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Summary 
 
This session provides information about what multipart monographs are and  
how they differ from other monographic series. 
  
Objectives 
 
At the end of this session, you should be able to: 
 

 Understand what a multipart monograph is  
 Determine whether to analyze the multipart monograph  
 Understand the differences between AAPs for multipart monographs and 

monographic series  
 Recognize various configurations of records for multipart monographs 
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Unit 1: Decision that the Resource Is a Multipart Monograph 

 
Definition of multipart monograph 
 
A resource issued in two or more parts (either simultaneously or successively) that 
is complete or intended to be completed within a finite number of parts (e.g., a 
dictionary in two volumes, three audiocassettes issued as a set). 
       (RDA Glossary) 
 
 
How is a multipart monograph different from a monographic series? 
 
Unlike a monographic series, a multipart monograph has a definite planned end of 
the resource, although its publisher may not state that fact, and although some 
multipart monographs are published over many years. 
 
Not all of the parts of a multipart monograph must have an analyzable title in 
addition to the title of the resource as a whole.  While it sometimes happens that 
occasional issues of a monographic series lack an analyzable title, this is not an 
ordinary occurrence.   If the issues of a monographic series regularly begin to lack 
analyzable titles, the nature of the resource has changed to become another (i.e., 
non-monographic) type of serial. 
 
Clues to consider when making decision about whether a resource is a 
multipart monograph or not. 

 Sometimes the publisher provides information about a planned end to the 
resource 

 Sometimes the entire resource or “set” has its own ISBN; while the presence 
of an ISBN is not a wholly reliable indication of a resource’s finite nature, it 
is one clue 

 The scope of the resource may be narrow, implying that any treatment of its 
scope could not continue indefinitely 

 If each part of the resource is complete for its share of the general topic, this 
could imply that eventually all aspects of the general topic will be covered 

 Consult RDA 1.1.3 (Mode of Issuance) to compare the definitions of other 
modes of issuance and LC-PCC PS 0.0 for guidelines when monograph vs. 
serial issuance is unclear 
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If mode of issuance cannot be determined, apply LC-PCC PS 0.0, which means 
that in most cases the instruction is to treat the resource as a monographic series 
(i.e., a serial):  

 “If the resource has a numeric/alphabetic (e.g., volume 1; tome 3; Heft A) 
or chronological designation (e.g., 2001; June 2002; 2002-1) in the title 
proper or elsewhere in the resource and it is likely that the resource doesn't 
have a predetermined conclusion, catalog as a serial.” 

   
However, LC-PCC PS 0.0 lists exceptions, which should be cataloged as 
monographs (i.e., multipart monographs):  

 books “issued in parts” (fascicles)  
 cartographic materials  
 censuses 
 encyclopedias 
 hearings 
 publications of five-year plans  

 
Note that resources that exhibit characteristics of serials, such as successive issues, 
numbering, and frequency, but whose duration is limited (e.g., newsletters of 
events) are treated as serials (RDA 1.1.3).  However, such resources are not likely 
to have analyzable titles. 
 

Unit 2: Decision on Analysis 
 
Once it has been determined that a resource is a multipart monograph, the second 
decision is whether or not to analyze its parts.  RDA 2.1.3 provides general 
instructions for creating analytical descriptions, but it does not give guidance on 
whether or not to do so.   
 
LC-PCC PS 2.1.3 presents LC/PCC practice regarding analysis in situations when 
a publication that is a part of a classified-separately multipart monograph lacks a 
title other than that of the comprehensive title or has a title that is dependent on the 
comprehensive title. (If a PCC institution chooses to classify the same multipart 
monograph together as a collection, this PS would not apply.) 
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LC-PCC PS 2.1.3 also presents LC practice, stating that LC analyzes and classifies 
separately all parts of monographic series and of multipart monographs with the 
exception of those categories listed in DCM M5.  Other PCC institutions can make 
other series treatment decisions. 
 
Best practices to consider 
 
Here are some best practices to consider when deciding whether or not to analyze a 
multipart monograph. 

 Does the comprehensive title of the multipart monograph appear on a less-
prominent source than does the title of the individual part? Then probably 
analyze. 

