporary record unt1l f1nal
| cataloging is available
¢ Other
90
e
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- ) As ‘shown in Table E-7,.over two-thirds of all types of libraries
indicated that they complete the cataloging in-house if CIP data alone is
available for a book when it arrives in the library. Of those libraries that
do not complete the cataloging in-house, most (between 6% and 17%) use CIP as
@ temporary record until final cataloging is available rather than holding the
unprocessed book for the completed récord.‘ 0f the relatively small percentage
of ]ibrarigsﬂ;hat hold the unprocessed book for the completed record, the

majority- are university/college and community college libraries.
. \ .

Table E-7
Cataloging Procedures Followed by Libraries for Books with CIP Data

Univ/  Community Weighted
Callege College Public  Special School Total
n=446 n=46 n=202 n=192 P=122  n=582
= = T
- Complete cataloging  68% 67% 86% 704 - 83% 80%
in-house ' (’“\\ _
Hold book 14 R 3 6 - 2 4
Use CIP as tempordary 6 13 7 d 17 -~ 12 12
record

Other 12 8 3 8 2 4

Table E-8 shows the length of time that respondents who either
hold the unprocessed book or use CIP cataloging as a temporary record will
wait for full MARC records or LC cards before completing the CIP cataloging

in-house.

~2
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* ‘ Table E-8 .

. Length of Time that Respondents will Wait for Full MARC
Records or LC Cards Before Completing the CIP
Cataloging In-ﬁouse

Univ/ Community
"College College Public Special Schoo)

n=140 n=16 n=29 . n=65 n=26
Less than 2 weeks 9% - 31% 17% - 27% -
2 to 4 weeks T 25 34 15 27 -
5 weeks to 3 months 35 38 ' 28 31 42
4 to 6 months ) 20 : 31 3 20 -
7 to 12 months 12 - - 1 4
More than 12 months 7 6 3 6 -

Most public and school library respondents are not apt to wait
longer than 3 months, although a sﬁa]l percentage will wait up to a year or
more., The majority of university/collége, community college, and-special
library respondents reported thaf they will wait up to 3 months for fu]l MARC
records before completing CIP cataloging; but over one-third indicated that

they would wait from 4 months to over a year.

¢

Libraries that process CIP books using MARC records were asked to
indicate the percentage of books with CIP data for which a CIP record instead
of a full MARC record is found. As shown in Table E-9, responses ranged from
zero to 100%. The majority of responses were in the range of from 10% to 50%.
This suggests that full MARC records are available in the majority of cases
for more than half of the books with CIP data that are received by library
respondents using MARC recdrds to process CIP books.‘ -
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- Table E-9
Percentage of Books with CIP Data for Which
“a CIP Record Instead of a Full MARC Record is Found
FRELUENCY -
EE :
- 00 \ .
cC R
cC
7 ce " A Public
cC
EE .
e ¢ B Community College
N cC EE -
20 + cc 113 €€ C Univ/College
cC EE EE
cc EE EE g gChO(?]]
cc EE cC Vi
=] cc EE cc pecia
15 + cC EE EE EE cc
cc EE EE EE cc cc
EE cc EE EE [s]»] cc cc -
EE ' cC cc EE cC cc cC
EE cc cC cC o0 cc cC cC
10 + DD cc cc cC cC cc cC cC
. 3]+ EE cC cc cC cC cC cC 00 cc
[0} o]0} cc cC cc cC cC cC cc cc
00 cc cc cC cc cC cC cc cC cc EE
cc cc cC cc cC cC cC cC cC cC cC
5 + CC cc cC cc cC cC cC cC cc. cc cC EE cc
cc cc cct cC cC cc cC cC cC cC EE CC cC cC cc cC 0D cc EE
CC cC &8 cC cc cc cc [ cC cc cC cC cc cc cC cC AA CC CC cC oo
AA CC AA CC cc cc £8 cC cC cc CC CC CC CC AA CC cc cC AA CC CC AA CC 00
AA CC AA CC EE CC CC CC CC AA CC CC CC CC AA CC CC CC CC BB CC AA AA CC AA AA CC CC CC CC AA CC CC CC AA CC CC AA

" When asked how long they have to wait for titles with CIP records
.to be féplaced by full MARC records, the great wmajority of all types of
libraries except community college responded that they do not‘wait,(as shown
in Table E-10. This means that when a book with CIP data arrives and a
full MARC record is not found, either throuyhra bibliograpnic utility or
dnotheE source, most lihraries will complete the cataloging from the CIP
record rather than holding the unprocessed book and waiting for a full MARC
record. Community college libraries appear to he more apt to wait for
full MARC records than other types of libraries, with over half estimating a
wait of from two weeks to a yegr for full MARC to replace CIP records.

’




Table E-10

N Length of Time Estimated by Respondents for CIP Records
. to be Replaced by Full MARC Records :

Univ/ Lommunity .
College College Public Special School k

‘ n=215 *n=5 n=23 n=47 n=13
Less than 2 weeks 1% . - \ 9% 2% 15%
2 to 4 weeks 6 20. 4 4 -
5 weeks to 3-months 7 - - 4 . “ oo
: y
4 to 6 months 6 - - . 2 - //
i ]
7 to 12 months 2 ' 40 . .- 2 - J
17
More than 12 months ] - ' - 4 - .
Do not wait 78 40 87 81 85
\ -
—— /
» " \'ﬂ!?
- Gy




f.. Have Libraries Made Changes in Their Cataloging Procedures as a Result of

Using CIP?

To aid in determining the impact of the CIP program on cataloging
operations, libraries were asked whether they have made changes in their
cataloging procedures as a result of using CIP.

As shown in Table E-11, 65% of community college, approximately
50% of un1ver>1ty/college and public, and 42% of special and school libraries
1nd1cated that CIP has resulted in changes in the1r cataloging procedures.

- 3
Table E-11
Libraries' Responses as to Wnether or Not

Changes Have Been Made in Cataloging
Procedures Because of Using CIP

\ ,

Univ/  Community Weighted
Colleqe College Public  Special School Total

n=429 n=43 n=180 n=185 n=114 n=543
49% - 65% 50% 42% 42% 443

51 35 50 58 58 . 56

¢ Approximately 500 libraries offered comments and explanations as

to how CIP has affected their cataloging operation.f The most frequently
mentioned impact was that CIP makes it possible to catalog‘books faster.

o

!

Other frequently mentioned changes included:

o The increased use of paraprofessionals for cata]og1ng, thereby .
" avoiding the cost of using only professionals;

The immediate completion of cataloging for newly received books;

Using CIP to create temporary catalog cards while awaiting LC cards,
thus making books available to patrons before cataloging is complete; .

Reduced or eliminated need for searching the National Union Catalog
(NUC) for,I.C cataloging copy.

'




E-15

The following comments and explanations, although mentioned less frequently,
proviQe further information ahout how CIP is used gnd the impact that it has

-

had on cataloging procedures. -

8

o Use CIP to verify the accuracy of purchased card kits;

o Assign classification numbers foynd in CIP data rather than consultihg
hardcopy LC or Dewey classification schedules to determine class
nunbers; ‘ o

¢ Use CIP in the book fbr’classificétion, series, and authority work
prior to the'productign of - catalog tards- via OCLCs

o Use subjéct headings found in the CIP data rafhef than spending
time consulting the LC subject headings Tist;

o Give books with CIP data top priority in cataloging because they are
likely to be "high-demand" titles.

Another survey question related to the impact of CIP on cataloging

' \ . .
procedures’ is whether or not CIP makes cataloging easier for staff. As shown
in Table-E-12, an overwhelming majority of respondents indicated that CIP does

make cataloging easier. .

T§b1e E—]%

Libraries' Opinions as to Whether CIP .
Makes Cataloging Easier for Staff

/Univ/ Community Weighted
College College Public Special. School Total
n=448 n=45 n=202 n=195 \ n=124 n=589
Yes 99y 98% 99% 96% )KmO% 99%
No c 2 1 4 - 1
. - _ N
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8. Does the CIP Program Save Libraries T1me and Money in Cataloging U.S.
Monographs?

An important quest1on in evaluat1ng the usefulness and 1mpact of
the CIP program is whether or not the. prograin saves liprarjes time and” money
‘in gptalag1ng In order to compare the relative cost and time requ1red to
catalog CIP versus non-CIP books,—~1ibraries were asked to provide estimates of
the cost and time required to catalog the following types of books:

¢ Books with full LC copy

o Books.with no LC copy

o Books with CIP

o Books without CIP P

The purpose of gathering data for bqpks with and without gpfcopy was to gain
insight into differences between CIP data.and full £C-copy.

Results are presented in Tables E-13 thrdﬁgh E-16. The resbonse
rate for these questions was relatively low; the majority of libraries either
left sbme or all of the quesions blank or simply noted that they do not
maintain these statistics. For this reason, specific dollar amounts that are
cited may not reflect actual costs throughout the library community,

As shown in Table E-15, the cost of cataloéing books with CIP
data ranges between $1 and $3 for the majority of libraries that responded to
this guestion, while the cost of cataloging non-CIP books ranges between $2
and $5 for most respondents. In terms of time, it appears that books with CIP
can be cataloged in about half the time required to catalog non-CIP books. As
shown in Table E-16, ﬁbst fespondents reported that it takes 15
minutes or less to cataloeg CIP books and between.16‘and 30 minutes or 1on§er
for non-CIP. ‘

. For full LC copy versus no LC copy, time and cost differences are
similar to those for CIP versus non-CIP books. Table E-13 shows that most
respondents’ estimates fell between $1 and $3 for cataloq1ng books with LC
copy and between $2 and $5 or higher for books without LC copy. And, as shown
in Table E-14, most respondents 1nd1cated_that.1t takes 15 minutes or less to

catalog with full LC copy and between 15 and 30 minutes or longer without LC
copy. . ’
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TABLE E-13 : Lo
A ESTIMATED COST OF CATALOGING
. 3 - .
. . LC vs. NO LC COPY »
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TABLE E-14

ESTIMATED TIME TO CATALOG
LC vs. NO LC copy
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’ TABLE E-15 " -
) ESTIMATED COST OF CATALOGING, .
’ GIP vs. NON-CIP BOOKS .
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TABLE E-

ESTIMATED TIME TO CATALOG ,
CIP vs. NON-CIP BOOKS
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- . The fo]]oa1ng genera] observat1ons can be made about the
11brar1es respond1ng to ‘these questions; ; -
i ‘ o With any type of LC cody, including CIP 'the -cataloging cost is

( between $1 and 33 and yne cata]ogbng t1me is 15 minutes or 1e$s

for the majority of ibraries.
e With no LC copy"lnc]ud1ng CIP, the cost is between $2 and $5 or
higher and the time.is 16 to 30 minutes or longer for most Vibraries.
o It appears to take approx1mate1y twice as long to catalog books

K ‘ " without LC or CIP copy. L e

3.

