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Foreword 
The 2007 Florida Community College Collection Assessment is based on community college 
library monographic holdings in LINCC, and updates similar studies conducted in 1998 and 
2002. The primary focus of all studies has been age of collection, expanded in 2007 to include 
circulation data. 
 
Study Methodology 
CCLA extracted monographic bibliographic and holdings data of all 28 community colleges from 
LINCC during March and April 2007. The extraction did not include bibliographic records for 
eBooks primarily because of issues with ownership attribution in the absence of an item record. 
The study analyzed monographic bibliographic records from the LINCC collective resources 
base within defined subject categories, counting each title only once. Circulation data for 
FY2006 (July 2005 to June 2006) was also examined. 
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Florida Community College Collection Assessment 
 

Executive Summary 
 
The 2007 Florida Community College Collection Assessment was conducted to provide another 
interval of longitudinal data on the community college collections in Florida and see what 
changes had taken place in the profiles of the monographic resources in the LINCC collective 
resources database and the individual college library/LRC’s since the baseline study in 1998 
and the second interval in the 2002 study.  The major findings from the comparative data in the 
2007 report are— 
 

• The total number of usable monographic bibliographic records extracted from the LINCC 
database is 1,008,212, a 13.3% increase over the number of bibliographic records in the 
2002 study. While the number of bibliographic records in LINCC has increased, many of the 
colleges have seen a decrease in number of records due to the withdrawal of older 
materials. There has been a swing from increasing size of monograph collections to a 
decrease in the overall number of titles for the two largest peer groups. The small group, 
Peer Group Three, had only a slight increase. 

• The profile of the LINCC collective resources base has changed in the ten years since the 
data were extracted for the first assessment project in 1998. The distribution of titles across 
the time span covered by the 2007 study shows a much more appropriate distribution of 
records than in the first study in 1998. 

• The median age of the community college collections has improved to more acceptable 
levels since the first study in 1998, especially in the scientific, health sciences, and technical 
fields that are dependent upon the latest information and research findings. Even though the 
median age for the LINCC resources base has remained at 22 years for 2002 and 2007, the 
“year reached 50%” has moved forward five years (1980-1985) in the 2007 study. 

• Differences can be seen in individual college collections over the time span of the three 
studies. Some colleges have made more progress than others in reducing the 
preponderance of outdated materials found in the 1998 study. The percentage of materials 
older than 1970 has decreased considerably in many of the college collections.  

• The prevalent circulation pattern is a decrease in the percentage of total circulation in older 
materials and an increase in the percentage of total for more current materials, making the 
circulation in recently published materials heavy compared to the percentage of collection in 
the most current decade in the study. 

 
From these findings, the claim can be made that the first two LINCC reports have influenced 
changes in collection management among the twenty-eight community colleges. The impact of 
the first two collection assessment projects is now visible in the data for individual college 
collections. Librarians and staff have used the two reports to guide them in intensive collection 
management projects. The community college collections have improved in collection profiles 
and currency of resources. The 2007 report provides another interval of data analysis to allow 
college staff to assess progress, continue to manage for the present, and to plan for the future.  
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LINCC Collection Assessment Report 
 
 
Introduction 
In 1998, the College Center for Library Automation sponsored an extensive analysis of the 
library/LRC monographic collections of the twenty-eight community colleges in Florida (CCLA 
1998; Perrault, et al 1999).  The data analysis from this first assessment project was repeated in 
2002 with comparative analysis of the two assessment projects. The history of the first two 
projects is given in more detail in the 2002 report, Community College Collection Assessment: 
the Florida Experience (CCLA, 2002) and in an article in Community and Junior College 
Libraries (Perrault & Dixon, 2007).  The project reported here is the third in the series of 
collection assessment projects for the twenty-eight community colleges in Florida. The data 
analysis in this report compares the results from the three intervals-- 1998, 2002, and 2007. The 
three projects form a longitudinal study of the monographic collections of the Florida community 
colleges. 
 