 Is the title of the individual part distinctive? (Please note: this is not the same 
question as, “Does the individual part have its own title?”)  Then probably 
analyze.  

o Types of non-distinctive titles: 
 Alphabetic or numeric division (e.g., v. 1, 2; part A, B, C) 
 Chronological subdivision (e.g., years; centuries) 
 Alphabetic subdivision of content (e.g., A-L, M-Z) 
 Geographic subdivision (e.g., continents; countries) 
 Phrase that omits essential piece of information found in the 

multipart item title (e.g., “Teeth” as a part of “Dinosaur relics”) 
 General term (e.g., atlas, glossary) 

 
Note: Cataloging agencies in some countries have a national bibliography 
requirement to make an analytic description for each part of a multipart 
monograph. 
 

 

Please note that there is an outstanding policy issue regarding analysis in 
situations when a publication that is part of a classified-separately multipart 
monograph lacks a title other than that of the comprehensive title, or has a title 
that is dependent on the comprehensive title.  The Series Policy Task Group 
does not see LC-PCC PS 2.1.3 as restrictive since it applies only when a 
library has decided to analyze a series in full or classify the parts of a multipart 
monograph separately.  No final decision has been made. 
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Unit 3: Differences between SARs for multipart monographs and for 
monographic series 

 
It is useful to specify the various ways in which series authority records for 
multipart monographs are different from those for monographic series. 
 
Difference #1: Multipart monographs have fewer SARs 
A multipart monograph will have only one SAR regardless of changes in creator 
and/or title proper (RDA 2.3.2.12.1 and RDA 18.4.2.1). Conversely, such changes 
for a monographic series could necessitate additional SARs. 

 For multipart monographs, base the series authorized access point (1XX in 
SAR) on the first (numbered) or earliest (unnumbered) part (RDA 2.1.2.3) 

 Give subsequent changes in creator and/or title proper for later parts as 4XX 
variant access points in the SAR 

 Update the description of a multipart monograph if an earlier part is received 
later (LC-PCC PS 2.20.13.3) 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Example: Only one SAR for multipart monograph with changes 
 

100 $a Phillips, Jolene. $t Preschool vocabulary building activities 
430 $a Preschool vocabulary building activities 
430 $a Preschool vocabulary activities 
400 $a Bolling, Diane. $t Preschool vocabulary 
activities 
670 $a Phillips, J. _______ $b (Preschool vocabulary 
building activities ; v. 1) 
670 $a Phillips, J. _______ $b (Preschool vocabulary 
activities ; v. 3) 
670 $a Bolling, D. _______ $b (Preschool vocabulary 
activities ; v. 4) 

Please note that there is an outstanding policy issue concerning whether to 
condense series authority records created before 2002.  The Series Policy Task 
Group had differing opinions in this instance.  One opinion is that catalogers 
should not consolidate series authority records for unnumbered series created 
prior to 2002, even if they would be considered to represent the same 
aggregate entity under RDA. The second opinion is that this decision should 
be left to cataloger judgment. No final decision has been made. 
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670 $a Info from publisher $b (Jolene Phillips was 
author of v. 1-3; v. 4-5 by Diane Bolling) 
 

 
Difference #2: The series authorized access points for multipart monographs 
more often begin with a creator’s AAP (Series AAP in SAR = MARC21 fields 
100, 110, 111) 

Due to the different nature of monographic and serial resources, multipart 
monographs have persons, families, corporate bodies (including 
conferences) as creators more often than monographic series do 

 More have series AAPs including the AAP of a corporate body, 
e.g.: 

o Collective activity of a single conference, etc. (RDA 
19.2.1.1.1c) 

o Cartographic materials (RDA 19.2.1.1.1e) 
o Collective thought of body (RDA 19.2.1.1.1b) 

 
Examples of series AAPs for multipart monographs including AAPs of 
creator 
110 $a North American Standards Society. $t Construction standards 
 
111 $a Pressure Vessels and Piping Conference$d (1985 : $c New 
Orleans, La). $t Proceedings of the 1985 Pressure Vessels and Piping 
Conference 
 
100  Donegan, Beth. $t Cooking made easy! 

 
Difference #3: If the resource bears, in addition to the analyzable title of the 
manifestation, titles of two multipart monographs (and is therefore part of 
both), these titles are usually not treated as main series and subseries (i.e., 
treated as one entity), but as two separate series (i.e., treated as separate 
entities) 

