APPENDIX J  RELATIONSHIP DESIGNATORS

FINAL DRAFT CONSER COMMENTS 12/21/08

General Comments
It would be helpful if the page numbering included J, i.e., J-1, J-2.

Some of the sections under numbers in Appendix J need to be more clearly distinct from those before and after through more distinct fonts, if more detailed numbering is not desirable.

J.2 Relationship Designators for Related Works

J.2.2., p. 1 abridgement of (work) -- This definition (and several others in this appendix) could be shortened by leaving out a few words in the middle of the definition that repeat the defined phrase, i.e., “A work that has been shortened without changing …” is simpler wording.
J.[2].6 Sequential Work Relationships
This rule has some text that was cut-and-pasted incorrectly, according to Adam Schiff, after he checked the original text that he has access to for his examples work. Most of the same bullet points appear with the exact same wording under both “preceded by (work)” and “succeeded by (work)” sections; the part under “succeeded by (work)” has the incorrect text. There should be a “continued by”, “continued in part by”, etc., in the “succeeded by (work)” section.
Under section “preceded by (work)”
J.[2].6, p. 8 - continues (work) – The definition would be more accurate  if it referred to the earlier title   -- as that is the related work (and the topic of this Appendix). The definition should also not include continuing numbering (at least not for serials), as numbering is no longer a valid criterion for determining a major change for serials. Consider this wording: "An earlier work that the new work continues with a new title.”
J.[2].6, p. 8 - continues in part (work) – The definition would be more accurate if it referred to the earlier title, as that is the related work, and did not refer to numbering, as that is no longer  a valid criterion for a major change:  "An earlier work for which the new work includes part of its content, with the content of the earlier work being split between two or more titles."
J.[2].6, p. 8 - merger of (work).  CONSER catalogers would prefer this section be called “Formed by the union of … (work).” The definition also needs to be changed to refer to the earlier related works: “One of] two or more works that unite to form a new entity.”
J.[2].6, p. 8 separated from (work) – The existing definition does not seem to be discussing the related title from which the title has been separated, but rather a “split into” situation. Better wording for “separated from (work)” would be: "An earlier more comprehensive work from which a portion of the content has been separated, at the same time that the earlier work continues to exist or be issued.” 
J.[2].6, p. 8 supersedes (work) – Any reference to the pre-AACR2 concept of “supersedes” relationship should not be included in RDA for serials as numbering is no longer a valid criterion for a major change, i.e., remove the first sentence.  The distinction may still have validity for monographs and integrating, but the existing second sentence needs to refer to the earlier related work, possibly: “For monographs and integrating resources, a work that has been made obsolete because the new work contains updated or new information.”
J.[2].6, p. 8 - supersedes in part (work) – As with “supersedes (work), the  first sentence should not be included in RDA. In referring to the earlier related work, the remaining sentence should be changed to:  “For monographs and integrating resources, an earlier, more comprehensive work from which a portion of the content has been separated, at the same time that the earlier title continues to exist or be issued.”
[Under: “succeeded by (work)” beginning p. 8] 

J.2.6, absorbed by (work) -- Missing term and definition for the later work: “The work that incorporates another work.”
J.[2].6, p. 8 - absorbed in part (work) – The heading should be “absorbed in part by (work)”, with its definition: “The work that partially incorporates another work.”
J.2.6, p. 8 changed back to (work) -- Missing term and definition: “The work that has resumed its earlier title.” 

 J.[2].6, p. 8 - continues (work) – The heading should be “continued by (work)”, with  its definition referring to the later related work: “The work whose content continues the earlier work under a new title.” Again, numbering should not be included as a criterion for a major change.
J.[2].6, p. 8 - continues in part (work) – The heading should be “continued in part by (work)”, with  its definition referring to the later related work: “The work part of whose content continues the earlier work under a new title.” Again, numbering should not be included as a criterion for a major change.  

J.[2].6, p. 8-9 -- prequel -- The heading should be “sequel”, with its definition: “The later work that continues the narrative of the earlier work.”
J.[2].6, p. 9 -- merger of (work) – The heading should be "merged with … to form (work)" with the definition referring to the resultant later work: “The work formed by the union of two or more works..” 
J.[2].6, p. 9 -- separated from (work) – this category is not appropriate in this section
J.[2].6 sequel to -- The heading should be “prequel to”, with definition: “The later work that extends backwards in time the narrative of the earlier work.”
J.[2].6, split into (work) – Missing term. Possible definition: “One of two or more later works that continues in part the earlier work.”
 J.[2].6, p. 9 -- supersedes (work) – The heading should be "superseded by (work)". The definition should not include numbering as a criterion, as this is no longer a determining factor for a major change for serials. Remaining sentence: “For monographs and integrating resources, the work intended to be used in place of the earlier work, usually because the later work contains updated or new information that makes the earlier work obsolete.”
J.[2].6, p. 9 -- supersedes in part (work) – The heading should be "superseded in part by (work)".  Again, numbering is not a valid criterion for a major change for serials. Remaining sentence: “For monographs and integrating resources, the later work intended to be used in part in place of an earlier work, usually because the later work contains updated or new information that makes part of the earlier work obsolete.”
J.3 Relationship Designators for Related Expressions