This report follows the format of the two previous assessment projects and adds the 2007 
interval onto the comparisons from those reports. First, the data are analyzed as a collective 
resources base by using the total number of unduplicated monographic bibliographic records 
with usable call numbers extracted from the LINCC database. These records are analyzed for a 
LINCC report.  In addition, each college’s collection is separately analyzed for an individual 
college report. From the separate college analyses, an aggregated collection is constructed for 
each of the three community college tier groups.  Each college’s collection is compared with its 
peer group aggregated collection. From these analyses, changes and trends in the development 
of the collections over time can be seen.  
 
In all three of the assessment projects, data are organized by subject and publication year. The 
profile of monographic titles in the LINCC database was constructed by placing each record in a 
table within one of five broad subject divisions and 47 individual subject categories. Within the 
subject divisions, records were also placed by publication date in one of nine time periods from 
pre-1970 through an incomplete interval of 2005-2009 for the present study. Records for e-
books are not included in the study. Records without a date of publication could not be included 
in the study. The number of records with no publication date is usually less than 5 percent of the 
total number of records. 
 
The main analyzes included in the reports are:  

• Age of collections comparing median age data from the three intervals 

• Broad subject divisions as a percentage of total records 

• Percentage share of total by time periods  

• Circulation as compared with percentages of collection by time period 

 
In the LINCC report, the collective monographic resources in the LINCC database are analyzed 
first. The three peer groups are then analyzed separately, followed by comparisons within peer 
groups for percentage share of total and median age. 
 
Tables supporting or illustrating associated report content are identified with Arabic numbers 
(e.g., Table 1, Table 2, etc.). There are six master tables, identified with Roman numerals, 
which accompany this report. Those tables are described in the next section, “LINCC Analysis”. 
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LINCC Analysis 
In the 2007 study, the total number of usable monographic bibliographic records extracted from 
the LINCC database is 1,008,212, a 13.3% increase over the number of bibliographic records in 
the 2002 study. 
 
There are six master tables, identified with Roman numerals, accompanying this report. Table I 
provides the data by subject and time periods defined for the study. This table shows 
percentages of total by subject area and the “year reached 50%” for the median age 
calculations.  Table II shows the colleges with FTE enrollment, tier group, number of 
monographic titles, ranking by number of monographic titles, and ranking by number of titles per 
FTE.  Table III shows the percentage changes in the individual college collections between the 
2002 and 2007 studies. Tables IV, V, VI display median age rankings for the peer groups.  
Figure 1 displays a comparison of percentage share of total for the three studies according to 
the time periods of the studies. Figure 2 includes a recommended profile for the LINCC 
collective resources base through 2014. 
 
The first analysis of the LINCC collective resources base is for median age. 
 
 
Median Age 
In this report the median ages are compared for the 1998, 2002, and 2007 studies. Table I 
accompanying this report provides the data by subject and time periods defined for the study 
with the “year reached 50%” for median age. Both the 2002 study, and subsequently the 2007 
study, contain an additional time period to the previous study; that fact alone makes the median 
ages different from the 1998 study because more years of acquisitions have been added. The 
data are divided into nine time periods of five-years each beginning with pre-1970. All 
publications before 1970 are placed in the pre-1970 time frame. The median age calculation 
uses 1970 as a base year. All pre-1970 titles are counted as 1970 because individual title ages 
prior to that date are not differentiated in the study data. Thus, the true median ages would be 
much older if publication years prior to 1970 were to be factored in. 
 
 

Table 1 
 LINCC Monographic Bibliographic Records by Median Age 

 

Subject 
1998 Year 
reached 

50% 

1998 
Median 
Age in 
Years 

2002 Year 
reached 

50% 

2002 
Median 
Age in 
years 

2007 Year 
reached 

50% 

2007 
Median 
Age in 
Years 

Humanities 1971 26 1976 26 1981 26 
Social 
Sciences 1975 23 1980 22 1986 21 

Sciences 1978 19 1984 17 1993 14 
Technology 1976 21 1980 21 1985 22 
LINCC 
average 1974 24 1980 22 1985 22 

 
 
The median ages for the LINCC collective resources base have moved forward as two more 
time periods have been added since the first study, and yet, the median ages remain, for the 
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most part, very similar across all three studies. The median age patterns do vary by broad 
subject area. Table 1 above shows the median ages for the four broad subject divisions for all 
three studies. 
 