-

Regardless of the actual cost of cata]og1ng, the great maJorzty of

each type of library perceives that CIP saves them money. in cata]og1ng, as.
shown in Tab]e E-16a. , ' , ’ R

[

"i) . , Tab]e E- 16a
. Cata]og1ﬂg Users 0p1n1ons as- to Whether ~
. o FIP.nges Honey

Communlty . . - Weighted

Univ/Collegé Co]]ege “Public ‘§pecia1. School . Total

n=4472 “n=345 n=194 - n=192 n=119 n=569

. = 7 .
Ye . 76% 80 . 83 J7% - 9 - 7139 ¢
s N % ‘% _ % 7% - %0 '? s
No . 6 7 6 7 12 10

4
1Y

Not Sure. = 18 13 n 16 138 17

9. What Benefits of CIP are Most Impo}tahf°to Cata]oging Users? e

In order to learn whfch benefits. of the CIP program cata]og1ng
. users perceive to be most 1mp0rFant 11brar1es were asked to rate the
anpkguance of several potentxa] benef1ts of us1ng CIP These benefits and
cataloging users' op1n1ons as to their importance aré presented in Table
E-17. , : 0, '

.

st




Table

E-17

e Cataloging User's Opinions as to the Importance
= ) . *  of Potential Benefits of CIP
o ¢ ‘
, ‘Potential dniv/  Community Weighted
‘Benefit Callege College Public Special School Total
. n=436 = n=44 n=191 n=188 n=111 n=540
- - Elimination or VI* 52% 57% 49% 49% 41% 44%
Y% v .simplification of SI 27 18 25 22 23 23
i precatalog NI 21 25 26 29 36 33
* searching,
o n=420 =40 P L ) B 11
5 Increased use of VI = 44% ~  46% 44 38% 34% 37% -
S non-profestjonal. SI 32 26 29 28 21 24
ﬂ'; - staff .~ NI 24, 28 27 34 45 - 39 M
SO T YT TpEGds ned3 n=184 ___n=187 __ n=112 _ n=541
- = .. Improvement in 2787 —72% 45% 57% 34% 32%
S + speed”of avail-. /SI+ 15 9 19. 18 26 23 .
. ability of L{ N 19 36 26 40 35
e catalogmg . B
.. , e w033 n=4d n=185  n=181  n=110 =532
< ¥ * Allows reass1gn- Vi 29% - 25% 37% 29% 29% 30%
* T ment.of staff v sI' " 39 48 35 29 21 25
v ‘ta otpéu:«iuhes » N_I. .33 .27 s . 28 41 50 45
.‘ : '*\-} s “ v R el heTal n=189 ~ n=119 _ n=567 -
' I,mprovemané, 1n VI 56%" 63% .~ .6/% 61% 73% 70%
. h o quadity, o( ta‘ﬁa-" SI 38, . 24 . 28" 31 18 22
S @g\;ng L N6 13 5 7 8 8
.o \‘A\" 3 .. . . ~;. ‘:‘ ‘hx . A .c, "; > .
', W40 =06~ 1n=193__ n=189 - w119 =567
X -“* Increase -in stan- VI . 58% 507 . 64% 57% 67% 65% 2
. “dardization of  SI 33 > 31 30 27 28
T~ U citationst NI 8 5 13 6 7 -
co . :“:‘\ e 2 » . u. 'l\ ('*'” J
,‘ . R T - * Continued ° s
j - \‘: \k ‘o :\‘ ‘ i . ) - ‘.\ c . )
* *WR = Very, Important, §I 2 Somewhat Important,-NI ="#ot' Important
’ ' ) . ‘-Q’ ‘\l t. ) ' .
oy Py ) 7
L : N
» * J
\_’} LI #



_a copy of the published ‘book.to the L1brary of Congress as soon as possible

.
/////////. Takde E-17, continued

~

Potential | Univ/ ) Community . : Heighted
Benefit Cottege + College ‘" Public Special . School Total
n=419 n=44 n=193 n=180" n=115 n=5%46

Allows redirec- VI 26% 349 39% 29% 43% 40%
ting of funds for SI 36 36 - 29 - 28 23 25 -
other purposes NI 37 30 32 43 34 35.

n=444 n=46 n=198 n=194 ‘n=120 n=575
-Gets books to VI 80% 83% 80% 75% 86% "83%
shelves faster SI 15 15 16 23 13 15
NI. 5. 2 4 2 1 2 e

-

The benef1t of getting books to the shelves faster so that they
will be available to patrons is percelved to be very important by the great
majority (three-fourths or more) of each type of library. Improyement in the
spged of availability of +C ‘cataloging is rated as very important by
approximately three-fourths of the university/college and community co]]ege
libraries responding, white improvement in the quality of.cataloging is
;erceived to be very important by'approxi@atel] three-fourths of the school
libraries responding. Commuﬁity college, public, and special ]jBraries also
‘percejive 1mprovemen'r in the qual1ty of cataloging to be very important with
over 60% of each type expressing this op1n1on. -

A few of the libraries respondlng offered additional comments ‘
which emphasized the importance of the beneflt of 1ncreased eff1c1ency and ’
uniformity in processing books. ) ] ‘

Il
o
2

. ~Has the Speed with which Full MARC Records are Available Changed "

-

Currently, catalog cards pr1ntéd and distributed by the Library

‘S1nce the CIP Program Began? -

-

of Congress, as well as.some of the catalog1ng aids distributed. by commercial ‘
venddrs, _are produced from full MARC records. Because many libraries ) -

»purchase- and depend on these cata]oglng serv1ces for permanent catalog1ng, 1t

5"“\\4§,1nportant for CIP records to be’ updated. to full MARC as quickly-as

pos§4b]e. This updatlng procedure is dependent upon the publ1sher forwarding

5

after pub]1cat1on. ,;‘
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In order to determine whether or_not the CIP program has resulted
in the faster ;vailability of MARC records, libraries were asked to indicate
any changes. that they have noticed in the speed with which LC cards and full
MARC records in machine-readable form for CIP titles are available.

f

. Findings are presented in Table E-18.

- R

Table E-18

Gataloging Users' Opinions as to the Speed With Which LC
Cards and Full MARC Records are Available for CIP Titles

Change 1n Univ/  Community B ) Weighted -
Speed Since 1971 College College Public Special ° School Total
» n=433 | n=39 n=168 - n=183 ~ n=100 =493
LC Cards . i
Quicker 27% 44y 18% 26% 25% 25%
Slower 3 5 2 3 - ]
No Change 6 8 2 6 3 4
No Opportunity 64 - 44 78 66 72 71
to Observe v
Full MARC " TTedi2 n=34 n=160 ° n=159 n=82 __ n=420
. 5
Puicker 34% 12% 9% 14% 49 8%
Slower i 1 3 2 - -
No Change 4 - ] L] - 1 -
C
No Opportunity 61 85 90 82 ~38 91
To Observe

2 o

- .

’ Aﬁbfoximately qne-fourth of university/college, special, and
school libraries, and almost half of all community\college libraries
" responding indicatgd“that the gpeed with which LC cards are ayai]éble has
increased. With the exception of community co]legé'libraries, however, the.
majority of each type of libqary indicated that they have not had an

opportunity to observe any change.

1)
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As for the availability of full MARC records in
mgchine-readable form, approximately one-third of the university/college
libraries indicated that the speed has increased; hut the majority of all

types of libraries indicated that they have not had an opportunity to observe.
3

any change.

11. What Potential Problems in Using CIP Data Are Most Important to
Cataloging Users? '

S~ In order to identify those problems in using CIP data that are
most important to users, libraries wére asked to rate the importance of three
potential problems. The views of cataloging users are presented in Table
E-19. |

Table E-19

Cataloging Users' Opinions_as to the Importance
of Potential Problems in Cataloging

CIP Titles

Potential Univ/  Community Yleighted
Problem College College Public  Special  School Total

n=447 n=45 n=190 n=192 n=116 n=558
Some cataloging WVI* 21% 13% 13% 18% 12% 13%
elements are not SI 43 47 * 33 37 34 " 35
included in the NI 35 40 55 45 54 52
CIP data

=047 n=44 =191 =193 n=117 _ n=56?
CIP record some- VI 399 23% 20% 25% 15% 8%
times differs S 46 61 45 44 38 40 .
from final cata-- NI 15 16 > 35 31 43 4]
loging record *

‘ n=445 n=45 n=192 n=193 n=119  n=569Y
Publishers do Vi 239 33% 23% . 2449 7 27% 26%
not always print SI 38 42 39 35 43 41
CIP data in the NI 40 . 24 39 40 30 33
correct format .
- . i
rg

*V1 = Very Important, SI = Somewhat Important, NI = Not Important

W)
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Although none of these problems was rated as very important by the majority of
libraries that use CIP for cataloging, the problem of greatest concern to
\community college, public, and school libraries appears to be that publishers
do not always print CIP data in the correct format.  University/college and
special libraries considered the potential problem created by the CIP record

differing from the final cataloging record to be more important.
. : = . N

17. How do Cataloging Users Feel About the Accuracy of CIP Cataloging? W

Because CIP data is created by the Library of Congress based on
pre-publication information supplied by the publisher, it is subject to change
as a book proceeds through the final stages of publication and the cataloging
process. Listed below dre a few of the changes that might typically occur
during the publishing and cataloging process:

e The title of the book might be changed by the publisher during the

final stages of publication;, 1
Lo N T
o A book might be misclassified byiLC because of incomp]ete or 1nsuff1-

cient information about the work; ~—v

e Authors might be incorrectly identified by LC due to insufficient .
information from the publisher at the pre-publication stage, or
statements of responéibi]ity might be reworded by the publisher
during the-publishing process in such a way that the main entry is
affected;

—

e Publishers might create errors in CIP data printed in the book by
making unauthorized changes in the data, or through typographical

- errors.

P

X To deterniine whether tﬁese cﬁanges édversely affect the
usefulness of CIP, libraries were asked for their opinions of the accuracy of’
CIP cataloging. As shown in Table E-20, the majority (over 80%) of each type
of library Fg;ponding expressed the opinion that the accuracy of CIP
cataloging is satisfactory or very satisfactory. Most of the remaining
libraries were neutral on the issue with only a small percentage indicating
that the level of accuracy is unsatisfactory to them. '

’ -




E‘27 -

Table E-20

Cataloging Users' Opinions of the Accuracy of
CIP Cataloging

.Univ/  Community ‘ . weightéd

College College Public  Special School Total

.~ n=450 n=45% n=7195 n=190 n=120 n=577
Very Satisfactory 119 16% 17% 18% - 29% 25%
Satisfactory 73 67 66 69 63 65

'l ) ‘f [} —

Neutral 120 16 14 12 6 8
Unsatisfactory 4 2 2 1 ¢ 2 2
Very Unsatisfactory - \ - 2 - - -

Over 400 different libraries offered comments in response to this
question. In these comments, some libraries expressedc5n>awareness aﬁd‘
understanding of the problems created by inaccuracies and discrepancies
between the CIP record and the final MARC record, while others noted areas
of special concern. The most'frequeht]y mentioned coﬁ%énts are summarized

below:

. Inaccuracies in CIP data are rare;

e CIP data is sufficient for most cataloging tasks;

® . Although accuracy varies, our staff is trained to cope using
verification procedures;

® There are.changes between CIP data and the final MARC record;

® There is some misclassification; "
A U
¢ .LC classification numbers and subject headings do no? always meet our
needs ; .

¥

® Main entry errors are especially troublesome. Lo
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13. What Potential Improvements to-the~CIP Program Do Cataloging Users
Perceive as Most Important?

In order to identify specific ways to improve the CIP program for

L]

CIP users, "libraries were asked to rate the importance of several potential
improvements. The opinions of libraries that reported using CIP for

7
cataloging are presented in Table E-21.

b Table E-21

Cataloging Users' Opinions as to the Importance of Potential
Improvements to the CIP Program

A

Potential Univ/  Community < Weighted

Improvemeht Colleqe College  Public Special School Total
n=438 n=46 n=190Q n=188 n=115 n=553

Standardization VI* 33% 61% 45% 38% 43% 43%

of CIP data as SI 43 28 45 42 46 45

_fargatted in book NI 23 1 10 20 10 12

n=443 n=46 n=191 n=193 n=120 n=572

Completeness of 42% 43% 41% 40% - 57% 52%

entry in book 42 48 49 49 38 41 ~
a 15 9 9 11 5 7

-

n=444 n=192
Increased ac- 75% 649
curacy in CIP 24 32
data 1 4

n=190 n=112 n=544
Improvement in 55% 50% 51%
. speed of avail- ‘ 30 31 30
ability of com-'+ . 15 19 19
plete catalogjng

n=192 n=119 n=569
Availability of 81% 79% 80%
CIP for more 17 20 19 .
books ’ ’ . 2 1 1

*VI = Very Imbortdnt, SI = Somewhat Important, NI = Not Important
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o

The overwhelming majority (79% to 85%) of all types of libraries viewed the
availability of CIP for more books as very important. Increased accuracy in
CIP data was also considered to be ver& important by most libraries,
especially academic. The majority of academic libraries (over 63%) also
perceived improvement in the speed of avéilabi]ity of completed cataloging to
he very im?orFant. Other potential improvements in the CIP program such as
the standardization of CIP data as formatted in the book and the provision of
a more complete CiP entry in thg book do not seem to be as important to most

<

users. )

14. What Bibliographic Elements Would Cataloging Users Like to See Added
to or Eliminated from CIP Data Printed in the BooOKk?

