
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
October 27, 2005 
 
 
 
Judith C. Russell 
Managing Director, Information Dissemination (Superintendent of Documents) 
U.S. Government Printing Office 
732 N. Capitol Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20401 
 
Dear Ms. Russell: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on ideas put forth in the GPO white papers on Depository 
Selection Mechanisms for both tangible and online publications as presented on the GPO web site: 
http://www.access.gpo.gov/su_docs/fdlp/selection/index.html. The Government Documents Round 
Table’s Federal Documents Task Force (FDTF) has reviewed the documents, and provides the following 
comments. 
 
GODORT is pleased that flexibility and the needs of depository libraries were key considerations in the 
development of the proposed models of selection. We believe that it is essential that any selection 
mechanism provide each individual depository library the ability to exercise choices that best meet the 
needs of their local community and level of staff support. GPO’s departure from “one size fits all” thinking 
should encourage libraries to participate in the depository program and address public needs. Monitoring 
library use of Priority Three Item lists and requests for publications would help establish budgetary needs. 
Flexibility would also be encouraged if the update cycle were conducted semiannually instead of annually. 
 
The concept underlying Priority Two item review and selection of tangible publications may be unfamiliar 
to those documents librarians who have not worked with library approval plans. Therefore, education 
about this priority may be needed. With notifications for commercial plans, ordering libraries often have 
months if not years to order the corresponding books. Due to concerns with storage costs, this would 
presumably not be the case with the GPO and FDLP libraries. A period of at least 90 days for such review 
is recommended so the task does not become too much of a burden, and reviews could be on a periodic 
(e.g., quarterly) schedule if necessary. Making it clear to all before distribution as to which titles will be 
available online will result in more informed decision making and may result in fewer items being selected 
for tangible distribution. 
 
The claims period for Priority One items in the depository’s profile and Priority Two items requested but 
not received could be made shorter, such as 30 days, but this would need to be announced as a change 
from the current 60-day claiming period.  It is desirable to have claim periods be a consistent length 
throughout the depository system. The period for review of materials should also be consistent across the 
system.  This will minimize the complexity of a tiered system.  
 
GODORT members are pleased that high-profile titles for distribution to all depository libraries in tangible 
format are recognized as a separate category. There is no question that some titles, such as The 9/11 
Commission report: final report of the National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United States, 
should be widely distributed, but not all libraries necessarily want a copy of The Pentagon--before and 
after September 11, 2001: historic preservation and force protection of a national historic landmark 
poster. We hope that future iterations of this proposal will more precisely define the publications that 



would be made available in this category and allow those with low information content to be selected as 
Priority Two items. 
 
The proposed system of selection for online publications seems efficient and effective, but raises some 
questions. Is it possible and desirable to have the notification service of both tangible and online 
publications integrated? This would enable libraries to select tangible formats critical to their services 
while secure in the knowledge of which less critical titles are also available in the online formats.  
 
Also, the question of providing “locate libraries” information was only raised in the context of online titles. 
While most titles currently being cataloged by GPO are online, those distributed in tangible formats only 
(which are not available online) may be difficult to locate and require this function even more. Item 
number based “locate libraries” functionality may be an issue as an increasing percentage of titles have 
generic online item numbers or canceled tangible product item numbers. Alternatives which might be 
explored for locating libraries include use of historical item profiles when no current item is found (using 
an item selection profile file that is nearly five years old) or using Ex Libris MetaLib® searching to allow 
users to search depository library catalogs to locate copies which may be available to them. 
 
The GPO team should be commended for the proposal regarding the selection of online Priority One titles 
as it is simple, yet logical. Issuing agency is often enough of an indicator of selection desirability for a 
library. A phased implementation approach that allows for adjustments is appealing.    
 
Overall, GODORT believes that moving forward with revamping depository selection for both print and 
electronic publications is an important step in the transition to an electronic depository system begun 
several years ago. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this initiative. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Arlene Weible 
 
Chair, Government Documents Round Table 
University of North Texas Libraries 
PO BOX 305190 
Denton, TX 76203-5190 
Phone: 940-565-4150 
Email: aweible@library.unt.edu 
 


