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Minutes of the MOBIUS Cataloging Committee
Meeting June 3, 2026, 10-11 am via Zoom

Members Present
· Rachel Utrecht, William Woods University; Committee Chair
· Vivian Gould, MOBIUS Consortium Office; MCO Liaison
· Anita Able, Kansas City Kansas Community College
· Shellie Austin, Southwest Baptist University
· Kirsten Gross, Missouri University of Science & Technology
· Phyllis Holzenberg, Drury University
· Joette Klein, Jefferson College
· Peter Neely, Columbia College
· Richard PItaniello, Truman State University
· Kathy Renner, Westminster College

Members Absent
· Jill Mahoney, William Woods University; Board Liaison
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Julianne Newbury, Rockhurst University; Committee Vice-Chair
· Sienna Madrid, Kansas City Art Institute
· Julie Portman, Saint Louis University
· Donna Bacon, Ex-Officio, MOBIUS

Meeting Minutes

1. Call to order
Meeting was called to order at 10:01 am

2. Roll call

3. Adoption of the agenda
a. The agenda adopted without changes

4. Approval of the minutes
a. No minutes to approve
b. No changes submitted for any previous minutes

5. Information Items
a. The MOBIUS Conference is next week, Monday-Wednesday at the Broadway Hotel in Columbia. The schedule is online. There will be lunch tables for each of the committees. There is nothing formal in place, but committee members are invited to set together and network. New committee members will have to opportunity to participate in onboarding.

6. Old Business
a. Globally” protected fields & guidelines for overlaying shared MARC records (Vivian) 
i. Tabled for testing (Vivian)
b. Peer Mentor survey responses (Rachel) 
i. Rachel just checked and there is nothing new.

7. New Business
a. Annual committee report draft (Rachel)
i. Rachel has created a draft of the Annual Report for FY25-26
ii. (This meeting is the final meeting for those aging off the committee after this fiscal year.)
iii. The Committee reviewed Rachel’s draft and approved the document without changes.
b. Develop guidance for OpenRS suppression of e-resources (Vivian)
i. The request came from Stephanie at Truman, in the context that they attach items of multiple formats , including e-resources.
ii. There is an existing document, but it is very bare-bones and needs to be fleshed out.
iii. The Committee discussed various ways of suppressing Instance records.
1. If a library’s tenant is set (Settings > OAI-PMH) not to contribute non-MARC records to OpenRS, then non-MARC records are contributed to OpenRS (or EDS).
2. Instance records, whether or not they are backed by MARC, can be suppressed, using the “Suppress from discovery” check box, which suppresses the records in all discovery platforms (Locate, EDS, OpenRS).
3. Instance records that are backed by a MARC record may be suppressed in OpenRS only by adding a MARC 998 field with subfield t value ‘1’.
iv. The caveat to Instance suppression is that Shared Instance records cannot be suppressed if another library has attached holdings (determining by looking at the Consortial Holdings accordion). Local Instance records may be suppressed at will, since, by definition, no other library has holdings attached.
v. One outstanding question needing to be addressed is what to do about Instance records with attached Items in multiple formats.
1. Vivian suggested that the answer might be that if a library wants to ensure that e-resource records are suppressed and non-e-resource records are not suppressed, then the library should use separate Instance records for separate formats. However, the process of untangling Instance records that already have attached Items for different formats might be a lengthy process and not one that is desired by a library that wants a single Instance record for all formats. Options for such a theoretical library would be:
a. Suppress e-resources at the Item or Holdings level, which would also suppress them in the local Locate catalog;
b. Add the MARC 998, but only to Local MARC records;
2. If the library has an e-resource specific Location, then there is the option to not define e-Resource Locations in OpenRS, which would suppress them from the RTAC display in OpenRS, but would not suppress the bib, potentially creating an empty Instance in OpenRS.
vi. Another outstanding question is whether materials that can only be utilized in the individual library (i.e., Library Use Only) should be contributed to OpenRS.
1. Under the previous system (INN-Reach), the guiding philosophy was that the purpose of the union catalog was in letting people know what the member libraries held, even if they couldn’t access them from the union catalog (site specific e-resources, non-requestable items, etc.).
2. DCB (the product underlying the OpenRS catalog) was designed to be a circulation tool.
3. Further discussion tabled for time.

8. Meeting Adjourned at 10:51 am 
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