The followihg bibliographic elements are not included in the cIp

data printed in the book either because they are not known before the book is
actually published or because they are apt to undergo many changes during the
publication process: 1

e Subtitle o Place and date of

Statement of Responsibility publication

)
o Edition statement ¢ Pagination and size
)

Publisher ¢ Price.

In order to determine whether the usefulness af CIP would be enhanced
through the addition or elimination of specific bibliographic elements, surv

respondents were asked if there are elements that should be added to or
///ﬁf;:?:ated from the CIP data printed in the book. The responses of lihraries
that reported using CIP for cataloging are presénted in Tables E-22 and E-23.
i r ]

> ‘ .

g
Table E-22

Cataloging Users' Opinions as to Whether Additional Bibliographitc
Elements Should be Included in the CIP Data Printed in the Book

- _ Jniv/  Community veignted
College  College Public ., Special School Total
n=410 n=43 n=178 n=173 n=103 n=502
Yes 20% - 26% - 16% 20% 14% 15%
No 80 74 84 80 86 85 _
B | ‘\ ‘ :'
~\} ) < .
" ERIC .. 70 :
ERIC 76
‘_'—¥
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A ;elatively small penceﬁtage of all types of libraries
(one-fifth or less for all types except community college) indicated that
additional bibliographic elements should be included in the CIP data printed -
jin the book. The largest percentage was community college with a little ovér .
one-fourth €26%) responding that additional elements should be included. When
asked to 1ist specific elements that should be added, many libraries indicated
that the CIP data printed in the book should be as complete as possible. The
most frequently mentioned elements for inclusion were:

o Edition statement

o Price © —= »ﬂl
e Collation (i.e., pagination and size) ’
. Coﬁplete imprint information (i.e., pub]%sher, p]aée,
-and date of publication) . .
e Subtitle ’
’ o Statement of résponsibility. t ,

Other elements mentioned less frequently were: .
o Series infoFmation*
] A]ternate_c]assif;cation'numbers*
o Authgr's dates* ’

o Notes*
{ . . .
e National Library of Medicine (NLM) subject headings and
classification numbers for medical titles*

o Uniform titles for books about music*

o Subject headings for fiction ** . e .

-
~

While most libraries felt that no additioné] elements needed.to
be included in the CIP data printed in the book, an overwhe]mjng.majority '
indicated thet no elements should be eliminated either. As shown in/Table E-23:
99% of all libraries kxpressed the opinfon that no elements should be dropped.

-

.8

* Already included in CIP dat b .
** Assigning subject head1ngs for fiction wou]d requ1re a change in LC
cata]og1ng policy. .
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0f the small percentage of 1ibraries that listed specific elements that could

be eliminated, bibliography and index notes were mentioned most often. It is

probab]e that these'elements were mentioned most frequently, however, because
- @ previous question in the survey asked specifically about these notes.

’

) Table E-23 g

) Cataloging Users' Opinions as to Whether B1b11ograph1c

. Elements Should be Eliminated from the CIP
Data Printed in the Book ¥
) ’ Univ/  Community ) Weighted
) College College Public  Special School Total
n=433 n=43 n=180 n=180 n=108 n=523
" Yes : 617 > 2% 6% 39, - 1%
No 9 98 94 97 100 99

Since bibliography and index notes are apt to change frequentﬁy
%hﬁjngjthe7publication process, libraries were asked for their views as to
'Qwﬁebher these notes should be retained in the CIP data printed in the book.
As shown in Table E-24, over half of all types of ]ibrahjeé except public ;
expréssed the feeling that they should be retained. A little under half (45%)
of “the public ]{braries responding felt that fhey should be keat.

a ¥
, .. Table E-24
R Cataloging Users' Opinions as to YWhether Bibliography and )
v Index Motes Should be Dropped from the ' ,
‘ CIP Data Printed in the Book
) Univ/  Community - ’ ) Yeighted
Colleqe College . Public Special School Totdl
n=433 n=44 n=177 n=183 =105 n=513
Drop Them 397, 485 55% 429 37% 41%
v a . . o« ¢
. Keep Thenm .. 61 52 45 . 58 63 59
' »d
O ) . 78




/ In addition to asking libraries specffica]]y about the retention
or elinination of_bibliography and index notes, libraries were also asked how
aates in the cutter number should be expressed. Dates in the cutter number
are apt to undorgo change to rcflect the actual date of publication rather
than the prOJected date of pub11cat1on. Since there are frequent changes in
dates, especially for titles due to be published towards the end of a calendar
year, libraries were asked whether they would prefer that the word “"date" be
substituted for the actual gate (e.ds, HD31.B84 datew instead of HD31.884
1980). Responses are presented in Table E-25.

. , A
T Table E-25

Cataloging Users' Preferences as to Whether the Word

“Date" Should be Substituted for the Actual Date
‘in the CIP Record

—

Univ/  Community " Weighted:
College CFollege Public  Special  School Total
n=416 n=41 n=140 n=173 n=83 n=426

CIP in Book Yes 63% 56% . 49% 4 54% 41% 46%

No 38 44 46 59 54

CIP on MARC
Tape
1 ﬁo

Over half of atll Oniversity/co]Tege, comnunity college, and
special libraries responding expressed a preference for the word "date" rather
than the actual date in CIP data printed in the book; and a little under half
of the public and school libraries responding indicated a preference for the
word "date" over the actual date.

For CIP data distributed on MARC tape, from one-third (33% for
school libraries) to a little over half (57% for university/college) of the
libraries requnding éxpressed a greference‘for the word “"date" instead of the




actual date. It appears frof these results that substitution of the word
"date" is preferred primarily by”acad!&ic libraries, but that results are less

s

conclusive foa other types of libraries,

15. What Typés of Materials Not Covered by the CIP Program Would Cataloging
Users Like to See Included? R

In order to determine whether the usefulness of the CIP program .

for catéloging would be increased by expanding the scope, libraries were asked
if there are types of materials nop'covered by the program which they would
like to see included. The responses of libraries that reported using CIP for
cataloging are presented in Table E-26.

Table E-26

Cataloging Users' Opinions as to Whether Additional
Materials Should be Included in
the CIP Program

- Ry
-

Univ/  Community Weighted
-Colleqe College Public Special School Total
n=408 n=40 ] n=169 n=165 n=105 n=501
Yes 43% 53% 27% 459 23% 28%
No 57 48 73 55 77 72

A little over half (53%) of _all community college libraries and a
little under half of all university/college and special libraries. responding
indicated that they would like to see additional types of materials-included
in the program. The majority of public and school libraries respoﬁding, on
the other hand, indicated that there are no additional types of materials that

_they would 1ike to see included. The type of material mentioned most
. frequently by each type of library was*audio-visual materials (especially
sound recordings). Government documents (particularly federal) were mentioned
next most frequently by all types of libraries excnpt school. Tab]e £-27
lists these and other types of materials that were mentioned f1ve or more

times by cataloging users. ' . .

-
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Table E-27 LN

-Types of Materials Suggested by CataLog1nqu
Users forwInclusion in the CIP Program
- . (n=591) .

- (Numbers in pareatheses refer to frequency of mention) j

Audio-visuaNmaterials (211) :
includes so recerdings (85) : .
<::;;%Qg,visual recdrdings (22) ) ‘

ernment Document's (145)
includes federal documents (46)
and state documents (27) ] »~e
Music scores (32)
Serials and annuals (28) .
Microforms (16)
All types of materials not
currently included (15) .
Foreign trade publications (14) .
Publications of institutes and
associations (14)
f Paperback books (13)
) Foreign language books (12)
Small press publications (]
University publications (10

;) . o N4

Maps (7)
Conference proceedings (6)
to. ‘Technical reports (5) . 1

Religious publications (5)

s

-Iteshould be noted that the CIP program currently 1nc]udes many %
of the materials listed above, but that coverage may not be as comprenhensive »

as some libraries would like. - o

16.  What Publishers Do Catalqg1ng Users Feel Should be Encouraged to
Participate, or to Participate More Fully, in the CIP Program?

=~ Of the 1,028 libraries that reported using,€IP for one or more
cataloging uses, approximately half suggested specific types of publishers
that should be éncouraged to participate, or to participate more fully, in the
program. Types of publishers ménpioned five or more times are listed in Table ﬁ&
E~-28. It should be noted that many of the different types of publishers

mentioned by respondents already participate in the program. The list is K
- — .‘ ,
. -~
7 f ~— » I
v ‘
» / .
r r é} ; -




¢ . ..
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- v

£-35.
’ . . »
| bt . o ..
; useful, however, for identifyinq the typeé of publishers th respondentg
would"Tike to see participate mofe fully. N ‘ {?%F// =

@

' ///’ o * Table E-28 ! i . )

.- Types of Publishers Suffyested by
' Cataloging Users for Participation .
\\ in the CIP Program
~e (n='543‘) L

T e (thbers in parentheses refer to fréquency of meation}y ’

. .

~ A1l publishers (152)
‘ Small presses (47) ,
University presses {45) * ‘ . .
, Audio-visual publishers (42) . .
‘ « includes music pubtishers (12) © A
. : : and record companies (7) )
Publishers of gbvernment
+ documents (48) , a
-Foreign publishers (26)
LN ‘ Religious publishers (23) .
. . Bpitish publishers (17) .
‘Paperback publishers (13)
) Institutes and associations (]1) -
. 1 : . Publishers of educational
. g materials (11.), .
' ' Scientific publishers (10) -
Publishers of juvenile

’ Lo materials (7) ?
7 A / Publishers of law materials (7) -
y . . Publishers of foreign language ;-
' materials (5) , .
i ) A ~ Foreign publishers wjth .
. A.S. imprints (5) ' P -

Museums and art galleries (5)
Reprint publishers (3) -

. - - g * ¥
w
. . ’ P '
. \ .

17. Qhat is the Qverall Opinion of Cataloding Users Towards the CIP Progrdm?

‘ In order to ‘assess cégalbging users' overall level offs;??sgéction
with the CIP prodram, respondents were asked to if&ress their opinion of
5 B : 1 : N . . r ,;

4

. . A
- . - * L]
,f - .- . ! g .
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.Table E-29, the'great majority (approximately 95%) of all types of libraries
That reboﬁted using CIP for cataloging expressed a favorable or very favorable

thf}program on a scale of very favorable to very unfavorable. As shown in

opinion of the program.

Tahle E-29

' Cataloging Users' Overall Opinion of
the CIP Program

Univfsf Community Wei1ghted
College College Public  Special  School . Total
n=449 n=46 . n=197 n=192 n=122 n=580

.