 If the two titles present on the resource in addition to the 
analyzable title of the manifestation represent two multipart 
monographs, LC-PCC PS 2.12.10 tells us to apply RDA 6.27.2 
to determine if the two titles are to be treated as one entity or as 
two separate series (see exception for non-distinctive titles) 

 If treated as two separate series: 
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o Record two series statements (in two 490 fields) in 
analytic record 

o The preferred title portion of the series AAP for the 
smaller multipart is not treated as a subseries of (i.e., 
subordinate to) the larger multipart’s series AAP 

 
Example: larger and smaller multipart items 
                       (series t.p.)                                                           (analytic t.p.) 
 

 
Exploring South America’s History  

 
Volume 13 in a set of 40 volumes  

 
 
 

Brazil’s History and its Future  
Volume 1 of 2  

 
Looking at Brazil’s Past  

 
 
 
 

by _______  
 
 
 

__________  
2003 

 

    
The analytic record has two series statements and two series AAPs: one for the 
larger and one for the smaller multipart monograph: 
 

490 $a Exploring South America’s history ; $v volume 13 
490 $a Brazil’s history and its future ; $v volume 1 
830 $a Exploring South America’s history ; $v v. 13. 
830 $a Brazil’s history and its future ; $v v. 1. 
 
Not: 
490 $a Exploring South America’s history ; $v volume 13. 
$a Brazil’s history and its future ; $v volume 1 
830 $a Exploring South America’s history ; $v volume 13. 
830 $a Exploring South America’s history. $p Brazil’s 
history and its future ; $v volume 1. 

 
Difference #4: Title proper: initialism 
In the case where the source of information bears a title in more than one form, and 
where both or all of the titles are in the same language or script, the instructions for 
recording the title proper of monographs differ from those for recording the title 
proper of serials (RDA 2.3.2.5).  This affects whether an initialism can be selected 
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as the title proper when another form of the title is also present.  According to the 
instruction, an initialism can be used for the title of a multipart monograph if that 
title meets certain requirements: 
   

“If the source of information for the title proper bears a title in more than 
one form, and if both or all of the titles are in the same language and script, 
choose the title proper on the basis of the sequence, layout, or typography of 
the titles on the source of information. If the sequence, layout, and 
typography do not provide the basis for a clear choice, choose the most 
comprehensive title.” 

 
However, in this same situation, the exception in 2.3.2.5 states that the full form of 
the title would be selected over the initalism as the title proper for serials 
(including monographic series) and integrating resources. 
 
Examples: 
   

Series title page of a multipart monograph: 
 

FCI 
Flora of the Canadian Islands 

v. 15 
 

Title proper of multipart monograph would be: FCI. 
 

BUT: 
 

Series title page of a monographic series: 
 

AWE 
Advances in World Economics 

v. 11 
 
Title proper of monographic series would be: Advances in world economics. 

 
Difference #5: 008/12 

Code “b” for multipart item, not “a” for monographic series.  Because many 
templates are set up for monographic series, ensure than the correct code of 
“b” is used. 
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Difference #6: 020 field 
For multipart monographs, ISBNs for the comprehensive set can be recorded 
in the SAR’s 020 field. 
 
Here is the definition of this field in MARC 21 Format for Authority Data: 
 

“International Standard Book Number (ISBN), terms of availability, 
and any canceled/invalid ISBN copied from field 020 of a MARC 
bibliographic record for a multipart item that is cataloged as a set.”  

 
Difference #7: More Frequent Use of the 640 field 

For multipart monographs, field 640 in the SAR is used more often to record 
the extent of the resource.  Such information is especially helpful to other 
catalogers when the multipart is classified separately, because the SAR is the 
only place to record this information. 
 
PCC practice regarding recording data in the 640 is given in DCM Z1:  

 
“Do not search just to provide information for this field; give the 
information if it is available from the item in hand or incidentally 
from the publisher.” 

 
Examples: 

640 1# $a Complete in 15 v.  
640 1# $a Projected in 6 v. $z v. 1, p. 316  

 
 
Difference #8: Use of “analyzable parts” 
Within a multipart monograph, some parts may be analyzable, and others may not 
be analyzable because they lack a title other than that of the comprehensive title or 
have a title that is dependent on the comprehensive title.  This happens much more 
often with multipart monographs than it does to issues of a monographic series. 
   

