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Presentation 
Outline

• How we prioritize processing at 
UNC
• Implementing another institution's 

rubric
• Benefits
• Challenges
• Potential changes



Context: 
Giant 
Backlog

Collections management 
fiasco

Necessary to review every 
collection

Decided to score each 
collection during the project



Univ. of California Value Score Rubric, 2017

Source: 
https://libraries.universityofcalifornia.edu/groups/files/hosc/docs/_Efficient_Archival_Processing_Guidelines_v3-1.pdf



Testing and 
Implementation

• Testing: useful for ensuring categories were appropriate 
and understood

• Value score assigned during minimal DACS project
• Added to ASpace Resource record



Benefits of Value 
Score

• Able to start processing more 
important collections immediately
• Useful set of data

List of collections processed, with value score



Challenges

• Important collections have low 
scores
• Example: UNC Counseling Center 

records = 6
• Categories not as useful



Potential Future Changes

Current Categories
1. User Interest
2. Quality of Documentation
3. Institutional Value
4. Object Value

New Categories:
• DEI-focused
• Demonstrated use or Used by 

Staff
• Restrictions/barriers to use 

(from new UC rubric)

New UC Rubric (p.35): https://escholarship.org/uc/item/4b81g01z#page=35

What categories would you use?

https://escholarship.org/uc/item/4b81g01z


Changing 
the 
Categories

• Time consuming project
• How should we change the scores?
• Would we need to change all the 

scores? Or only those we touch?
• New accretions
• Used in reference

• Two different criteria an issue?
•What do you think?



Thank you!
Email me: laura.ugleanjackson@unco.edu