Very Favorable 42% 54% - 50% . 463 50% 49%
Favorable 54 © 4 45 48 44

) heutra] 4 2 | . 6

Unfavorable 2 ‘

Very Unfavorable

L) ) .
' Approximately 400 libraries offered comments that emphasize the

importaqce of the program to them or dgécribe why they find the program
useful. Over half of these libraries noted that th&y have a favorable or very
favorable 6pinipn of the program because it speeds &p cataloging and makes
bqg&s available to patrons faster. Other frequently mentioned Benefits of the
prog}am include the availability of more uniform and standardized cdataloging
and the availability of nore professional catalogers' tind through the use of
paraprofessionals or clerical staff to catalog CIP ttles. '

\ " One un1vers1ty library system explained its very favorable
QQiElﬂ? of the CIP program by offer1ng the following comment:

“The [CIP] project has p1npo1nted high priority items which are
heav1]y purchased by U.S. libraries. Libraries have been able tf
minimize the labor costs invélved in processing a large percentége of
their [acquisitions] since the project prov1des nearly, or rather
rapidly, completed catalog1ng v




. /bther comnents reiterate‘the usefulness of'the‘progrdm. Colrents such as the
- - ones summarized be]ow were mentioned 1nfrequent1y but yet prov1de additiopal
-~ insight info the benefits of using'CIP:

- - —— 4

v "o It 1s useful- *o have CIR/éq,OCLC for editings

0 The amount of . or191na] catalog1ng wou]d 1ncrease without CIP,

.0 CIP enables us to stay abreast .of neﬂ or chgnged LC subJect
headings;
o UYe are able to catalog urgent]j needed materials 1mmed1ate]y
fron CIP. ‘ ..

L

[y
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F. USAGE OF CIP DATA FOR PUBLIC SERVICES
N -
1. How is CIP Data Used in Public Services? - .

In the(public”se?vides section~of the survey, libraries were
‘asked to indicate whether—or 1ot they use CIP data for each of the follow1ng
public services uses:

\ R ! t

o Circulation or interlibrary loan
o Compilation of bibliographtes
For c1rcu1at1on, a 11brary might refer to CIP data pr1nted in
‘the ‘book in order to obtain the correct form of the main entry.for use in
search1ng circutation files. For interlibrary loan, a library m1ght refer to
the CIP data in a book to verify that the correct book is being sent in response
to an interlibrary loan request. In the compilation of bibliographies, a library
" or researcher might refer to CIP data fauqd in the book or through another source
for the bibliographic informatién needed to prepare citations in the bibliography.

Table F-l. shows the distribution of users of CIP data by type of -,

l1brany and type of public services use.
<

-

- ] S~ Table F- .
’ ' . Usage of CIP Data in'PubTic Services
;’ub%c — Univ/ Community OOLW
Services Use College College Public  Special Sch al .
. n=459 n=49 ~ n=232 n=201 n=150 n=675
Circulation g " :
, or - 15% *16% 15% - 15% 15% 15%
*Interlibrary . e Y . f’ .
Loan . . y
Comgi tation n=457 =49 - n=236 _ n=197 __n=139  n=672
of . ; :
Bibliographies 9% 8% 7% o & 9% . 19% 16% < .
“ LN P




o . .
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Only about 15% of all types of libraries reported using CIP for
circulation or 1nter11brary loan, and only about 10%, with the except1on of
school l1brar1as £19%), reported using 1t in the compilation of
bibliographies. These fiadings are not surprising cons1der1ng the fact that
CIP cataloging has not been promoted as a reference aid.

Coreents offered by 1ibMaries regard1ng CIP usage in public
services indicate that, while most: libraries appreciate the end result of the
CIP program (i.e., the faster availability of books to patrons), mény are not
aware of how CIP can be used directly in a public service 5ctivity. A few
libraries, on the other hand, reported some innovative uses of CIP in public
services. These included consulting CIP data in the book to identify relevant
subject headings for use in locating other books on the same subject and
consulting CIP data to verify the form of an autﬁor's name. Uhen asked
whether or not patrons seem tq be aware of'CIP data in books, the majority
* (89%) of libraries responded that patrons do ndt’;eem to be aware of or use

CIP data. T

2.. Would it be Acceptable to Public Serv1ces Users if CIP Data Were
Distrjbuted Only in Machine-Readable Form?

The overwhelning majority (95%) of public services users of CIP
data felt that it would not be acceptable if CIP data weee distributed only on
‘MARC'tapn Aé shown in Table F-2, school libraries indicated the greatest
need for CIP ih the book, w1th 98%<respond1ng that CIP is needed in both the
book and on tape. Academic 11brar1es are more likely than other types of
libraries t0 fine it acceptab]e for CIP to be distributed only in machine
form, althougn the great maJor1ty of community co]]ege (78%) and
. university/college libraries (80%) reported that it is necessary to distribute
CIP in the book and on tape. Reasons cited by public services users for
needing CIP in the book were the same as those given by acquj itions'end
cataloging users--lack of access to CIP in machine-readéETe‘?jrm and

convenience.

=
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‘ Table F-2
Public Services Users' Opinions!as to the Acceptability of
Distributing CIP Data Only on MARC Tape
Univ} Community Weighted
College College Public  Special School Totel
n=119 n=9 n=42 n=38 n=41] ' n=172
Yes, it would be !
* .. “acceptable for CIP S
to be distributed \\\
only on MARC tape. 20% 22% 10% 8% 2% 5%
No, it would not T e
be acceptahle for >
CIP to be distri- ‘
buted only on MARC °
tape. 80 78 90 - 92 98 95

<

3. What Benefits of CIR are Most Important to Publ%c Service Respondents?

In an effort to identify the major benefits of the CIP program
*er public seriﬂces, survey respondents were asked to assess the importance of
several potential benefits and were given the opportunity to suggest
additional ones which-had not been offered as choices.

The opinions of 1ibrar1es that reported using CIP in public

services are presenfed $n Table F-3.
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Table F-3 »

+  Opinions of Librarigs,that Use CI? in Public
Services on the Importance
. of Potential Benefits

(Weighted) (¢
Potential : Very Somewhat Not " Number of
Benefit Important Important Important Responses
Advance notice .
of title 16% 40% 44% 162
’ .
Increased Effi- ’
N ciency in inter- ) . ‘
library loan 14 . 17 69 162
Better quality - ‘
of bibliographic «
citations 38 ‘ 40 . - 23 165

Findings indicate that the most important of these benefits for
existing users of CIP in public services is the availability of quality
bibliographic citations. Thirty-eight percent of all libraries berceived this
benefit to be very important and 40% rated it as somewhat important. The

" benefit of -advance notice of title was rated as yerk important or somewhat /
important by a slight majority of libraries.r The great majority did not
consider efficiency in interlibrary loan to be important. Other benefits that

some respondents noted as being important include:

, ® Increased speed in processing books and making them
available to patrons;

o Accurate determination of main entry;

S - o Source'of immediate cataloging for reserve or high-demand
. ) titless '3
. e Use of subject headings in reference and‘book selection.
. &2
‘ ) )
A
t\ ;‘/ .
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The opinions of those libraries that do not currently use CIP in
public services are presented in Table F-3a., Although the majority of
respondents indicated that the potential benefits of CIP listed in the

Frguestionnaire were not important to them, approximately one-third of the
respondents rated tie availability of quality bibliographic citations as very~

important or somewhat important.

a
~

Table F-3a

Opin{ons of Librarfies That Do Not Use CIP
in Publ%ic Services on the Importance
of Potential Benefits

(Weighted)
—
+
Potiential Very Somewhat Not ggmber of s
Benefits Important Important ~ Important sponses £

Advance no%ice ~
of title ’ . 6% 22% 72% ) 433
Increasad effi- ! ‘ -
ciency in inter- .
library.yloan ', 2 9 89 430
Better quality of ’
bibliographic . )
citations 10 26 63 433 °

’

4. Have Public Service Respondents Noticed Any Incredse in the Speed With
Which Mew CIP Titles are Available to the Public Over New Non-CIP #itles?

To help in assessing the impact of fhp CIP program on the speed~
with which new books®are available to patrons, public service respondents were
asked for their opinions as to whether CIP titles are available faster than

\]

non-CIP ones. Their responses are presented in Table F-4.

]
et




* them as importamt and 22% as somewhat important.
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- Table F-4

Ed

Public Service Respondents' Opinions as to Whether

New CIP Titles are Available to the Public
a Faster than Non-CIP Ones

i’\

A

’ ‘ Community )

Univ/College College Public Special School

n=448 n=46 n=226 n=195 n=146

Yes 439 65% 52% 45% 459

No 14 7 12 19 12

No -Opportunity )
to Observe 44 28 36 36 43

The majority of community college—and public libraries responded that new CIP
titles are avai]ab]e to the public faster than non-CIP ones. Over 42% of the

un1vers1ty/eollege, special, and schoo] library respondents alsosexpressed this

opipion. p

5, How Important is the Inclusion of Summaries in CIP Data for Children's
Books? -

The Library of Congress cufrent]y prepar€s summaries for

»

children's books to aid librarians'as well as youhg readers in selecting boogs
of interest. Summaries arg included in the CIP data supplied to publishers,
but they.are not always included by the publisher in the CIP data printed in
the book. ' .

In order to determine how important it is for pub]ishers to
in€lude these summaries, survey respondents were asked to rate the importance
of summaries. They ‘were alsg asked to 1nd1cate how summaries are used in
their libraries. N -

As shown\in Table JF-5, the majority (65%) of the libraries that
regularly acquire children's Books view the summaries as important. School
libraries, especially, consider the summaries to be valuable, wa;?ﬁ%'ratiﬁg

)
: X
. _\/

. ' 30 o SR
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Table F-5

Opinions as to the Importance of Summaries -
in Children's Books

’ " {’
Univ/ Community . C Weighted
College College Public Schdol Special . ° Total
n=13 n=2 n=78 n=360 n=15 n=469
Important 259 50, 42% 73% 38% 654
‘ Somewhat Important 42 33 ‘ }2 22 33 25
Mot Important 20 - 15 37 23\ 6"
Ho Opinion -~ 12 17 11 2 . 5 4 ‘

.

As shown in Table F-6, the ﬁéjority of libraries that regularly

acquire children's books reported using summaries .primarily for book selection

and for reader assistance.

»

Usage of summar1es by school libraries is we]l

established, with 78% of the school ]1brany respondents indicating that the
reporting that they are used

summaries are used for reader ass1stance and 67%

«for book selection.

1

“\\ .

\

Table F-6

AN

. ‘Usage of Summaries in Children's Books

.
- on

It

9 Univ/ Community , Weighted
I Use College College Public  School  Special Total
/ n=14 n=1 n=80 n=347 n=15 n=467
- { . r e
7 Book Selection 20% 409, 43% 6.7% 38% 1%
. i ’ !

) n=14 n=| n=80 n=345 n=15 n=464
Compilation of . -
Bibliographies 1) 40 17 37 26 32 -

' =14 e N80 W TS n=464
. < -
Reader Assistance 63 . 80 57 78 . 59 74 .

?




Respondents commented that they find the summaries especially
useful in helping teachers to become familiar with new books, in preparing
book talks, in cataloging new books, and in obtaining information about the

[

content of a book.

6. What Types of Materials Not Covered by the CIP Program Would Public
Service Users Like to See Included?

When gsked if additional types of materials should be jncluded
in phe CIP program, only 8% of those libraries that use CIP in pubiic'
services responded Yes. As shown in Table F-7, slightly more (12%) of the
libraries that do not use CIP in public services felt that the inclusion of

add1t1onal tygss of nater1§ls would 1ncrease the usefulness’'of the program for
‘public¢ services. -

~ a0 Table F-7

Respondents' bpinions as to Whether or Not
Additional Types of Materials Should
be Included in the CIP Program

(Weighted)
F\\ ) .
e Libraries that use Libraries that do not
CIP in public services use CIP in public services
n=159 n=436
Yes . 8% 12% o .
N 1. ‘ %2 . 88 '

3

L1sted in Table F-8 are the types of ﬁ}ter1als suggested five or .
more times by l1brar1es that would 1ike to see the scopg of the program >
,expanded. As in the acquisitions and cataloging sections of the
questionnaire, audio-visual materials and'governmént documents were‘mentioneq

most frequently. : T .