J.3.2, p. 10, expanded version of (expression) – We suggest the wording be changed to: “An expression of a work used as the basis for a work that ENLARGES UPON the content of the source work.”

J.3.2, p. 11-13 – Is there a difference between the terms “source work” and “source entity”? If there is no distinction, it might be preferable to use one of them consistently throughout this appendix.
J.[3].6 Sequential Expression Relationships. Misnumbered as J.2.6.

J.[3].6, p. 16 - continues (expression) -- Same problem as "continues (work)" above, with “numbering” an inappropriate criterion.  Prefer definition relating to the related earlier expression: "An earlier expression of which the content is continued by the new expression."  

J.[3].6, p. 16 - continues in part (expression) -- Same problem as "continues in part (work)" above, with “numbering” an inappropriate criterion. Prefer definition referring to the related earlier expression: "An earlier expression of which the content in partially continued by the new expression."

 J.[3].6, p. 16 - merger of (expression) -- Same problem as "merger of (work)" above. CONSER suggests use of the heading “Formed by the union of … (expression)” and possible definition: "An expression that unites with one or more other expressions to form the new expression."  

J.[3].6, p. 16-17 - separated from (expression) -- Same problem as "separated from (work)" above. Consider revising the definition to: "An earlier, more comprehensive expression from which a portion of the content has been separated, at the same time that the earlier expression continues to exist or be issued."

 J.[3].6, p. 17 - supersedes (expression) – Not appropriate to include the first sentence of the definition, as a numbering change is no longer a valid criterion for serials. Consider revising the remaining sentence to refer to the related expression: “For monographs and integrating resources, an earlier expression that has been replaced by a later expression, usually because the later expression contains updated or new information.” 
J.[3].6, p. 17 - supersedes in part (expression) -- Same problem with definition as "supersedes in part (work)" above, as a number change is no longer a valid criterion for serials. Consider revising the remaining sentence to refer to the related expression: “For monographs and integrating resources, an earlier, more comprehensive expression from which a portion of the content has been replaced by a later expression, usually because the later expression contains updated or new information.” 
J.[3].6, p. 17 - continued by (expression) – The definition should refer to the related later expression:  "An expression that continues the content of an earlier entity under a new title." Numbering should not be included as a criterion for defining “continued by” for serials. 

J.[3].6, p. 17 - continued in part by (expression) – The definition should refer to the related partial later expression: "An expression that continues in part the content of an earlier entity under a new title." Again, numbering should not be a criterion.
J.[3].6, p. 17 - merged with ... to form ... (expression) – The definition needs to refer to the later expression formed by two or more earlier expressions: “An expression formed by the union of two or more earlier expressions.” 

J.[3].6, p. 17 - split into (expression) -- Again, the definition should refer to a  related later title. Perhaps:  "An expression of a work resulting from an earlier expression that divided into two or more separate expressions." 

J.[3].6, p. 17 - superseded by (expression) – The definition should not include the first sentence referring to serials. The remaining sentence should refer to the related later title: “For monographs and integrating resources, an expression of a work intended to be used in place of an earlier work, usually because it contains updated or new information that makes the earlier work obsolete.”
J.[3].6, p. 18 - superseded in part by (expression) – The definition should not include the first sentence referring to serials. The remaining sentence should refer to the related partial later title: “For monographs and integrating resources, an expression of a work intended to be used in place of a portion of an earlier work, usually because it contains updated or new information that makes part of the earlier work obsolete.”
J.4 Relationship Designators for Related Manifestations

J.4.2, p. 19 -- Does "digital transfer of (manifestation)" include the transfer from analog format to digital format (or is it just from one digital format to another)? How is the first instance different from "electronic reproduction of (manifestation)"? 

J.4.5 -- Do we need a category for "digitized with" for titles that have been digitized in one digital file? It would be a similar situation to two or more titles filmed on the same reel.
J.5.2 -- What would be the difference between "reproduction of (item)" here and "reproduction of (manifestation)" in J.4.2 on p. 19? And the same question about "digital transfer of (item)" and "digital transfer of (manifestation)"?  

