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ACCOMPLISHMENTS AND EVALUATION 
Please respond to the following as appropriate: 
- Describe what was achieved during the time period of the grant.
- What aspects were completed as proposed?  If your study could not be completed as 
proposed, explain how your plans were altered.
- Did the project accomplish what it intended?  Did it make a difference?
- Include any relevant quantitative data, if applicable (e.g. How many individuals have 
benefited from this project and in what way?  You may include various output measures such 
as circulation/reference transactions, program attendance, survey responses, etc.).
- Include any anecdotes, if applicable.
- What would you do differently next time, if anything?

Is your project completed?

Yes
No

If No, what is needed to complete the project?  More time, funds?



FINANCIAL STATEMENT 
Please explain how the funds received were spent.  Attach your original budget and indicate 
how well your estimates matched with actual expenditures.  Receipts are not necessary.

SHARING YOUR PRODUCT/RESULTS 
What are your plans for disseminating the results of your work?  If it will be a webpage or product, 
or published article or book, when will it be available to the public?  Include citations/URLs if known.  
Remember that all final products must acknowledge receipt of funds from LAUC.


	fc-int01-generateAppearances: 
	SHARING_YOUR_PR_Z4kjRgLh*Gs8IW2y7bIujQ: I am currently working on an article that presents the analysis for a wider audience. I plan to submit it for a publication in a peer-reviewed journal. 
	FINANCIAL_STATE_ppcimfebAmdoAxnAQ3hu1g: Funds were spent on a student assistant's help with data entry and cleanup. 
	If_No__what_is__-guqrfFP1GCuNA3wDbdPcg: The project could be improved with additional non-English language collection data which I intend to do. 
	Is_your_project_ci5HVIH0gJlt0rJ*fDODlw: No
	ACCOMPLISHMENTS_ZzSqOjbs2xKbInoO75jyeQ: Data collection and analysis has been completed. Preliminary results have been presented at UC Libraries Forum 2021. Several attendees expressed that they enjoyed the presentaton and found the study interesting. Whether the proect would make any differences remains to be seen as across varios UC campuses and collaborative collection development. 
	Original_Abstra_M0VjXAr83Ym4*JYKw0HZZQ: Assessment of monographic resources is a critical prerequisite for the development of user centric and sustainable monograph collections in academic libraries. A novel way of a holistic assessment is to examine the relationship between acquisitions methods and its impact on monograph usage, which this research intends to investigate in a comparative style. It is designed to include cataloging, acquisitions, and usage data at UCB  and UCLA Libraries for print monographs acquired between 2009-2019 fiscal years. The dataset includes various acquisitions methods, bibliographic data, and multiple categories of usage statistics of monograph collections that allow us to assess various acquisitions methods - blanket, approval, firm, demand-driven acquisitions-DDA – which helps determining user-centricity of various acquisitions for print monographs at both libraries. 

      Both English and non-English monographic collections have been built through various acquisitions methods. There is an interesting variance across both libraries’ methods of collection development that make the comparative study more intriguing. For instance, international and area studies collections at both libraries have been built through major approval plans and, to a lesser extent, firm orders. While approval plans and other acquisitions methods have been used for UCLA, UC Berkeley library has solely relied on firm ordering of English monographs during the same period. This research intends to contribute to the filling of the gap in the assessment literature of monographic collections in academic libraries. In addition to its comparative approach to the two largest collections of UC system libraries, it outlines assessment techniques that can be replicated in academic and large research library settings. Lastly, its original contribution is the analysis of acquisitions methods and their implications for the usage of monographic resources in research library settings.   
	TITLE_OF_PROJEC_9eHeKPp1LvHlLXaVNIZBKA: Assessing Usage and Acquisitions Methods of Print Mono Collections: UCB&UCLA
	E_Mail_and_Tele_CZ-V5FRtHrP-lG3Df2gUBA: ocelik@berkeley.edu
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