-

‘\

\




Table F- 8 . oo S e

Types of Mater1als Suggested by public . - - - .
. Service Users for Inclusion in L. : . P
. i the CIP Program , T
. S ] (n-v80) ) ’ . - ‘ S

. (Numbers in parentheses ref%pAto frdhuency of- ment1on)

Audic-yisual materials (23)
includes sound recordings and
visual recordings <
‘ ... Government «documents (20)
- includes federal and statev

N documents : )
Serials and annuals (6)
Publicattons of institutes and -
associations (%) "
As noted in the acquisitions and cata]ogfng sections of this ~

.report, the CIP progrdm currently “includes some of the materials 11sted above,
but coverage is ﬂot Qﬁ comprehens1ve as some 11brar1es would I1ke.
) 7. What Publ1shers Do Public Service.Users Feel Should be Encourageq to ) : ._
b v Part1c1pate or to Part1c1pate More Fully, in the CIP Program? N

' ‘0f the almost 300 I1brar1es thdt reported us1ng CIP for one or
more pub11c servige uses, approximately ha]f suggested publ1shers that should
be encouraged to participate, or to participate more fully, in the ' .
program. The different types of'publishers that were suggested five or more N
times are listed in Table F-9. (

»
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. ' - Table F-9

‘ ' Types of Publishers Suggested by Public
. Service Users for Participation
in the CIP Program
(n=87) .

(Numbers in parentheses refer to-frequency of mention)

, A1l publishers (39)
' ‘ . * University presses (9) .
7‘*”’—_* . Small presses (6) ,
. ) Publishers of government /
‘. documents (5) e
Foreign publishers (5) /

'4.
) It should be noted that many of the different types of publishers
mentioned by respon&ents already participate in the program.  The list is

useful, however, for identifying the different types of publishers that
respondents would like to see part1c1pate more fully. '

8. Does CIP Save L1brar1es Money in the Area of Public Services?
. Presented in Table F-10 are libraries' opinions as to whether the

o

CIP program saves money =in public services. ,

Table F-10

Opinions of Libraries that Use CIP in Public
Services as to Whether the CIP
Program Saves Them Money

nt
Univ/  Community ) Weighted
College College  "Public Special School Total
n=117 n=6 n=45 ,  n=35 .n=41 n=171
, . Yes 28% 33% 38% 46% 49%  a6n
] No 20 - . 33 15 23 15 16
Not Sure 52 33 47 - 3 37 . 98
/
. ’
< & @

‘_ Q .
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Almost half of the special (46%) and school (49%) libearies that
reported using CIP in pﬁbiic services indicated that CIP saves them money, ~
while approx1nate]y half of the university/college (52%) and pdb11c (47%)
libraries were not sure whether CIP results. ip cost.savings. /bverall 46% of
all types of librarles perce1ved that CIP saves them roney and 38% were not
sure. Only 16% of those\that use CIP in puplic services 1ng cated that CIP
|

!

does not save them money. -

-

9, What is the Overall 0p1n1on of Pub11c ‘Service RespondentsJTowards the

CIP Program? o~
As shown in Table F-11, _the majority (90% of

fable F-11

"Opiniong of the CIP Program
Expressed by Respondents that Use-
CIP in Public Services

| .

Univ/  Community g deighted
College College . Public * Special chool Total
n=120 n=/- o n=46 n=35 .h=41 =72

2
->

:Very Favorable 449 43% 39% 51% “51% .. 50%

-Favorabfe 48 ‘ 37 39 40

Neutral - ' 11 10 10

»

Unfavorable ' ' -

Very Unfavorable

¥ -

2

Tavble F-12.pﬁésents the obinions of'thosg libraries that

currently use CIP in public services.
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a . fJ 5
]
.h’
Table F-12 .
) Opintons of the CIP Program
~ . Expressed by Respondents that Do‘Not
] Use CIP in Public Services
Univ/ = Community . .. . HWeighted
College College Public  Special School Total
* n=314 n=38 . n=164 . n=148 + n=96 n=45/
Very Favorable 20% / 42% . - 32%. 329 339 . 33%
Favorable 45 ‘42 49 3 50 48 -
Neutral . 34 16 N ° 18 30 7o, 19
’ Unfavorab¥g ) - - ] - - -
Very Unfavorable - - ‘- - - -
[ \\
P - It appears that while only a small pertentaée of libraries use )

CIP directly in public services, most libraries are aware of and appreciafe<;
the obvious public service ﬂénefiis of having books cataloged'and available to
'patrons faster, For this reason, the great majority of all 1ibrarie§ (over

* 80%)% regardless of whether or not they use CIP in- pub11c services, have a
favorable or very ‘favorable opinion of the program.

) ,
!
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G. USAGE OF CIP DATA BY LARGE LIBRARIES
' N

In addit{On to the random sample of libraries surveyed for
this study, questionnaires were also sent to a Separate group of large
libraries. This group consisted of the largest public and school 1ibraries
in the U.S., as well as libraries that are members of, the Association of
Research Libraries (AhL). The purpose of surveying this group separately
was- to gain additional fnsight into the nature and extent of use of CIP
data by libraries with large collec¢tions.

_ Findings are reported below for Reéeérgh Eibraries (ARL
members), Large Pub]iclLibraries, and Large School Library Systems.

—

>

ReSearch Libraries

R - o

T ¢ Tt

. A11 of the 93 ARL libraries responding to the surve
i . <
reported that they use CIP data. The great majority (92%) of these
libraries reportéd collections of more than 500,000 volumes and over half

(51%) reported yearly acquisy’ions of more than 25,000'U.S. monographs.
‘ '
/ b -

- 10 - ‘ .
Acquisitions/ , (’ )

3

©

The great majority of ARL respondents reporte&.using cIp

in acquisitions for pre-order searching (84%) and for the identification

and checking of gifts and automatic receipts (74%). Approximately two- (/
m,

" thirds (62%) indicated that they use CIP in the creation of the order fo

and 45% reported using it in book selection. ’
A majority of respondents reported that they: /

e occasionally order U.S. monographs prior to publication (84%);
o routinely acquire federals state, and local documents; serials

anﬁ.periodicals; microforms; and sound recordings and othér AV

maﬁeria]s;
\




ERIC

A ]

3

G-2 r

@ I3

'
-

. wauﬂd not find it acceptable for CIP data to be disgribﬁ%ed only

. on MARC tépe for acquisitions purposes (58%);

. PN
.. think*tbe inclusion of an approximate price (88%) and approximatd
pagination (64%) in the CIP MARC record would enhance its
- 1

. "

usefulness as.a selection/order tool;
4 |~

- N - ('S .
o feel that the CIP program 'saves them money*in acquisitions (70%);

I'd >

Y .

t
o hale a favorable (55%) or very favorable (33%) opinion of\Ehe

cip progrém for acquisitions.

Caia]oging

-

- - ~
“ The great majority of ARL‘nespondents indicated that they
use CIP data as the basis for permanenj cataloging -(92%). Approximately
three-fourths (73%) of the respdndeﬁts reported that they use it in
-precatalog searching. Only 15% reported using CIP for temporary cataloging.
All respondentstfelt that CIP makes catafgbﬁng easier. R
A majority of respondents reported that they: ‘ :
-o ,Qou]d find it aéceptab]e for EIP data to be distributed only on
MARC tape for‘cataloging purposes -(61%), because they have access:
.to CIP data through a bib]iographfc ut}lity or an in-house online -
system; ~ . - )
. . . ' . .
& use parapréfgssiona]s in thb cataloging of CIP titles (84%) in‘
add{tion to profess%ona] (42%) and clerical (24%) staff;

e complete the cataloging in-house if CIR data dlone is available
' . for a book when it arrivs; in the-library (77%);

¢ have made changes in their cataloging procedures as a result of
the CIP program (54%), primarily through the increased use of
paraprofessionals for cataloging CIP tit]es;
§

y

45 ‘

4

)

14




© xecord (57%);

~ ~

L ) '
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~ . ' ,
rate the following benefits of using CIP as being very important:
the faster availability of bboks on the.sheives (85%), the increased

use ‘of non-professional staff (80%), and the elimination or simpli-

A\

<

fication of precatalog searching (57%);

~

have had no opportunity to \observe any differences in the speed\
with which CIP records Xre ypdated to full MARC in the form of
LC cards (75%};

v
. . -

rate as very important the potential problem in using CIP data
that the CIP record sometimes differs from the -final cataloging

o N
7

think the accuracy of CIP is satisfactory (67%) or very satis-
factdry (8%); : \

rate as very important the following potential improvements in
the CIP program: the availability of CIP for more ‘books (82%),

increased acCutacy (79%), and improvement in the speed of
availability of complete cataloging (72%);" "

think no addi%ioha] bib]iog;aphic elements need to be included
in the CIP record (SQ%), but no bibiiographic e]gmehts should
be eliminated either (94%); |
e ~ r 3 .
think that bibliography and index notes shgu]d be retaipéd in
the CIP record (64%); « . -
would 1ike to see the word fdateb substituted for the actual
date in the cutter number in CIP data- printed in tﬁe book (67%)

and on tape (62%); -
think that additional types 6T materials should be-ﬁﬁc]uded in

the CIP program (59%), namely sound recordings and epher AV
materials; federal documents; and musical scores;

95
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¢

would 1ike to see all publishers participate in the CIP program
and incréased participation by university presses;

¢
feel that the CIP program saves them money in‘cgtaleging {85%);

have a favorable (60%) or very favorable (39%) opinion of the
program,, *

-

Public Services

-

-
The great majority of ARL respondents indicated that they
. 3 . . .
do not use CIP in public services for circulation or interlibrary loan
(88%) or in the compiling of bibliographies (90%). A majority of respondents

-

also reported that they:
. ) 2 -
) /ﬁghld.not find it acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only
.on* MARC tape for public services (52%);

’
-

do not think.fhat patrons are aware of-or use CIP data (78%);
,

have not haa an oppertunity to observe any change in the speed

with which CIP titles are QVailable to the public over non-CIP

ones (57%); ) ‘

are not sure if CIP-saves them money in public 'services (60%);

-~

have a favordble (52%) or very favorable (21%) opinion of the

CIP program because {t enables the library to make materials

available to patrons faster.

~s




Large Public Libraries |

A1l of the 30 large pub11c libraries responding to the survey
reported that they use CIP data. A maJor1ty of the respondents reported
collections of over 500, 000 volumes w1th,year1y acquisitions of over

‘ 5,000 U.S. monOgraphs. . 5

»

Acquisitions

“ Half (50%) of the large public libraries responding to the
survey reported that they use CIP in acquisitions for book selection,
46% indicated that they use it in pre-order\iearchihg, 32% in the identi-
fication and checking of gifts and automatig receﬁgts, and 43% in the
creation of the order form. .
A majority of respondents reported that they:

N e usually order U.S. monographs prior to publication (52%);
¢ routinely acquire mass market baberback reprints, originals, and
non-fiction; federal, state, and local documents; serials and
periodicals; m1croforms, ang sound record1ngs, films, and other
AV mater1als, 8

’
w

o . would not find it acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only .
on MARC tape (81%), because they do not have direct qccess_to
CIP data in machine-readable form for acquisitions;

-

- -

o do not think the inclusion of an approximate price (61%) and
‘ | approximate padgination (93%) in the CIP MARC record would enhance
its ysefutness as a selection/order too];
® have a’ favorable (56%) or very favorable (30%) opinion of the
CIP program because the availability of CIP data enables the
R 1ibrary to process and catalog books more quick]y.

v

- . )_
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Cataloging ’ ‘ .

The great majority of large public libraries responding to
the survey rEporfed that they use CIP data as the basis for permanent
cataloging (89%). - Over half (61%) reported that they use it in precatalog
searching. Only 14% iqdicated‘that CIP is used for temporary cataloging.

-An overwhelming majority (93%) felt that CIP makes cataloging easier.