 If the items within a multipart monograph are classed as a collection, MARC 
21 allows the use of the text “analyzable parts” in the 644 subfield $d.  This 
avoids the need to list parts in separate 644 fields as “analyzed” and “not 
analyzed.” 
 
Example: 

644 $a f $d analyzable parts $5 DLC 
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 If the items in a multipart monograph are classified separately, prepare a 

separate  “analytic” record for that part lacking an analyzable title, 
regardless of whether that part is numbered or not.  Apply LC-PCC PS 2.1.3.  
This allows us to avoid recataloging the multipart monograph. 

 
Difference #9: Context for Conflict 
In practical terms, there ends up being a lesser likelihood of discovering a conflict 
with another AAP when formulating the series AAPs for multipart monographs 
than for monographic series. This is because the titles of multipart monographs 
tend to be longer and have more subject words than the titles of monographic 
series (except for the case of conventional collective titles—see Difference #10 
below).  However, the “universe” against which the cataloger must compare the 
proposed series AAP when looking for conflicts is just as wide for either type of 
resource, because it includes all authorized AAPs for works (6.27.1.9). 
 
 
Difference #10: “Works,” “Selections,” and Translations with Parallel Texts 
 
Due to the nature of multipart monographs, a cataloger may encounter some that 
are 1) compilations of works of one person, family, or corporate bodies; and 2) 
translations with parallel texts.  These types of resources have special instructions 
for which LC-PCC practice is still evolving. 
   
“Works” 
Follow instructions in 6.2.2.10.2: 

“Record the conventional collective title Works as the preferred title for a 
compilation of works that consists of, or purports to be, the complete works 
of a person, family, or corporate body.” 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Please note that there is an outstanding policy issue regarding whether 
different iterations of an author’s complete works are the same aggregate work  
or different aggregate works. The Series Policy Task Group believes that 
various iterations of the “complete works” aggregate should be treated as the 
same work, and that differentiation, if necessary, should occur at the 
expression level. No final decision has been made. 
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 Date in $f 
Do not automatically add a date after “Works.”  LC had initially extended under 
RDA its long-standing practice of always adding a $f date to all conventional 
collective titles beginning with “Works.”  LC dropped this requirement from 
the LC-PCC PS 0.6.3 and 6.27.3 in July 2012.  Therefore LC catalogers would 
not anticipate a conflict by always adding the date to conventional collective 
titles. PCC practice is pending. 
However, if a conflict does exist, LC-PCC PS 6.27.1.9 instructs the cataloger to 
use judgment in determining the most appropriate qualifier, and does allow a 
date to be used to distinguish the series AAP for a multipart monograph: 

“If choosing the date of publication for a multipart monograph, choose the 
date of the first part published or the earliest part in hand, in that order of 
preference.” 

Given the large number of existing RDA-compatible authority records for 
collective titles beginning with the conventional title “Works” that have already 
used the attribute of date to distinguish between AAPs, the most appropriate 
qualifier to choose first for this type of series AAP is the date.    
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Provisional coding: For the SAR, if the first part of the multipart 
monograph isn’t available and the date of the earliest part in hand is used in 
the $f of the series AAP, code the SAR as provisional and update it when the 
first part is available. 
 

 Further qualification: If even with the addition of the date, the series AAP 
still conflicts with another AAP, use cataloger’s judgment as to what 
additional qualifiers should be added.  Under AACR2, it was considered best 
practice by the PCC to add the publisher’s name as the next qualifier in 

Please note that there is an outstanding policy issue regarding whether date is 
the most appropriate qualifier to choose first for a conventional collective title 
type of series authorized access point when encountering a conflict.  The 
Series Policy Task Group believes that, because the various iterations of the 
“complete works” aggregate should be treated as the same work, then there 
will never be a conflict, and thus the question should be moot. However, even 
if the PCC decision is that complete works aggregates should be treated as 
different works, the Series Policy Task Group does not endorse the idea of 
prescribing a “most appropriate” qualifier. No final decision has been made. 
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subfield $s.  Another parenthetical qualifier was added after the publisher’s 
name in subfield $s if further differentiation was needed. 