The LINCC average is calculated for the entire collective resources base and not derived from 
the calculations of the broad subject divisions. For the overall LINCC median age, there are six 
years difference between the “year reached 50%” in 1998 and the 2002 data (1974-1980). For 
2007 data, the difference between the median age in 2002 and 2007 is five years (1980-1985). 
Thus, even though the median age for the LINCC resources base has remained at 22 years for 
2002 and 2007, the “year reached 50%” has moved from 1974 in 1998, to 1980 in 2002, then to 
1985 in 2007. The addition of nine more years has the effect of pulling the median age year 
forward. The effect is shown more clearly when the “year reached 50%” is looked at, rather than 
the median age in years. In each interval, the median age has moved forward the same number 
of years as in the additional time period. But the median age in years has only changed 
substantially in the sciences, decreasing by five years.  
 
In the humanities, the median age in years has remained the same although the “year reached 
50%” has moved forward five years from 1998-2002 and forward five years from 2002-2007.  In 
the social sciences, the median age in years has decreased one year each time from 23 years 
in 1998 to 22 in 2002 to 21 in 2007. The sciences do show more dramatic improvement with the 
median age in years decreasing two years between 1998 and 2002 and three years from 2002-
2007. Technology has remained almost static with the same median age in 1998 and 2002 at 
21 years with an increase to 22 in 2007. 
 
 

Table 2 
 LINCC Percentage of Subject for Pre-1970 Records 

 

Subject 1998 Percentage 
of total, pre-1970 

2002 Percentage 
of total, pre-1970 

2007 Percentage 
of total, pre-1970 

Humanities 45.39% 34.96% 29.55% 
Social Sciences 33.37% 24.45% 20.87% 
Sciences 26.76% 19.26% 15.95% 
Technology 25.23% 19.11% 16.19% 
LINCC total 36.35% 27.12% 23.05% 

 
 
Using Table 2, “Percentage of Subject for Pre-1970 Records,” we can compare the percentage 
of total for the number of records in the pre-1970 interval from all three projects. It can be seen 
that the percentages for each of the major subject divisions in the pre-1970 time period are 
much lower in 2002 than in 1998 and continued to decrease for all of the major subject divisions 
in 2007. The percentage of records for humanities materials has decreased from 45% in 1998 to 
35% in 2002, down to less than 30% in 2007. The social sciences go from a third of records in 
1998 to less than one-fourth of records in 2002 and only slightly higher than one-fifth of the 
records in pre-1970 titles in 2007. The sciences and technology both drop in percentage share 
from over one-fourth in 1998 to less than one fourth in 2002, then to less than one-fifth in pre-
1970 imprints in 2007. The lowering of the percentage shares of total in the pre-1970 category 
is caused by both withdrawals and the addition of newer, more current titles after 1998. 
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held by Brevard Community College at 9 years in technology, followed by Tallahassee 
Community College in the sciences at 10 years. Indian River Community College has 11 years 
and Brevard Community College, Pasco-Hernando Community College, Gulf Coast Community 
College and Seminole Community College have 13 years in the sciences.  Seminole 
Community College is ranked third in all but the social sciences, in which it ranks fifth. Pasco-
Hernando Community College ranks from first in the humanities, to third in the social sciences 
and sciences, sixth in technology, and second in overall median age. Manatee Community 
College ranks third in overall median age and from fourth to fifth in the other categories. The 
remaining colleges have a variety of rankings mostly lower than third.  

 
The percentage of subject that occurs in records for titles published prior to 1970 is a measure 
that usually tracks closely with median age. As shown in Table 8, there are considerable 
declines in the percentages of total for all four of the broad subject groupings in the 2007 data.  
While the addition of another time period spreads out the total among a larger number of time 
periods, it would appear that the collection management activity that has contributed to the 
lowering of the median ages has also been a factor in lowering the percentages of total in titles 
published prior to 1970. 

 
Table 8 

 Peer Group Two: Percentage of Subject for Pre-1970 Records 
 

Subject 1998 Percentage 
of total, pre-1970 

2002 Percentage 
of total, pre-1970 

2007 Percentage 
of total, pre-1970 

Humanities 44% 42% 34% 
Social Sciences 33% 29% 21% 
Sciences 23% 20% 14% 
Technology 20% 18% 14% 

 
The third peer group is analyzed next. 
 