A majority of respondents reported that they:

"o: would not find it acceptable for CIP data to be.distributed only
on MARC tape (57%), because they do not have direct access to
_CIP data in machine-readable form;

® use primarily professionals in the cataloging of CIP titles
(86%), although almost half of the respondents also reported
usihg paraprofessionals (46%) and clerical staffe(46%);
2 .
e complete the cataloging in-house if CIP'data alone is available

for a book when it arrives in the library (96%); .
b

a N -

e have made changes in their cata]o&ing.pﬁocedures as a result of
the CIP program (68%), such as the increased use of paraprofes-
sionals and increased speed and efficiency in catq]oging;

. ' *' m
o rate the following benefits of using CIP as being very important:
- the faster availability of books on the shelves (93%), increased
- speed of availability of LC cataloging (86%), increased use of
paraprofessionals (5%%), and increased standardizatjon of citations

((573); L : e

2y

e have had no opportun?ﬁy to observe any differenées in the.spﬁéd
,with which CIP.records are updated to full MARC (89%);

¢ rate as very important the potential problem in using CIP data
that the CIP record sometimes’differs from the final cataloging

L4 .

record (54%);‘, ,

.
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. o think the accuracy of CIP is satisfactory (68%) ' or very satisfac-
tory (7%); .
. rate as very important the following potential improvements in
the CIP program: increased accuracy (86%), the availability of
CIP for more books (82%), and improvement in the speed of
availability of complete cataloging (68%);
¢+ think no additional bibliographic elements need to be included
in the CIP data printed in the book, but no bibliographic elements
should be eliminated either (96%);
e think that bib]iogfgghy and index notes should be retained in
the CIP data printed in the book (56%);
s v
¢ would prefer to have the actual date rather than the word "date"
in the cutter number in CIP data printed in the book and on
tape (74%); , ’ .
o think that additional types of materials should be included in
the CIP program (68%), namely govérnment documents, sound record-

ings, and foreign-language materials;

e feel that the CIP program saves them money in cata]oging (85%);
(

e have a favorable (46%) or very favorable (46%) opinion of the
€IP program for cataloging. \

-

Public Services

-~

The great.majority of large public libraries responding to
the survey indicated that they do not use CIP.in public services for
circulation or interlibrary loan (82%) or in the compiling.of bibliographies
(96%). A majority of respondents also reported that they:




¥y " ‘

o Wwould not find it acceptable}for CIP data to be distributed only
on MARC tape for public services (73%); ‘ ‘

*

o .do not think that patrons are aware of or use CIP,data (86%);
N

e Havesnot had an oppogtun}ty to observe any change® in the speed

with which CIP titles are available to the public over non-CIP

ones (52%); , ‘

! -

LN ‘ ’ *
e have a favora&le (58%) ~or very favorable (25%) opinion of the

CIP program, because it enables the library to make materials
available to patrons faster.

[

Large Schd%q Library Systems *

The great majority (94%) of the 36 large school lib¥ary
systems respoqding,to the §urvey.indicated that they use CIP data.
Approximately-half (47%) reported collections of over 500,000 volumes.
A little less than one-fourth of-respondents (24%) reported yearly
‘acquisitions of more than 25,000 volumes, with the remainder acquiring

_either less than 13000 u.s. ménographs yearly or between 5,001 and .
25,000, : ) :

Acquisitions .
. Acquisitions .

[

v s ¢
¥ .

ﬁé ' ‘ . Over a third (39%) of the large sthog] library systems

: respdnding to 'the survey reported that they use CIP in acquisitions for
book selection, 26% indicated that they use it in the creation of the
order fogm, and 23% in pre-order searching and in the ideqtificaﬁion or
checking of gifts and automatic receipts. )

A majority of respondents reported that they:

! .
.

* o select their own books rather than ordering from a pre-se]ected)
list (88%); .

ERIC S . Aoy \
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‘ L)

rd

) routinely acquire mass market paperback reprints, originé]s, and
. non-fiction; federal and state documents; serials and periodicals;
. microforms; and sound recordings, films, and other AV materials;

.

. woﬁ]d not find it acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only
on MARC tape (100%), because they do not have direct access to

CIP data in.mafhine-readable form for acquisitions; p ,
® think the inclusion of an approximate price in the CIP record K
would enhance its usefulness as a selection/order tool (57%); -
e have a favorable (37%) or very favorable (57%) opinion of the.
CIP program because the availability of CIP data saves time
in processing boa&s. . : .
' Catalogin ’ . . ‘
Gataloging ' C -
Y
The great majority of large school library systems respondiqg
to the survey reported that they use CI? data as the basis for'peﬁmanent
cataloging (93%). Over half (55%) reported that they use it in precatalog
searching, and 21% reported using it for temporary cataloging. A1l respon-
.dents felt that CIP makes caia]oging easier. 3
A majority of respondents reforted that they: -
- " * A ) ‘ »
e would not find it acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only
on MARC tape (97%), because they do not have direct access to
CIP data in machine-readable form; . . )
o use mostly professionals in the cataloging of CIP titles (97%),
although some also reported using paraprofessionals (21%).and
clerical staff (43%); ' \
‘ . ™
e complete the cataloging in-house if CIP data alone is available ’
. for a book when it arrives in the library (79%); ,
105

L ' . ' ) ,
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have made changes in %hei( cataloging procedures as a res@]t of

the CIP program (64%), such as increased speed in cataloging
and less searching of other sources for cataloging data;

rate the followingsbenefits of using CIP as béing Very important:
the fasfér availability of books on the shelves (86%),ripcreased
speed of availability of LC cataloging (71%), the elimination or
simplification of precatalog searching (70%), and improved quality
of cataloging (54%); ' h

. ¢ [y
~

have not had an gpportunity to observe any differences in_ the
speed with which, LC cards (64%) and full MARC/records (77%) are
available since the CIP program began;,
think the ‘accuracy of CIP is satisfactory (79%) or very satisfactory
(17%) ; ’ ' '

{

rate as very important the fo]]owiﬁg potential improvéments in

the CIP program: the;availability°of CIP for more books (100%

a

-and increased accuracy (72%);

think no additional bibliographic elements need to beﬁ?nc]uded in
the”0IP data printed in the book (52%),'bd1 no bibliograpkic
elements should be eliminated either 3100%);

-
]

think that bibliography and index notes should be retained 1n

the CIP data printed in the book (54%); : . ,

— v 4

-

* would like to see the word "date" substituted for the actual date

.~

ii the cutter number in CIP data printed-in the book (61%);
think_that additional types of materials should be included in 9
the'CIP program (63%)--namely AV materials and government documents;

L, v
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e would-like to see-all publishers participate in the ;ﬂP program
! “and increaseq participation by publishers of government documents;

¢ feel that the CIP program saves them money in cataloging (89%);

N
e have a favorgble (24%) or very favorable (76%) opinidn of the

CIP program because it speeds up cataloging.

Public Services

The great majority of large school library systems responding
to the survey indicated that they do not use CiP in public services‘for
circulation or interlibrary loan (96%)., However, approxi@ﬁte]y one-third
(32%) indicated that CIP is used in the compilation of bibliographies.
A majority of respondents reported that they:

~

e would not find it acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only
on MARC tape for public services (96%), because they do not have

access to CIP data in machine-readable form;

. v

¢ do not think that patrons are*aware of or use CIP data (85%);
’
r

] * e

¢ have noticed an increase in the speed with which CIP titles are o
available to-their users over non-CIP ones (65%); .

« 0. regulariy acquire children's books (93%) and view the inclusion
of summdries in CIP data printed in the book as important (65%)
for use in book selection and for reader assistance;

h . v

- »
o, do not jthink that additional. types of materials need to be included

2. :
in the CIP program (65%); ~ . .
- . /
* 3
® have a favorable (38%) or very favorable (54%) opinion, of the ,
N CIP program, becausg it helps cataleging staff to make materials

» available to patrons faster.
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‘ APPENDIX 1

*

d Brieg-Degpription of the CIP-Program
b .

) , The Catalogifg in Publication (CIP) Program is a cooperative effort
between the Libreryrbf Congress and U.S. publishers for the purpose of pre-*
paring prepublication catalog records for forthcoming monographic titles.

These records (CIP dataf.époearwnot only in the published books, but also .
on-the Liorary'k MARC tapes, through which the recggds can be accessed directly
or indirectly through bibliographic utilities: and operative networks. The

records are also used to,prepare entries for The Weekly Record and other

b1b11ograph1c tools. - ]

Publishers participaiing in this program submit galleys and/or front -
matter of their forthcoming titles to the CIP Division of the Library of Congress. "
Based on this prepublication information, the Library's professional cataloging
staff creates a bibliographic record which is entered onto the MARC tapes. If -
any bibliographic element is changed dur1ng th1s prepublication per1od the
pub11sher is required to not1fy the L1brary so that the” change 'can be recorded
Upon publication, the CIP Division receives a copy of the book, and the record
is updated to reflect any unreported changes, and to complete information not

y

available at” the prepublication stage. . )

“ A1l monographic trade publications, including textbooksj pyb]ished'
in the United States and monographic .federal goverfiment pub]icatiogs are
within the scope of CIP. This includes multivolume monographs, new or revised
editions, and new impressions of titles formerly published without CIP. Trans-
lations into Spanish for the Spanish-speaking American population and compila-

"'tions of serial articles brought together in one volume as a collection are also

eligible During Fiscal Year 1981, the L1brary prepared CTP data for approxwmate]y
" 27,000 new titles which met these criteria. 0 )
The CIP program began in 1971 as a special projétt funded in part by
grants from the Council on Library Resources and the National Endowment for the
Humanities. It is now fully supporied by Library of €ongress appropriation and .
is administered by the CIP Division w1th1n the Process1ng Serv1ces Department of

..,

~

the Library of Congress.
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’ APPENDIX 2 ’
Members of the CIP Advisory Group
1979-1981
0rganizatfon Representative ’
Library of Congress Susan Vita

-/

-

American Assoc1at1on of Schoo]
' L1brar1ans

Associatton of American Publishers

¥

« Association of College and Research
"~ Libraries

Association of Research Libraries -

Book jobbers v,

Committee of Small Magazine Editors
and Publishers
Federal Library Committee .
Public Library Association
" Special Libraries Association
American Librarx Association
American Association of Un1vers1ty

Presses

, Chief Officers of State Library
i Agencies (COSLA) -

" ERIC B

Chief, Cataloging in Publication Division

Judy HcDermott
Assistant Chief

Winifred Duncan
Chicago Public Schools

Lucille Gordon, McGraw-Hill
(rep]aced by Phy111s Ball,
in 1981) -

AAP,

Nancy VYan Zant
EarTham College

Carol Mandel .
Association of Research Libraries

Peter Jacobs
Brodart )

Ernest Muro (alternate)
Baker & Taylor

E1liot Shore .
Temple Bniversity Library

“Mary Feldman

JDepartment of Transportation
i

Elizabeth Dickinson
. Stockton-San_Joaq@Gin Public Library

Marjorie Gordon
American Council of Life Insurance

George Gibbs
University of California-Los Angeles

Vacant

+ -

Vacaht
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Dear Colleague:

H-3

THE DEPUTY LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20540

The Cataloging in Publication (CIP) program of the Library of

Congress will celebrate its tenth anniversary on July 1, 1981. This

anniversary marks an important milestone in the history of cooperation
between book publishers and libraries as they work toward the m
improved access to books for our nation’s readers. After alm ten years

of supporting the CIP program, the Library of Congréss has decided to

conduct a nationwide survey to assess the impact of CIP on the library

community. ‘The Council on Library Resources and the R. R. Bowker Company
have given their support to ‘this project.
to participate in this survey, and your answers will give us a picture of’
the use of CIP in the U. S. library community.
be used in future program planning, your library’s response to the enclosed

‘questionpnaire is extremely important.

