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Background: CONSER and BIBCO catalogers were briefly surveyed and have given generally 
positive feedback on the concept of a provider neutral record for remote-access electronic 
integrating resources on the PCC lists and at the CONSER/BIBCO Operations meetings (2005, 
2006).  
 
Present situation and justification: Generally, the efficacy of such a policy would be the time 
saved in not having to repeatedly re-catalog an e-IR every time a library changes the electronic 
service provider for a given resource. Searching for and identifying appropriate copy would also 
be enhanced with fewer records representing the same resource distributed by different 
providers. It is understood that the policy will pertain to a relatively small group of e-IRs, mainly 
searchable, updating bibliographic resources such as subject oriented indexes (e.g., AGRICOLA, 
Sociological abstracts, etc.), however they are generally titles widely acquired by libraries. 
 
This report consists of the following: 
 
A. Restatement of task force charge 
B. Definitions 
C. Recommended documents or procedures to be revised (or not) including implied groups 
(stakeholders) 
D. Possible timeline  
 
Appendix  
A. Draft statement of scope and guide for original cataloging of e-IRs incorporating a provider 
neutral policy (including record consolidation procedures) 
B. examples of the types of e-IRs that would be considered for a provider neutral policy 
C. Browse results example for the title “AGRICOLA” to illustrate the present situation 
D. Mock-up of record for AGRICOLA to illustrate possible application of provider neutral policy 
 
 

10/11/2007 1



A. Task Force charge: 
• Identify tasks and stakeholders necessary to develop PCC policies and guidelines for 

creating provider neutral records  
• Develop timeline  
• Make recommendations based on any special characteristics of online IRs (e.g., product 

variations in resource) 
 
B. Definitions 
 
Remote-access electronic integrating resource: a continuing resource (no predetermined 

conclusion) issued electronically via the Internet that is continued and revised via updates 
that do not remain discrete and separate, but which are incorporated into the resource. 

 
Provider: an agency that supplies access to an electronic resource, but which is not the original 

creator of the resource. There can be several such agencies providing access to the same 
resource.   

 
 
C. Recommended documents or procedures to be revised (or not)  including implied, potentially 
responsible persons, groups,  or affected constituents (stakeholders). 
 
Documentation to be revised: 
 
• Integrating resources: a cataloging manual: An introductory section in this document would 

need to be composed, with a clear statement of scope and relevant field by field instructions 
(see possible draft guide below, App. A.). Further specific instructions would be  necessary 
that emphasize: 

o the criteria by which the cataloger can decide if a given provider version of a 
resource is the same resource simultaneously presented by another provider (for 
example, differences in title that might normally indicate a major difference—and 
therefore a separate description—without a provider neutral policy).  

o record consolidation rules will be incorporated into the manual.  
 

Stakeholders: other task force currently or soon to be revising the manual; PCC 
cataloger(s) with excellent knowledge of and considerable practice with e-IR 
cataloging) 

 
• SCCTP: Integrating resources workshop documentation would need to be updated.  
 

Stakeholders: author(s) and revisers of appropriate IR training modules) 
 
• OCLC: documentation on duplicate consolidation procedures may need to be included in 

OCLC’s documentation as well as the above mentioned PCC documentation and training 
material.  

Stakeholders : key OCLC documentation and policy authors 
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• Documentation/procedures that may need to be revised: 
 
• ISSN:  

o According to Regina Reynolds (CONSER Operations Meeting 2007) centers will 
assign only one ISSN to IRs per title using a provider neutral approach (i.e., they 
already have a policy  in place for dealing with multiple iterations of e-IRs). As PCC 
documentation is developed, it will be important that any specialized practices 
developed are in synch with ISSN policies. 

 
Stakeholders: ISSN Network, NSDP staff, Regina Reynolds will be represented on 
PCC task groups working on documentation for cataloging integrating resources.  

 
 
Documentation/procedures probably not requiring revision: 
 
• AACR(LCRI) generally does not deal directly with criteria of when to input a new record. 

Furthermore, title change criteria in AACR specifically for IRs don’t distinguish between 
changes on subsequent iterations and changes between simultaneous iterations, and thus it 
does not directly conflict with a provider neutral policy of allowing the same record to 
describe simultaneous e-IRs that have slightly different titles. 21.2B1 merely allows for a 
change “of the same integrating resource,” without elaborating further. Neither does, for 
example, AACR deal specifically with the issues of whether or not to record an electronic 
service provider as an added entry for an e-serial or e-IR.  