Peer Group Three 
There are ten institutions in Peer Group Three. The enrollment in 2005/2006 for institutions in 
Peer Group Three ranged from 4,738 at Okaloosa-Walton College to 772 at Florida Keys 
Community College. By size of monographic collection Polk Community College has the largest 
collection with 84,743 bibliographic records and Chipola College has the smallest collection with 
25,449 bibliographic records. In collection size the colleges in Peer Group Three ranked from 
12th with Polk Community College to Chipola Community College at 28th. The ten institutions 
with their 2006 enrollment, number of monographic titles, and rankings are shown in Table II 
accompanying this report. 

 
The aggregated collections of the colleges in Peer Group Three are analyzed by the same 
measures as the LINCC analysis and the other peer groups. Table 9 compares the median 
ages of the broad subject divisions between the 1998, 2002, and 2007 data. 
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Table 9 
Peer Group Three: Monographic Bibliographic Records by Median Age 

 

Subject 
1998 Year 
reached 

50% 

1998 
Median 
Age in 
Years 

2002 Year 
reached 

50% 

2002 
Median 
Age in 
years 

2007 Year 
reached 

50% 

2007 
Median 
Age in 
Years 

Humanities 1970 37 1973 34 1974 33 
Social 
Sciences 1974 33 1978 29 1980 27 

Sciences 1977 30 1984 23 1987 20 
Technology 1975 32 1978 29 1980 27 
Group 
average 1973 34 1977 30 1979 28 

 
 
In Peer Group Three, the median age declined in all of the subject groupings. The humanities 
declined by one year, social sciences and technology each declined by two years while the 
sciences declined by three years and the overall average for the peer group also declined by 
two years.  
 
Median age rankings for 2002 and 2007 by college within Peer Group Three are shown in Table 
VI accompanying this report. From Table VI the changes in median age by broad subject 
grouping and comparisons among the colleges can be seen. There is considerable change or 
shifting by college from the 2002 study to 2007.  In terms of lowest median age, North Florida 
Community College Community College ranks first in all categories except in the humanities in 
which it ranks third. Central Florida Community College ranks first in the humanities, second in 
the social sciences, sciences, and the overall average; it ranks fourth in technology. The other 
colleges have a variety of rankings ranging from second to tenth.   
 
While there has been considerable improvement in the median ages for Peer Group Three 
since 1998, for the peer group as a whole, the median ages are higher than in the other two 
peer groups. The increase in the number of bibliographic records since 2002 and the high 
median ages point to less collection management in Peer Group Three than the other peer 
groups.  

 
The percentage of subject that occurs in records for titles published prior to 1970 is a measure 
that usually tracks closely with median age. Percentages of subject for pre-1970 records for 
Peer Group Three are shown in Table 10.  
   
 

Table 10 
Peer Group Three: Percentage of Subject for Pre-1970 Records 

 

Subject 1998 Percentage 
of total, pre-1970 

2002 Percentage 
of total, pre-1970 

2007 Percentage 
of total, pre-1970 

Humanities 50% 42% 39% 
Social Sciences 36% 28% 28% 
Sciences 34% 23% 23% 
Technology 31% 22% 22% 
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The humanities are the only one of the broad subject groupings to show any difference between 
the percentage of total in pre-1970 materials from the 2002 data and the 2007 data. These data 
do indicate that not much attention to withdrawal of older materials occurred among the colleges 
in Peer Group Three after the 2002 assessment project, thus leading to the median ages 
remaining high. 

 
Analysis by percentage share of total for all three Peer Groups 
The next set of tables show each of the subject divisions as a percentage share of the total 
records in the study. Tables 11-13 show the percentages of total for each of the five subject 
groupings including the very small, general category.  
 
Viewing all three tables together, it can be seen that the percentage of total collection by broad 
subject grouping changes very little over a long span of time. The most variance across the 
three studies is in Peer Group Two in which the humanities increase in percentage share of total 
and the social sciences decrease in percentage share of total.  
 