Enclosures

If you have any questions
Busan Vita at (202) 287-6372.
Susan H. Vita, Chief, Cataloging in
Congress, Washington, D. C.

Results of the survey will be shared, through appropriate media,
with libraries, book publishers, and other organizations in the public and
private sectors that have an interest in the CIP program.
the staff at the Library of Congress, gratefully acknowledge and appreciate
the time and interest of you and your staff in helping to make this program
review as beneficial as possible.

about the questionnaire, please call
your completed questionnaire to:
Publication Division, Library of

@

Sincerely yours,

P—

William J. Welsh
The ‘Acting Librarian of Congress

-

ual goal of

Your library has been selected

Because survey results will

I, along with



LIBRARY CF CCNGRESS

L4

[h]

s

" CATALOGING IN PUBLICATION

QUESTIONNAIRE
WASHINGTON, D. C.
‘ JANUARY 1981
\ .
\
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If you have any questions about this questionnaire
please call: Susan Vita, (202) 287-6372.

This questionnaire is being sent to 2500 US libraries,
representing the various 'types which constitute the American library
community. The sample was statistically selected using the R+ R — —
Bowker Co. mailing 1lists. All responses will be kept confidential.
A five digit identification code will be substituted for each library
in the analysis of the responses. Names will not be used in any

report of the results.

Although the questionnaire 1is long, it 1is designed to be
filled out by three people--one staff member representing each of

the categories of acquisitions, cataloging, and public service--so
the task is shared. Please reply, because it is important that the
responses represent the- interests of all sizes and types of libraries.
Decisions about the future of CIP may be ‘made based ‘on the findings.

. If you need more space for any answer, please attach a

separate piece of paper.

\

Unless otherwise indicated, the definition of CIP,
purpose of this questionnaire, includes all forms of CIP data, °

CIP in the book;
CIP on MARC tapes;
CIP on MARC fiche;
. CIP in publishers’ ads; .
y CIP in review llterature, e.g., Weekly Record;
CIP via jobbers’ lists.

i Materials eligible for the-CIP program include:

all mono-
graphic trade publications (including high school and college text

books) published in the United States; some monographic Federal
government publications; multivolume monographs; new or revised
' editions and new impressions of titles formerly published without

American populdtion.

schedule for times.

Susan H. Vita .

CIP Questionnaire

Cataloging in Publication Division

Library of Congress 2
" Washington, D. C. 20540 %

v "

Thank you for your help!

CIP; compilations of serial articles brought together in one volume
as a collection; translations into Spanish for the Spanish-speaking

If you wish to speak to someone about this questionnaire
durlng the ALA Midwinter Conference, Susan Vita and Judy McDermott
will be available for -consultation in the LC suite. Check the suite

Please return this questionnaire as soon as possible.
have included a self addressed, franked envelope for this purpose.
The questlonnaire is due by February 20. Send the .questionnaire 'to:
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CIP QUESTIONNAIRE

Library ID __ [1-5]
Nam; of *Chief. Respondent _ - ‘ _Q.;l L§-7]‘
Positiop
- Organization
Ph;ne

GENERAL BACKGROUND

1, Please circle the number of monographs in your library collection.
_ FEWER THAN 10,000 10,000-100, 000
100,001-500,000 MORE THAN 500,000 ‘ (8]

2. Please circle the number of US monographic titles a year that
yoeur library acquires.

FEWER THAN 1,000 . " 1,000-5,000
5,001-25,000 h MORE THAN 25,000 [9]
3. Does your library use CIP data for any purpose?
YES~~-~-Skip to Question 4.
NO-—-Answer Question 3a and return .
questionnaire to LC using the

. " enclosed self addressed, franked label. [10]

3a. [If NO] Briefly explain why not:

[11-14]

ACQUISITIONS INFORMATION

Acquisitions Respondent

PLEASE HAVE SOMEONE FROM YOUR ACQUISITIONS STAFF FILL OUT THIS
PORTION OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE.

4. Does your library predominantly order materials from a pre-
selected list issued by a central agency, e.g., school
system or central public library? (Please circle your
answer.)

NO - YES---~Skip to Question 5. (15]

4
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5. Does your libréry'routinelz acquire the following types
of materialy? (Please circle-.your answer.) .
. * ke ’ (
a. Mass market paperback reprints of classic ' )
or popular titles . <. YES NO - [16]
b.} Mass market original paperback fiction YES NO {17]
c. Mass|market paperback nonfiction YES NO (18]
d. . Vanity press publications . YES NO- (19]
e. Self-published titles YES NO (20]
f. College textbooks . " YES™ NO (23
g. High school textbooks YES NO [22]
h. Elementary school textbooks \ YES NO [23]
i. Federal documents " YES NO (24]
. jo State documents WES * NO [25]
k. Local documents - YES NO [26]
. 1. Serials € * YES NO (27]
m. Periodicals . . YES » NO (28]
_ n. Microforms * YES NO ©[29]
o. Sound tecordings , £ - YES . NO (30]
p. Films and filmstrips . , YES NO [31]
q. Other A.V. materials ~ YES NO L [32]
6. Do you use CIP data for any of thé following acquisitions
uses? (Please circle your enswer.) ’
- L
a. Book selection YES NO [33]
b. Pre-order searching i YES NO [34]
c. Identification or checking of zifts YES NO [35]

and automatic receipts
d. Creation of the order form . YES NO [36]
e. Other ‘(please specify.) ‘

[37-40]
7. Would it be acceptable to you if the CIP data appeared
only on the MARC tapes, rather than both on the tapes
and in the book? (Pléase circle your answer.)
* AN .
YES . NO (41]
7a. [Please explain why you feel this way.
- '
[42-45]
8. Do you attempt to order US monographs prior to
publication? (Please circle your answer.)
NEVER * OCCASIONALLY - *.,  USUALLY [46]
>
. 11p

T et
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9. Would the addition’of Ehe‘following enhance the CIP
MARC record as a selection/order tool for your . -
library? (Please circle your answer.)

a. Approximate price - YES ) NO, C (47]
b. Approximate pagination’ YES NO . (48]
o »
10. Does your library use CIP data for acquisitions in any . ‘
way th&t has not been identified in this questionnaire’
(Please circle your answer.)

YES . NO ' [49)

10a. [If YES] Please describe any other acqhisitions
uses of CIP data.

¢ . . ¥

11. 'Are there types of materials not covered by the CIP
program which you would 1ike to see included?
" (Please circle your answer.)

YES b NO (54]

lla. [If YES]' Please specify, iisting them in order of
importance if there is more than one type.

) C . \ 7
: [55-60] °

12, What publishers should be encouraged to participate,
or to participate more fully, in the CIP program? :

Please specify. ) . [(61-64]

" (65-6
: < : %
(69-72]

e (1-5]
02 [6-7]
13, In your opinion, does the CIP pfogram save your library

money in its acquisitions work? (Please circle your
answer.) - . ’

- . .

YES NO NOT SURE (8]

L]




\
1l4. What is your overall opinion of the CIP program?

VERY ' . VERY
FAVORABLE FAVORABLE NEUTRAL  UNFAVORABLE  UNFAVORABLE . 9]

-

l4a. Please exbplain:

’ -~
CATALOGING INFORMATION Cataloging Respondent

PLEASE HAVE SOMEONE FROM YOUR CATALOGING STAFF FILL OUT THIS PORTION

OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE.

15. If you are responding for a school library or a pﬁblic library,
do you receive your library materials already cataloged, e.g., by

* a processing center or main branch? (Please circle your answer.)

-
»

YES NO NOT APPLICABLE (12]

’

- ¢

IF YOU RESPONDED "YES" IN QUESTION 15, PLEASE SKIP TO QUESTION 43.
. . : o~

: 16. Which of the following choice of cataloging treatments comes
closest to your library’s predominant treatment for the follow-
ing categories of materials:, ,

‘ . PREDOMINANT CATALOGING TREATMENT. ,
' (Please circle your answer.)
a. Mass market paperback
reprints of classic CATALOG CATALOG DO NOT DO NOT
or popular titles FULLY PARTIALLY CATALOG ACQUIRE [13]
b. Mass market original CATALOG CATALOG DO NOT DO NOT -
paperback fiction FULLY PARTIALLY CATALOG ACQUIRE [14] J
c. Mass marked paper- CATALOG CATALOG DO NOT DO NOT
back nonfiction FULLY PARTIALLY CATALOG CATALOG [15]
~ o
d. Vanity press CATALOG CATALOG DO NOT DO NOT '
publications FULLY PARTIALLY CATALOG ACQUIRE [16] (
e. Self-published CATALOG  CATALOG DO NOT DO NOT .
titles ) FULLY PARTIALLY CATALOG ACQUIRE [17]
f. éollege textbooks CATALOG CATALOG DO NOT DO NOT 0
3 FULLY PARTIALLY CATALOG ACQUIRE [18]
: 3. High school CATALOG CATALOG DO NOT DO NOT
textbooks FULLY PARTIALLY CATALOG ACQUIRE [19]
. h. Elementary school CATALOG _ CATALOG DO NOT DO NOT ’
textbooks ‘FULLY PARTTALLY CATALOG ACQUIRE [20]

G . 118 | .
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4 i.
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ke

1.

s m.
n.

0.

‘p;

q.

17.

18.

19.

Federal do

State documents

~

Local documents,

"

S?rials
Periodical
Microforms
Sound reco
Films and

filmstrips

Other A.V.
materials

CATALOG
FULLY

cuments

CATALOG
FULLY

)

CATALOG
FULLY

- CATALOG
FULLY

s - CATALOG
FULLY

CATALOG
FULLY

rdings  CATALOG
- FULLY

" CATALOG
FULLY

CATALOG
FULLY

CATALOG
PARTTIALLY

*CATALOG
PARTIALLY

CATALOG
PARTIALLY

CATALOG

PARTIALLY

CATALOG
PARTIALLY

CATALOG
PARTIALLY

CATALOG
PARTIALLY

CATALOG
PARTIALLY

CATALOG
PARTIALLY

~

DO NOT
CATALOG

DO NOT,
CATALOG

DO NOT

CATALOG
\J

DO NOT

CATALOG

DO NOT
CATALOG

DO NOT-
CATALOG

DO NOT
CATALOG

DO NOT
CATALOG

DO NOT
CATALOG

.

I3

Please circle all of the cataloging uses of CIP data in your

Library.

PRECATALOGING SEARCHING

PERMANENT CATALOGING

TEMPORARY CATALOGING

OTHER

N

Would it be acceptable to you if the CIP data appeared only
on'the, MARC tapes, rather than both on the tapes and in the

book?

18a.

YES

.(Please circle your answers)

NO

Please explain why you feel this way.

)

Does CIP make cataloging easier for your staff?

circle yo

. L

ur answer.)

-

YES

NO

.

(Please

DO NOT
- ACQUIRE  [21]
DO NOT
. ACQUIRE  ([22] ~
DO NOT
ACQUIRE  [23]
DO NOT
AEQUIRE  [24]
DO NOT
ACQUIRE  [25]
DO NOT
ACQUIRE  [26]
DO NOT
ACQUIRE  [27]
DO NOT
ACQUIRE  [28]
DO NOT t
ACQUIRE - [29]
) [30]
(31]
(32]
[33-34]
[35]
" [36-39]
(40]




20.

21,

[

22,

23.
24,

25,

answer.)

Of the -US monographs which your library cétaloged during
. the last year, approximately what percentaoe were CIP
titles’ 4 : [41=42]

Please circle the type of library staff that routinely

' completes and/or- revises cataloging for CIP titles.

(Circle all types that apply.) R )
N . [43]
» PROFESSIONAL " PARAPROFESSIONAL . (44]
tt . ) . [45]
> '
CLERIEAL ‘ NO SPECIFIC STAFF IS ROUTINELY ASSIGNED (46]

If CIP titles are handled by more than one level of staff in
your library, what task is performed by each level and under
what circumstances?