 
Example 1: “Works”(assuming there is a conflict with another “Works” by 
Twain published in another year) 

 
100 $a Twain, Mark, $d 1835-1910. $t Works. $f 1996 
643 $a New York $b Oxford University Press 
670 $a The $30,000 bequest and other stories, 1996: $b CIP ser. t.p. 
(The Oxford Mark Twain) 

 
Examples 2 and 3: “Works” (subsequently breaking the conflict with the 
AAP above, and then the conflict between two AAPs published by the same 
publisher in the same year) 

 
*100 $a Twain, Mark, $d 1835-1910. $t Works. $f 1996. $s Whiting 
Publishing Company 
643 $a New York $b Whiting Publishing Company 

 
*Note: the Shakespeare example in 6.27.3 has no parentheses around the 
name of the publisher in the AAP, and uses the authorized form of the 
publisher’s name (Yale University Press). 

 
 

100 $a Twain, Mark, $d 1835-1910. $t Works. $f 1996. $s Whiting 
Publishing Company (Annotated edition) 
643  New York $b Whiting Publishing Company 

 
 4XX Variant access points: Follow specific instructions in LC-PCC PS 6.27.4 

for alternative forms. 
 
Example 1 (repeated from above, with 4XX Variant access points added): 
 

100 $a Twain, Mark, $d 1835-1910. $t Works. $f 1996 
430 $a Oxford Mark Twain. $f 1996 
400 $a Twain, Mark, $d 1835-1910. $t Oxford Mark Twain. $f 1996 
643 $a New York $b Oxford University Press 
670 $a The $30,000 bequest and other stories, 1996: $b CIP ser. t.p. 
(The Oxford Mark Twain) 
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“Selections” 
• For selections of the complete works of a creator, follow LC-PCC PS 

6.2.2.10.3 and use the preferred title: “Works. Selections“ (NOT 
“Selections” only, as was the case in AACR2). 

• “Works. Selections” is used for two or more works (but not all) in various 
forms.  Do NOT apply it to two or more works in one form, even if the 
creator is known to work in only one form. 

 
What if a NAR already exists in the NAF for a multipart monograph with the 
same AAP needed in the SAR you are creating? 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 If the NAR you discover is for the same multipart monograph you are 

cataloging, send a cancellation request to delete it in favor of your 
new SAR or revise it to be an SAR.  
 

 If the NAR is for a different multipart monograph, add a qualifying 
term (usually the publisher’s name) in subfield $s in the series AAP in 
a new SAR 

 
 You may need to consult bibliographic records to determine which of 

above situations you have, since the NAR may not provide enough 
information (e.g., name of publisher) 

 
 

 

Please note that there is an outstanding policy issue regarding instances when 
the cataloger discovers an existing name authority record that would otherwise 
duplicate a proposed series authority record. Earlier practice was to (a) cancel 
the name authority record and create a new series authority record or (b) revise 
or amend the existing name authority record to become a series authority 
record.  The Series Policy Task Group recommends a policy revision to allow 
a single authority record to be used to authorize either “name” authorized 
access points (1XX/240 or 7XX) or series authorized access points (8XX).  
This does not in fact require a MARC revision, since it is currently possible to 
code an authority record as both valid for series and for “name;” but it would 
require a change in practice. No final decision has been made. 
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Example: NAR vs. SAR conflict 
 

Existing NAR (bibliographic record has 260: $a Denver $b M. 
Smith): 
 
100 $a Twain, Mark, $d 1835-1910. $t Works. $f 2002 
 
therefore 
 
New SAR needs publisher’s name in subfield $s because it is for a 
different multipart monograph: 
 
100 $a Twain, Mark, $d 1835-1910. $t Works. $f 2002. $s Ingeson 
Publishing Company 
643 $a Evanston, IL $b Ingeson Publishing Company 

 
Translations with Parallel Texts 

The instructions in LC-PCC PS 6.27.3 for translations with parallel texts 
state: 

 “When the original expression and one translation are in a 
compilation, give an analytical authorized access point for each 
expression.” 
 

This is in place of the AACR2 use of uniform titles with subfield $l 
“Language & Language” additions. 
 