 
Table 11 

  Peer Group One: Broad Subject Divisions as a Percentage of Total Records 
 

Subject 1998 Percentage of 
total 

2002 Percentage of 
total 

2007 Percentage 
of total 

General .36% .8% .33% 
Humanities 36.53% 37.4% 37.1% 
Social Sciences 43.96% 43.2% 43.4% 
Sciences 14.17% 13.3% 13.7% 
Technology 6.32% 5.25% 5.56% 

 
 

Table 12 
 Peer Group Two: Broad Subject Divisions as a Percentage of Total Records 

 

Subject 1998 Percentage of 
total 

2002 Percentage of 
total 

2007 Percentage 
of total 

General .34% 1.5% .3% 
Humanities 28.71% 30.8% 33.04% 
Social Sciences 47.25% 46% 44.9% 
Sciences 16.5% 15.9% 16.2% 
Technology 7.2% 5.8% 5.6% 
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Table 13 
Peer Group Three: Broad Subject Divisions as a Percentage of Total Records 

 

Subject 1998 Percentage of 
total 

2002 Percentage of 
total 

2007 Percentage 
of total 

General .3% 1% .5% 
Humanities 36.53% 37.3% 38.6% 
Social Sciences 44.27% 43.6% 43.37% 
Sciences 13.08% 12.8% 12.34% 
Technology 5.72% 5% 5.13% 
 
 
The percentages do vary from one peer group to another.  Peer Group Three has the highest 
percentage of share in the humanities at nearly 39% as compared with 37% in Peer Group One 
and 36% in Peer Group Two. All three are closer in the social sciences with both peer groups 
One and Three having 43% and Peer Group Two with 44 percent. The range in the sciences is 
from 12% in Peer Group three to 14% in One and Two. Peer Group Three has the lowest 
percentage share of the peer groups in technology at 5% with the other two having 6 percent.  
 
The data from the 2007 study here also track very closely with data from other studies. 
(Perrault, Global 2002; CCLA 2002; and McNeely) The governing factor in these distributions by 
subject groupings is the universe of publication by disciplines. There is less monograph 
publishing in the sciences and technology—more in the humanities and social sciences. The 
larger percentage of share in the social sciences than the humanities is due mainly to more 
disciplines included in the social sciences, than in the humanities in this study. The historical 
fields are in the social sciences as well as business and economics-- all fields that generate 
monographs. The differences in percentage share by subject grouping between the three peer 
groups may be a combination of the historical development of the collections and curricula 
differences. 
 
Median Age Rankings by Peer Group 
In Table 14 the peer groups are ranked according to lowest median age for both the 2002 and 
2007 studies. In 2002, Peer Group One only ranked first in the humanities and second in the 
other broad subject groupings and overall median age. In 2007 Peer group One improved its 
ranking in the sciences, to have two first place rankings. The only category with a significant 
decrease in median age in the 2007 study is social sciences; the other categories are nearly the 
same in both studies. Peer Group One is lower than LINCC in technology, but above in the 
other categories. 
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Table 14 
Median Age Rankings by Peer Group 

 

Peer Group Subject 2002 Average Rank 2007 
Average Rank 

Humanities 25.3 1 26.3 1 
Social Sciences 23.1 2 21.4 2 
Sciences 16.5 2 16.3 1 
Technology 20.7 2 20.6 2 

One 

Overall 22.5 2 22.4 2 
Humanities 29.2 2 29.1 2 
Social Sciences 22.3 1 18.9 1 
Sciences 15.1 1 21 2 
Technology 20.1 1 18.6 1 

Two 

Overall 23.5 1 21.1 1 
Humanities 31.1 3 32.8 3 
Social Sciences 26.4 3 25.9 3 
Sciences 21.3 3 21.8 3 
Technology 25.2 3 23.9 3 

Three 

Overall 28 3 27.8 3 
 
 

In 2002, Peer Group Two had all first place rankings with the exception of a second in 
humanities.  In 2007, it ranks second in humanities and sciences and first in the other 
categories. There are changes in the median ages from 2002 to 2007 in Peer Group Two. The 
social sciences decrease by three years and the sciences increase by six. The overall median 
age decreases by 2.4 years. Peer Group Two is lower than LINCC in the social sciences, 
technology and the overall average.  It has the best rankings and the best showing in 
comparison to the LINCC database.  
 