PROFESSIONAL .
- — 5} ”~
- L [47-50] .
PARAPROFESS IONAL
S ) .
[51-54]
CLERICAL
) [55-58]

Approximately what percentage of your library’s CIP titles

are reviewed for cataloging accuracy by professional

staff? % ‘ [59-60]
. 4

A

Approximately what percentage of your library’s non-CIP
LC-based cataloging is reviewed for cataloging accuracy by
professional staff? % b [61-62]

If CIP data alone is available for a book when it arrives -
in your library do you usually: (Please circle your

a. Complete the cataloging in-house
b. Hold the unprocessed book for the completed record :
c. Use the CIP data from the book as a temporary record
‘ untily final cataloging is available.
d. Other (please specify)

' . - " [63]




28.

25a. [If you circled choice b or ¢ in Question 47} How
. long will you wait for the completed record or cards
before completing the cataloging In-house? (Please
circle your answer.) '

« ’
3

LESS THAN 2 WEEKS 2-4 WEEKS 5 WEEKS-3 MONFHS

4-6 MONTHS 7-12 MONTHS " MORE THAN 12 MOS.

4

If you process CIP books using MARC records (i.e., either
tape or fiche), when books with CIP .data arrive, for what -
percentage of them do you find a CIP record instead of a
full MARC record? . %

26a. How long must.you wait for those titles with CIP
records to*“be-changed to full MARC records? (Ple{se

circle your answer.) )
DON'T WAIT

L]

v

, LESS' THAN 2 WEEKS 2-4 WEERS S WEEKS—3 MONTHS
4-6 MONTHS 7-12 MONTHS " MORE THAN 12 MOS.

Have any changeé been made in your library’s cataloging
procedures as a result of *tfe CIP program? (Please
circle your answer.)

-

YES

27a. Please explain.

[65-66]

- ' ’
I
What is the average time and cost” per title to catalog your

1ibrary s new US monographs? " ~ i

‘ Cost Time to

(i round dollars)

LC coﬁy (including $ 2,00 [8-9]
CIP) available .
No LC copy available $_ 00 [11-12]

N

CIP books' $ .00 [14-15]

4

- Non-CIP books $ [17-18]

121

atalog (in hours)

(10]
(13]

[16]
[19]

.




29.

f.

.
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How important for your library is each of the following
‘potential benefits of CIP?

.

-

Elimination or
simplification of

. pre-cataloging

searching ™
v L.

Increased use of
non-professional
staff

Improvement in
speed of y
availability of
LC cataloging

"(cards, MARC

tapes, etc.)

lows reassign-
ment of staff
to other duties

Improvement in
quality of |
cataloging
Increase’ in
standardization
of citations

Allows
redirecting of ™
funds for other
purposes

Gets books to
shelves faster

Other (please specify and give rank)

~e

IMPORTANCE OF POTENTIAL CIP BENEFITS.
(Please circle your answer.)

VERY
IMPORTANT

VERY
IMPORTANT

VERY
IMPORTANT

’

VERY
IMPORTANT

VERY
IMPORTANT

VERY
IMPORTANT

VERY
IMPORTANT

4

VERY
IMPORTANT

L3

.

.

SOMEWHAT:-
TMPORTANT

SOMEWHAT
IMPORTANT

OMEWHAT
IMPORTANT

SOMEWHAT
DMPORTANT

SOMEWHAT
IMPORTANT

SOMEWHAT
IMPORTANT

SOMEWHAT
TMPORTANT
[\Pg
-~

SOMEWHAT
IMPORTANT

NOT
IMPORTANT

NOT

_ IMPORTANT

NOT
IMPORTANT

NOT
IMPORTANT

NOT
IMPORTANT

NOT
IMPORTANT

NOT
IMPORTANT

.

* NOT
IMPORTANT

&

(20]

[21]

(23]

(24]

(25])

{26]

[27].

Ead

[28-29]




30. Since the CIP program began in 1971, how much change have
you seen in the speed with which LC cards and full MARC
recdords for US bpoks (CIP titles only) are available?
(Pdagse circle your answer.) .

LC cards QUICKER  SLOWER NO CHANGE NO OPPORTUNITY
' TO OBSERVE (30]

.

Full MARC QUIGKER SLOWER NO CHANGE NO OPPORTUNITY RN
tapeArecords TO OBSERVE (31]

31. How‘ihportaht,is each of the following potential problems
in cataloging CIP titles at your library? (Please circle

your answer.)

a. Some catalbging -

elements are .
" not included im VERY SOMEWHAT NOT
the printed CIP '  IMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT [32)
data (e.g. edition ,
statements, author -
‘statements, imprints) ) /}
—B2 The CIP record , ,  VERY SOMEWHAT NOT
sometimes differs  IMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT - [33])

from the final
cataloging record

4

c. Publishers do not VERY SOMEWHAT NOT
always grint the  IMPORTANT  IMPORTANT  IMPORTANT [34]
CIP data in the . )
correct qumat. .

" d. Other (please specify and give rank)

N

“ , . [35-38]

-~
1 .

32. What is your opinion of the accuracy of CIP cataloging?
(Please circle your answer.) :

.
> .

- “

VERY . . ’ . VERY
SATISFACTORY SATISFACTORY NEUTRAL UNSATISFACTORY UNSATISFACTORY [39)

-
.

32a. Please explain.
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- 33. How important for your library is each of the following
potential improvements to the CIP program? (Please circle
your answer.)
a. Standardization of CIP VERY SOMEWHAT NOT
data as formated in book IMPORTANT  IMPORTANT  IMPORTANT [44]
b. Completeness of t VERY * SOMEWHAT NOT
entry in book IMPORTANT  IMPORTANT  IMPORTANT [45]
c. Incteased accuracy VERY SOMEWHAT NOT
in CIP data IMPORTANT  IMPORTANT  IMPORTANT {46)
d. Improvement in speed .
of availability of VERY -  SOMEWHAT NOT
complete cataloging IMPORTANT  IMPORTANT  IMPORTANT [47]
e. -Availability of CIP VERY SOMEWHAT NOT
for more books IMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT [48]

f. Other (please specify and give rank)

. [49-52]
34, Since there are many changes in the bibliography and index
notes, some people have suggested that they dropped from the
data printed in the book. Others feel that they should be
kept. How do_you feel? (Please circle your angwer.)
DROP THEM KEEP THEM ' (53]

35. Since there are frequent changes in dates in the cutter
number, would you prefer that the word "date'" be substi-
tuted for the actual date (e.g. HD31.B84 date, instead

of H31.B84 1980)7

(For each CIP format please circle your

answer.)
C;P in book YES NO (54]
CIP on MARC tape YES | Na‘ ' {55]
36. Are there elements t should be added to the CIP data
. ‘printed in the book?h?§>ease circle your answer.)
R YES | NO . [56]
36a. [If YES] Please specify .
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37. Are there elements that should be eliminated from the CIip
data in the book? (Please circle your answer.) ¢

a » 4
YES NO (60]

3%a. [If YES] Please-specify

v (61]

38. Does your liﬁrary use CIP data for cataloging in any way
that has not been identified in this portion of the- question~-
naire? (Please circle your answer,)
YES' NO ' (62]

38a. [If YES] Please explain \

[63-65]

39. Are there types of materials not covered by the CIP program
) which you would like to see included? (Please circle your
answer.)

YES NO (66]

.39a. [If YES] Please specify; listing them in order of
importance if there is more than one type.

~

P , - [67-72]

\\ ‘ | [1-5]

— — — — —

40. What publishers should be encouraged to participate, or to
participate more fully, in the CIP program? -

. Please specify ‘ \\ (8-11]
: R .o R (12-15]
¢ L : ’ / [16-19]
t

41. 1In your opinion, does the CIP program save your library money ‘
) in its cataloging procedures? (Please circle your answer.)

. > YES - NO NOT SURE (20}~

r

" 42. What is your overall opinion of the CIP program? (Please
circle your answer.)

VERY i VERY
FAVORABLE  FAVORABLE  NEUTRAL  UNFAVORABLE UNFAVORABLE [21]

>

42a. Please explain:

) -r
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PUBLYC SERVICE Piblic Service Respondent
) . «
PEEKQE HAVE SOMngE FROM YOUR PUBLIC SERVICE STAFF COMPLETE THIS
PORTION OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE. - .
. /
43, 1Is CIP data used in your library for circulation or inter-
library loan? (Please circle your answer.)
YES \\ N NO (24)
44, Does your library use CIP data to compile bibliographies? s
(Please -eirete—youranswers)—
) YES NO [25]
45, Have ypy had any indication that your patrons are aware of
the CIP data printéd in the book, or that they use it in
any way? (Please circle your answer.) .
YES i NO [26]
45a. [If YES] Please explain
z . [27-30]
s Fl — > . -
46. Would it be acceptable to you if the Crghdata appeared only
on the MARC tapes, rather than on the tapes and in the
book? (Please circle your answer.)
YES NO (31]
AN 46a. Please explain your response. :
. 2
' ) - ' [32-33]
47. How important is each of the following benefits of CIP to”
your library’s pdblic services? (Please circle your answer.)
, ’
a. Advanced notice VERY SOHMEWHAT NOT
of title IMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT (34]
b. Increased
efficiency in VERY SOMEWHAT NOT
interlibrary loan IMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT (35]
c. Better quality of g’ ) '
bibliographic VERY SOMEWHAT NOT
citations- TMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT [36]

d. Other (Please specify énd give rank)
: . [37-41]

Q '.liff}
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Is there any increase within your library in the speed with

" ERIC

48,
which'new CIP titles are available to the public over new
non—-CIP titles? (Please circle your answer.) .
g YES NO " NO OPPORTUNITY TO OBSERVE [42]
49, es your library regularly écquire children”s books?
* (Please circle your answer.) }
YES NO----Skip to Question 52.. (43]
) 50. Weight the importance to your library of summaries in *
children S bQQKSJﬂﬁLEleasevcitcle.youreanswerw)_q_e,ﬂ L o
IMPORTANT SOMEWHAT IMPORTANT
NOT IMPORTANT E NO OPINION [44]
, 51. How are children’s summaries used in your library? (Please
circle as many answers as apply.)
a. For selection ; ' Cr (45]
b. For bibliographies o _ (46]
) €. For reader assistance . (47]
» d. Not at all (48]
“ e, Other (please specify)
, [49-50]
52. Does your library use CIP data for public services in -any
way that has not been identified in this section of the
questionnaire? (Please circle your answer.). -
. YES NO™ e ‘ [51]
52a. [If YES] Please explain
® ~
. ) ’ [52-53]
53. Are there types of materials not covered by the CIP program
which you would like to see included? (Please circle your
. ' answer.) .
YES NO L C[54)
53a. [If YES] Please specify, llsbing them in order o6f
importance 1f there is more than one type.
) [55-58]
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54, What publishers should be encouraged to participéte, or to
participate more fully in the CIP program?

Please specify

o,

U

55. In your opinion, does the CIP program save your library
money in the area of public services? (Please circle your
answer.)

YES NO ' NOT SURE

' 56. ' Wnat is your overall opinion of the CIP program’ (Please
circle your answer.)

i

VERY . VERY

[59-62]
[63-66]

> FAVORABLE FAVORABLE . NEUTRAL UNFAVORABLE UNFAVORABLE [68]

56a. Please explain

[69-70]

THANK. YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR ASSISTANCE ON THIS QUESTION-
NAIRE. If YOU HAVE ANY,6QUESTIONS ABOUT THIS QUESTIONNAIRE
PLEASE CALL: . F

Susan H. Vita, (202) 287~-6372.

PLEASE RETURN THIS QUESTIONNAIRE TO:

Susan H, Vita

{CIP Questionnaire)

Library of Congress

Cataloging in Publication Division
Washington, D. C. 20540

GPO go0-788

¢

{71-72]

B
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