
Memo

To:
Rebecca Uhl, Chair, PCC Standing Committee on Training
From:
George A. Prager and Valerie Bross, Co-chairs, SCT Task Group to Review the Integrating Resources Manual

CC:
Les Hawkins, CONSER Coordinator; Carolyn Sturtevant, BIBCO Coordinator; Rebecca Culbertson, Chair, PCC Standing Committee on Standards
Date:
July 6, 2011
Re:
2011 Revision of the Integrating Resource Manual
The Program for Cooperative Cataloging’s Standing Committee on Training Integrating Resources Task Group (SCT IRTG) was formed on May 8, 2011. Its members include: George Prager (NYU Law School) and Valerie Bross (UCLA), co-chairs; David Reser (LC PSD), Manisha Bhattacharyya (GPO), and Renee Chin (UCSD). The group’s charge was to update the Integrating Resources manual and harmonize it with the SCCTP Integrating Resources Workshop materials. We have included a list of the most notable revisions that were made to the IR manual, as well as a list of “Issues deferred.”
The most notable revisions to the manual include the following:

1. Throughout manual: References to sections of the manual were changed to the form: IR.[number]. Example; IR.1.2. (Previously, references were in at least two different forms). 

2. Throughout manual: Consistent use of the pound sign “#” to represent MARC 21 indicator “blank”.

3. Throughout manual: Consistent use of indicators “1#” for all 246 added entries, except parallel titles.
4. Throughout manual: Consistent use of “$” before a subfield indicator, rather than the redundant “subfield $”.

5. Throughout manual: Introduction of the new code for “online” in fields 008 and 006 for Form of item, and Form of original item.

6. Throughout manual: Introduction of the new field 588.

7. Throughout manual: Replacement of obsolete MARC 21 fields and subfields (440, etc.).

8. Throughout manual: “Provider neutral”  changed to “Provider-neutral”.
9. Acknowledgments and publication history: Information added on this 2011 revision. Affiliation of each contributor given in parentheses following the name, rather than in apposition to the name.

10. References: Bibliography updated and URLs re-checked.

11. Glossary: Added definition for Web archiving. 

12. IR.1: Deleted numbering from all figures and examples (Some had been numbered and some not). Introduction of 2 new examples in IR.1.2.2.
13. IR.9: New material added to IR.9.1 on the use of $3 with 490 and 8XX series fields (replacing joint use of 500 Publication history note and 8XX series fields).

14. IR.10: Deletion of original IR.10.15 on Series notes (replaced with information in IR.9.1). Renumbering of IR.10.15-10.22. Revision of sections on Source of title note (IR.10.4) and Item described (new IR. 10.19), with the latter section renamed “Description based on.” The phrase “Item described” changed to “Description based on” throughout IR.10.19 for purposes of clarity. Addition of examples and explanation of proper use of fields 500 and 588. 
15. IR.11: Substantial revision of IR.11.1-11.2 to clarify when linking entries and related work/expression added entries are made. Use of the terminology “One-way relationships” was considered confusing, and replaced by what we hope is clearer language.
16. IR.14: Replaced “008 byte 6” and similar language with “008/06”. Addition of a new table giving Leader/06 Type of record codes compatible with Bibliographic level “i”. Also added a new section on the use of the 006 field for continuing resources, new joint 008/006 sections on Type of continuing resource, Form of original item, and Entry convention, as well as screenshots to clarify 006 entries in the examples.
17. IR.15: Expanded and updated section 15.3.1 on use of Genre/form terms.
18. IR.16: Updated section 16.3.3 on options for reporting duplicate records to OCLC.

19. IR.17 (Examples): Record examples were thoroughly reviewed and changed in light of #1-8 above. Several fields were added to records where they were missing: 006/00 “Form of material,” 010, 042 “pcc,” 043, and 050. Several resources that had been coded as databases were recoded as updating web sites. Routine Mode of access notes (538) were deleted. Source of title notes in a few examples were changed to the wording recommended by CAPC. Information was added to the comments for Figure 14 on the use of $3 with 490/8XX series fields.

Our group also compiled an “Issues Deferred” list for the next iteration of the IR manual:
1. Expansion of “Description based on” notes for all online IRs:  While our task group’s revisions to the IR manual were being finalized, the Standing Committee on Standards was working on a proposal to require “Description based on” notes for all online monographs. (Currently they are required only if the description is based upon a physical format record, rather than on the online resource itself). If this policy is approved by PoCo, then a similar policy should be proposed and implemented for online IRs as well, so that the policy will be the same for all online resources, regardless of mode of issuance. 


2. The Report of Multiple Format Linking Group was released in early June 2011. Part III of the report gives recommendations that are being incorporated into the CCM and CEG. These recommendations are also pertinent for IRs, especially the recommendation to always link online and print manifestations with field 776, except in the case of a major change, and to only use 780/785 fields for work to work relationships (i.e., in cases involving major changes).

3. Addition of a “MAP” (Metadata application profile) and /or a “Cheat sheet” for the cataloging of IRs, similar to the MAP and the cheat sheet in the CSR guidelines.


4. IR.4: Online IRs in multiple languages. The differences between “language interface” and “language version” could be clarified. We felt that a language “version” is different from a language “interface” and would not necessarily be cataloged the same.

5. IR.7.2.2:  Recording date information for online IRs. One group member in particular thought that it would be helpful to add further explanation as well as an example of “dates applicable to the original publisher’s content.” 

6. IR.17: It would be useful to add at least one example of a print IR continued by an online IR, as well as a few more examples of online IRs in other formats. More generally, some members of the task group felt that a better mechanism should be investigated for gathering and vetting IR examples that might be used by catalogers describing special formats (e.g., cartographic resources), etc. Such a compendium might make use of wiki software rather than being stored in a single bulky Word document.   
1
1
( Page 3