Peer Group Three has consistent third place rankings in both the 2002 and 2007 studies. The 
humanities median age actually increases by 2.7 years and technology decreases by 1.3 years. 
Usually it is harder for large collections to enact changes in median age than smaller collections.  
The need to maintain collection numbers may be a factor in not withdrawing outdated materials. 
Another factor could be that smaller libraries have small staffs and may not have the personnel 
to devote to large-scale collection management projects. 
 
The last analysis in the study is of circulation for 2006 by college with the distribution of titles 
across the time span covered by the study.  
 
 
Circulation 
In the 2002 study, for each college circulation data for one year was analyzed by percentages of 
total circulation for the time periods defined for the study.  The circulation percentages were 
compared with the percentages of collection total.  
 
The colleges with a decrease in bibliographic records from the total in the 2002 study also have 
a decrease in circulation as well in the present study, with the exception of Hillsborough 
Community College, St. Petersburg College, and Valencia Community College that all have a 
decrease in bibliographic records but an increase in circulation. Broward Community College, 
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Florida Keys Community College, North Florida Community College, Okaloosa-Walton College, 
and Santa Fe Community College all have an increase in number of bibliographic records, but a 
decrease in circulation total. Manatee Community College and Seminole Community College 
have increases in both number of bibliographic records and circulation.  
 
The percentage of total circulation in the last time frame in the study, 2000-2009, differs 
between the peer groups. In Peer Group One the circulation percentages range from 38% for 
Hillsborough Community College to 58% for Valencia Community College, with most of the 
colleges in the 40 percent range.  In Peer Group Two the circulation percentages range from 
34% for Edison College to 50% for Brevard Community College, Gulf Coast Community 
College, and Seminole Community College.  In Peer Group Three circulation percentages range 
from 22% for South Florida Community College to 54% at Florida Keys Community College.  
 
The prevalent circulation pattern in the 2007 study is a decrease in the percentage of total 
circulation in older materials and an increase in the percentage of total for newer, more current 
materials.  Thus, in those collections in which the percentage of collection has decreased in 
older materials, circulation has also decreased in those materials, making the circulation in 
recently published materials heavy compared to the percentage of collection in the last time 
frames in the study.  Colleges have added new acquisitions, but those acquisitions do not seem 
to be keeping up with demand. 
 
While it cannot be determined in this study what effect the acquisition of electronic resources is 
having on both the acquisition and use of non-digital materials, it would seem that the demand 
for current non-digital materials as seen in the circulation percentages in this study argues for a 
higher number of current acquisitions in non-digital materials. 
 
 
Summary 
The 2007 collection assessment was conducted to see what changes had taken place in the 
profiles of the monographic resources in the LINCC database and the individual colleges/LRC’s 
since the 2002 study and to provide another interval of longitudinal data on the community 
college collections in Florida.  
 
The profile of the LINCC collective resources base has changed in the ten years since the data 
were extracted for the first assessment project in 1997, reported in 1998.  The report in 1998 
concentrated on the age of collections:  
 

….The major finding of the study in 1998 was that the monographic collections of 
Florida community colleges were significantly out of date. The majority of library 
books in the collections had been published before the 1980s. In addition, it was 
found that, in the 1990s, the percentage of older materials to newer materials 
had increased and that outdated materials were prevalent in all major subject 
divisions, including science and technology (CCLA 1998:1) 

 
In 2001, a survey was conducted to assess the impact of the 1998 collection assessment 
project. The results of the survey were published in an article in College & Research Libraries, 
“The Florida Community College Statewide Collection Assessment Project: Outcomes and 
Impact.” (Perrault, et al. May 2002) The impact study found that 

 
...in the opinion of Florida community college library administrators, the Florida 
Community College Collection Assessment study did influence the appropriation 
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of additional funds, informed librarian’s collection development decisions, and 
affected the weeding of collections through the presentation of institution-specific 
collection assessment reports that were given to each library. The reports 
provided to the community colleges had a local impact in that twenty-one of the 
twenty-eight used them in weeding and collection development. There is 
agreement that the reports were a direct influence on the request made to the 
Florida legislature by the Division of Community Colleges for special 
appropriations to address the lack of current materials as shown by the data 
analysis in the study (248) 

