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Expert Community Functionality and PCC Records

PCC records are currently excluded from Expert Community functionality editing by OCLC members.   OCLC members currently have the ability to perform database enrichment on PCC records.  This includes adding subject headings from a thesaurus not already represented by at least one heading in the record, call numbers in schemes not already present, summary notes when lacking, contents notes when lacking, and URLs.  A full list of potential enrichments is available here:

http://www.oclc.org/us/en/bibformats/en/quality/default.shtm#databaseenrichment
However, this does not allow correction of typos and errors in existing fields, nor does it allow addition of access points or additional subject headings in schemes already present.  

Many have requested that PCC records be included in the Expert Community editing capabilities.  When LC begins widespread use of the BSR and is coding the majority of its records as PCC, the quantity of records that cannot be edited by the Expert Community will increase.  Pros and cons for including PCC records in the Expert Community editing functionality include:

Pros:  OCLC members would be able to: 

· correct typos and errors in existing fields

· add additional subject headings when one or more headings from the same thesaurus is already present

· add additional notes and descriptive elements lacking to core records or BSRs (such as a 500 or 504 note)

· edit/enhance LC records coded PCC 

Cons:  OCLC members would be able to:

· add access points to records that are not supported by authority records.  The record, then, is no longer a PCC record by definition

· delete fields from records that had been added by a PCC institution

· alter the record in a potentially undesirable manner 

The pros are quite convincing.  As has been shown through the results of the Expert Community experiment, undesirable edits or deletion of fields are quite rare when an OCLC member permanently edits a master record.  However, the main con is the first one listed -- that the headings included in a record may no longer all be backed up by authority records.  

3 potential options are:

1) Opening up editing of PCC records to the entire OCLC cataloging membership with Expert Community functionality.  

2) Enabling editing of only selected fields on PCC records within WorldCat by the Expert Community

3) Allowing editing of PCC records by a different level of existing authorizations.  

The first option brings into play all the cons noted.  The second option would mean a considerable programming effort on the part of OCLC that could not likely be scheduled for several years due to a shortage of available development staff.  And, it would likely not satisfy many who have requested a change, since only limited editing would be allowed.  Typos within access points would still be an issue, and additional access points that need to be backed up by authority records would still not be able to be added.  

OCLC recommends the third option.  It is proposed that PCC record editing by opened up to all NACO participants, who have NACO authorizations to access WorldCat cataloging.  That class of authorizations could be allowed to edit PCC records with a significantly smaller development effort than Option 2.  As part of the PCC program, and with the ability to create new authority records, NACO participants can be asked to assure that any headings added to existing PCC records be backed up by authority records, even if they are not BIBCO members.  

CONSER records (authenticated serials) would continue as now: exempt from editing except by CONSER members.  
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