 
Following this instruction, the comprehensive description for a multipart 
monograph containing a translation with parallel texts would look like this: 

 

100 0    $a Dante Alghieri, ǂd 1265-1321. 
245 14  $a The divine comedy of Dante Aligheri.  
300       $a 3 volumes. 
546       $a English and Italian on facing pages. 
505 0    $a part 1. Inferno – part 2. Purgatorio – part 3. Paradiso. 
700 02  $a Dante Alighieri, $d 1265-1321. $t Divina commedia. 
700 02  $a Dante Alighieri, $d 1265-1321. $t Divina commedia. $l 
English. 
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Discussions in the SCT RDA in Series Training Task Group about what the 
series AAP should be for this type of multipart monograph led to the 
recommendation that two series authorized access points should be created 
for the two expressions, i.e., pretend that there are two series. So the analytic 
record for part 1 would look like this: 

 
100 0#   $a Dante Alghieri, $d 1265-1321. 
245 10  $a Inferno 
490 1#   $a The divine comedy of Dante Aligheri ; $v part 1 
546 ##    $a The Italian text with an English verse translation 
700 02   $a Dante Alighieri, $d 1265-1321. $t Inferno. $l English. 
800 1#$a Dante Alighieri, $d 1265-1321. $t Divina commedia. $l 
Italian $s (Series : [name of editor]) ; $v pt. 1. 
800 1#$a Dante Alighieri, $d 1265-1321. $t Divina commedia. $l 
English $s (Series : [name of editor]) ; $v pt. 1. 

 
This recommendation may be an interim solution, as the Task Group is 
forwarding this issue to its Policy Subgroup for further analysis and 
recommendations, so stay tuned to PCC communications about policies. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Note: LC-PCC PS 6.27.3 tells us it is LC practice not to add a date to 
distinguish one translation from another.  PCC practice is pending the 
outcome of the report and recommendations from the PCC Access Point for 
Expressions Task Group. 
For series authority work for multipart monographs, everything else other 
than the ten differences listed above is the same as for monographic series. 

 
 

Please note that there is currently an outstanding policy issue concerning series 
that exist in more than one language expression. The Series Policy Task Group 
has recommended that series such as this should have a single work-level 
authority record as well as multiple expression-level authority records (created 
by adding the language to the AAP from the work-level record). The 
expression-level records would be added as appropriate to bibliographic 
records along with the recommended 655 field: 
655 #0 Bilingual books. 
 
No final decision has been made.  
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Unit 4: Configurations of records 
 
Possible configurations of records 
 
Here are examples of possible configurations of records for different types of 
multipart monographs. 
 

 Possible configuration of records if a multipart monograph isn’t analyzed: 
o A comprehensive description (a.k.a. collected set record) 
o 505 contents note sometimes 
o No analytic descriptions (a.k.a. analytic records) 
o Creation of SAR is optional 

 
 
Example: not analyzed #1 
 

t.p. of one volume 
5th International Symposium on Plasma Chemistry 

Symposium Proceedings 
Volume 1 

 
t.p. of other volume 

5th International Symposium on Plasma Chemistry 
Symposium Proceedings 

Volume 2 
 

 
Bibl. record: not analyzed #1 
(collective description but no contents note): 
 
 

111 2 $a International Symposium on Plasma Chemistry $n (5th : 
$d 1981 : $c Edinburgh, Scotland) 
245 10 $a 5th International Symposium on Plasma Chemistry ... 
300 $a 2 volumes : $b illustrations $c 21 cm 
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Example: not analyzed #2 
 

monograph t.p.: 
Studies in Mediterranean Archaeology 

Vol. LXXII 
--------------------------------------------- 

Survey of Rock-Cut Chamber Tombs in Caria 
PART 1 

South-Eastern Caria and the Lyco-Carian Borderland 
By Paavo Roos 

 
Bibl. record: not analyzed #2 
(collective description with contents note): 
 

100 1 $a Roos, Paavo. 
245 10 $a Survey of rock-cut chamber tombs in Caria / $c by 
Paavo Roos. 
490 1 $a Studies in Mediterranean archeology ; $v vol. LXXII 
505 1 $a pt. 1. South-eastern Caria and the Lyco-Carian 
borderland. 
830  0 $a Studies in Mediterranean archeology ; $v v. 72. 