 
The data analysis from the 2002 study of Florida community college collections showed the 
effects of increased funding, more attention focused on withdrawal of older and outdated 
materials, and an emphasis on current acquisitions in subject areas that most need current 
information. In four years the profile of the LINCC database had altered to more closely align 
with a hypothetical model of an ideal distribution of titles by time period. While the LINCC profile 
and that of the aggregated collections of the three size groupings of the community colleges in 
2002 did not differ substantially from those of the 1998 study, the differences were found to be 
more pronounced in the collections which received concentrated attention after the 1998 study. 
The actions of individual college library personnel had combined to effect a change to 
collections more responsive to the needs of the students and faculty of the colleges with fewer 
outdated materials retained on the shelves and more current materials available. 
 
From the findings in the 2007 study, the effects of the first two collection assessments are 
becoming more apparent over a longer time span. The major findings from the comparative data 
in this report are that— 
  

Size of collections - In the 2007 study, the total number of usable monographic bibliographic 
records extracted from the LINCC database is 1,008,212, a 13.3% increase over the 
number of bibliographic records in the 2002 study. The total does not include e-books. 
While the number of bibliographic records in LINCC has increased, many of the colleges 
have seen a decrease in number of bibliographic records due to the withdrawal of older 
materials. There has been a swing from increasing size of monograph collections to a 
decrease in the overall number of titles for the two largest peer groups. The small group, 
Peer Group Three, had only a slight increase. 
 
Median age - The median age of the community college collections has improved to more 
acceptable levels since the first study in 1998, especially in the scientific, health sciences, 
and technical fields that are dependent upon the latest information and research findings. 
Even though the median age for the LINCC resources base has remained at 22 years for 
2002 and 2007, the “year reached 50%” has moved forward from 1974 in 1998, to 1980 in 
2002, then to 1985 in 2007-- five years (1980-1985) in the 2007 study. 
 
There are differences by peer groups and differences can be seen in which libraries have 
conducted more strenuous de-selection projects. Peer Group Two has the lowest median 
age rankings among the three peer groups. Peer Group Three still has the highest median 
ages of the three peer groups. 
 
Percentage of total by publication periods - The profile of the LINCC collective resources 
base has changed in the ten years since the data were extracted for the first assessment 
project in 1998. The distribution of titles across the time span covered by the 2007 study 
shows a much more appropriate distribution of records than in the first study in 1998. The 
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percentage of materials older than 1970 has decreased considerably. The percentage of 
records for humanities materials has decreased from 45% in 1998 to 35% in 2002, down to 
less than 30% in 2007. The social sciences go from a third of records in 1998 to less than 
one-fourth of records in 2002 and only slightly higher than one-fifth of the records in pre-
1970 titles in 2007. The sciences and technology both drop in percentage share from over 
one-fourth in 1998 to less than one fourth in 2002, then to less than one-fifth in pre-1970 
imprints in 2007.  

 
Differences can be seen in individual college collections over the time span of the three 
studies. Some colleges have made more progress than others in reducing the 
preponderance of outdated materials found in the 1998 study. And the rate of new 
acquisitions is higher in some college collections than in others. 
 
Circulation has diminished in older materials. The prevalent pattern is a decrease in the 
percentage of total circulation in older materials and an increase in the percentage of total 
for newer, more current materials, making the circulation in recently published materials 
heavy compared to the percentage of collection in the last, most current decade in the 
study. 

 
From these findings, the claim can be made that the first two LINCC reports have influenced 
changes in collection management among the twenty-eight community colleges.  The impact of 
the first two collection assessment projects is now visible in the data for individual college 
collections. Librarians and staff have used the two reports to guide them in intensive collection 
management projects. Many of the community college collections have improved in collection 
profiles and currency of resources. The 2007 report provides another interval of data analysis to 
allow college staff to assess progress, manage for the present, and continue to plan for the 
future.  
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2007 LINCC Percentage Shares by Subject
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Humanities 30% 18% 16% 20% 13% 4%
Social Sciences 21% 16% 17% 23% 15% 5%
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Technology 16% 22% 20% 24% 15% 4%
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LINCC Distribution by Age with Recommended Projection
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