
LAUC GRANTS PROGRAM 
END OF FUNDING REPORT FORM

NOTE: Information included in this report may be reprinted or posted on the LAUC website for 
dissemination to UCOP, other UC Libraries, and future potential LAUC grant applicants.

Primary Applicant Co-Applicant(s)

Campus of Primary Applicant

E-Mail and Telephone of Primary Applicant

TITLE OF PROJECT

Award Amount

Original Abstract as Submitted



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? In what way? This may include various output measures such as circulation, 
reference transactions, program attendance, survey responses, etc. as appropriate.) 
-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 web page or 
product, or published article or book, when will it be available to the public?  Include citations/
URLs if known.


	fc-int01-generateAppearances: 
	SHARING_YOUR_PR_Z4kjRgLh*Gs8IW2y7bIujQ: The presentation itself was a plan for disseminating the results of this work, which is publicly available on GitHub (https://github.com/uc-borndigital-ckg/uc-guidelines) and on EScholarship (https://escholarship.org/uc/item/9cg222jc).We also intend to continue presenting on the guidelines themselves, and leading workshops on their use to describe born-digital archival materials. 
	FINANCIAL_STATE_ppcimfebAmdoAxnAQ3hu1g: Original Budget:● Registration: $200.00● Travel (Mileage): $217.60 (100% will be reimbursed by SCA for teaching workshop)● Lodging: $700.00 ($175.00 will be reimbursed by SCA for teaching workshop)● Meals and incidentals: $75.00All costs were estimated accurately -- the only potential overrun was for food, which is much more expensive when you can only purchase it from one fancy hotel which is far from anything else. 
	If_No__what_is__-guqrfFP1GCuNA3wDbdPcg: 
	Is_your_project_ci5HVIH0gJlt0rJ*fDODlw: Yes
	ACCOMPLISHMENTS_ZzSqOjbs2xKbInoO75jyeQ: Because this proposal was for a conference presentation, the work has been completed with the successful presentation of the project. The presentation did accomplish what was intended, and we know that several institutions which were not previously aware of the guidelines are now considering them for implementation. Additionally, since a colleague and I gave a workshop which incorporated the guidelines, we received structured feedback as a part of this process, which included a small amount of feedback on the guidelines themselves. We are still in the process of distilling exactly what can be taken away from this feedback and incorporated into this larger work, but generally we know that the audience and workshop participants found both our session and the guidelines themselves to be helpful and accessible. 
	Original_Abstra_M0VjXAr83Ym4*JYKw0HZZQ: I, along with several other co-presenters, have been accepted to present on our work drafting a UC-wide guidelines document to attempt to standardize archival description of born-digital resources across the UC system. The Guidelines we will be presenting attempt to fill a gap in existing standards about how born-digital archival collections materials should be described in an archival context (specifically, in a finding aid). As part of this undertaking, our project team examined existing archival finding aids which described born-digital collections materials, and found that they varied wildly. We then cross referenced the existing guidelines for archival description – specifically Describing Archives, a Content Standard (DACS) and the General International Standard Archival Description (ISAD[G]) – and found that these did not provide sufficiently specific guidance for accurately describing born-digital materials. Realizing that this guidance was needed we drafted a set of guidelines to uniformalize this descriptive process across UC campuses. This presentation will be a report on the work drafting these guidelines and will disseminate the news of this newly-available resource to the digital archives community of California. 
	Award_Amount_-uymmrv7liVPOPBezozSHg: $600.00
	TITLE_OF_PROJEC_9eHeKPp1LvHlLXaVNIZBKA: presentation grant for Annual General Meeting of Society of California Archivists, 2018
	E_Mail_and_Tele_CZ-V5FRtHrP-lG3Df2gUBA: charles.macquarie@ucsf.edu, 775-303-2547
	Campus_of_Prima_q47edGWel*AJ-yOq1n7wGg: UC, San Francisco
	Co_Applicant_s__8MeLF7Q*EHBY1PeOD1Agfw: 
	Primary_Applica_7C3MWMqP4CHPuND-YpvyTw: Charles Macquarie