 
 

 Possible configuration of records if a multipart monograph is analyzed and 
classed as a collection: 
o Comprehensive description (a.k.a. collected set record) 
o 505 contents note 
o Analytic descriptions (a.k.a. analytic records) 
o SAR optional for PCC (unless BIBCO full record)  

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Please note that there is currently an outstanding policy issue regarding 
whether or not a comprehensive (collected set) record is required whenever a 
PCC library decides to class together a multipart monograph.  The Series 
Policy Task Group recommends that the PCC document should explicitly state 
that it’s optional, though recommended, to create such a record (perhaps in the 
DCM Z1 Series introduction).  No final decision has been made. 
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Example: analyzed & classed as a collection 

 
monograph t.p.: 

HANDBOOK OF 
CHEMICAL NEUROANATOMY 

Volume 1: 
Methods in Chemical Neuroanatomy 

 
Three records (SAR, comprehensive description, analytic description): 
 
SAR:  
 

130 0 $a Handbook of chemical neuroanatomy 
642    $a v. 1 $5 DLC 
644    $a f $5 DLC 
646    $a c $5 DLC 

 
 
Analytic description:  

 
245 00 $a Methods in chemical neuroanatomy ... 
490 1 $a Handbook of chemical neuroanatomy ; $v volume 1 
830 0 $a Handbook of chemical neuroanatomy ; $v v. 1. 
 

Comprehensive description:  
 

245 00 $a Handbook of chemical neuroanatomy ... 
505 1 $a volume 1. Methods in chemical neuroanatomy. 

 
 

Please note that there is currently an outstanding policy issue regarding 
whether or not it is necessary to create a series authority record when a 
multipart monograph is analyzed and classed as a collection. The Series Policy 
Task Group recommends that NACO catalogers should create series authority 
records if they trace a series (8XX) in a BIBCO record, if the series authority 
record does not already exist. No final decision has been made. 
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 Possible configurations of records if a multipart monograph is analyzed and 
classed separately: 

o Analytic descriptions (a.k.a. analytic records) 
o SAR optional for PCC (unless BIBCO full record)  

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Example: analyzed and classed separately 
 

monograph t.p.: 
THE SOLAR SYSTEM 

Volume 4 
The Mysteries of Mars 

By Kent Jacobsson 
 

SAR: 
 

130 0 $a Solar system 
642 $a v. 4 $5 DLC 
644    $a f $5 DLC 
646    $a s $5 DLC 

 
Analytic description: 

 
100 1   $a Jacobsson, Kent. 
245 14 $a The mysteries of Mars . . . 
490 1   $a The solar system ; $v volume 4 
830  0  $a Solar system ; $v v. 4.  

 
 
 
 

Please note that there is currently an outstanding policy issue regarding 
whether or not it is necessary to create a series authority record in cases in 
which a multipart monograph is analyzed and classed separately. The Series 
Policy Task Group recommends that NACO catalogers should create series 
authority records if they trace a series (8XX) in a BIBCO record, if the series 
authority record does not already exist. No final decision has been made. 
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Updating collective description 
 

If the multipart monograph is classed as a collection, add/update the 
following information on the comprehensive description (i.e., collected set 
record) as later parts are received: 

o 020 
o 246 for changes in title proper 
o 260 $c – and 008 Dates 
o 300 $a 
o 362 if you have information about beginning date 
o 4XX/8XX subfield $v if multipart monograph is in a 

series 
o 505 
o 5XX/7XX for changes in responsible person, family, or 

body 
 

Example of an updated record: 
 

245 $a Flora and fauna in the central United States / $c 
Midwestern Biological Society. 
246 $i Vols. 3-7 have title: $a Midwestern flora and fauna 
260 $a Ames, Iowa : $b RLP Publishing Company, $c 1999-2004. 
300 $a 7 volumes : $b illustrations ; $c 29 cm. 
490 $a Midwestern biological publications ; $v v. 13-14, 22, 25-28 
550 $a Vols. 1-4 issued by the Midwestern Biological Society; v. 5-
7 by the Society for Midwestern Biology. 
505 $a ________________________ 
710 $a Midwestern Biological Society. 
710 $a Society for Midwestern Biology. 
830 $a Midwestern biological publications ; $v v. 13-14, 22, 25-28. 