 
• OCLC: Bibliographic formats and standards:  Guidelines for inputting new records: 

bibliographic formats and standards: 4.1 General guidelines, Guidelines: for print IRs it 
mentions print title change rules (no new record for changed title). Otherwise, the guidelines 
do not directly address the issue of when to input a new record for online IRs.   

 
 
ALCTS: the document, Differences between, changes within: guidelines on when to create a new 
record: Section C. Integrating resources. As an AACR2-centric document, ALCTS may or may 
not wish to synchronize this document with PCC policy including this and the aggregator neutral 
policy for electronic serials. Observations: A logical “given” in this section is that two or more 
IRs that exist simultaneously and represent the same resource require separate descriptions. If 
this documentation is to be updated to reflect the provider neutral policy, some of these rules 
may have to be amended to conform to the provider neutral policy. For example, according to 
C1A. Title proper, any difference in title on simultaneous iterations is a major change. However, 
there are times when simultaneous e-IRs from different service providers will have slightly 
different titles and according to the provider neutral practice a new record should not be input. 
This is especially true for C1C. Other title information (i.e., any difference on simultaneous 
iterations is a major change). On the other hand, other rules should not have to be amended: for 
example, regarding C1D. Statement of responsibility, and C4B. Name off publisher, distributor, 
etc., the CONSER/BIBCO guidelines for the Provider Neutral approach would establish upfront 
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that a “provider” is not recorded as a statement of responsibility nor as a publisher and thus is not 
considered under this document’s criteria for inputting a new record. (Stakeholders=Task Force 
To Maintain The CC:DA Publication Differences Between, Changes Within ) 
 
D. Possible timeline: 
 
• Review and approval of general provider neutral policy: This report will be submitted for 

final comment to the  PCC Policy  Committee, BIBCO, and CONSER membership  
 
Timeline: September 2007 [Group, I think we should also provide for feedback from 
autocat and other lists –Les] 
 

• Updating PCC documentation: A number of PCC members have volunteered for updating the 
Integrating resources: a cataloging manual http://www.loc.gov/catdir/pcc/bibco/irman.pdf. 
Many areas of revision have been anticipated by the provider neutral record task group and 
incorporated into the draft guidelines of the attached appendix. It is hoped that members of 
the provider neutral record task group will also be available to participate in the revision of 
the cataloging manual.  

 
Timeline: Begin revision of Integrating resources: a cataloging manual October 2007, 
complete a working draft by the end of December 2007. 

 
• Review, discussion (email; CONSER-at-large, ALA Midwinter, Jan. 2008), and approval of 

new documentation by CONSER/BIBCO members, PCC Policy Committee 
 
Timeline:  Spring 2008 

 
• Publication and implementation of changed procedures and documentation  

 
Timeline: Spring 2008 
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Appendix  
 
A. Draft statement of scope and guide for original cataloging of remote access electronic 
integrating resources (e-IRs) incorporating a provider neutral policy (including record 
consolidation procedures) (adapted from: CONSER cataloging manual, Module 31.2, B.) 
 
1. Scope  
 
This policy is limited to remote access electronic resources that are available simultaneously 
from two or more different electronic service providers (one of which may or may not be the 
original publisher or society) but are essentially the same resource and consist of the same 
content. When there is significant difference between the content of the e-IRs that would indicate 
they are actually different works, the provider neutral policy should not be applied.  Alternate 
language versions: these normally do not constitute a language edition but merely a search 
interface in another language or a Web page with “translated” content not equivalent to the main, 
original language page. See Integrating resources:  a cataloging manual, IR.10.4) 
 
The policy focuses on providing a bibliographic description of the IR as issued by the publisher 
or other original source (such as a scholarly society) of the content. The record representing the 
online version contains information applicable to all versions being distributed by all electronic 
service providers. The provider-neutral record does not contain information specific to any one 
particular provider, with the exceptions of citing the source upon which the record was based and 
providing access points for variant titles that some providers use for the resource.. Provider 
names are not added to uniform titles as qualifiers, given as name headings or mentioned in 
issuing body notes. Notes about access restrictions, format, or system requirements specific to 
particular providers also are not given. As CONSER/BIBCO catalogers consolidate existing 
multiple records for an online IR, the URL of all versions will be given on the remaining record. 
 
 
 
2. Draft Guidelines for Record Creation and Record Consolidation: Provider-Neutral Record  
 Creating an original record 
Which provider 
site is the 
description based 
on? 

Preferred sources: 
*   Publisher's/Society’s (creator of content) site  
*   Host (other provider version) 
 

008 Code as for any online IR.  
 

022 Give the ISSN of the electronic version in $a; give the ISSN of the print in 
$y 
 

130/240 Assign as for any IR, per LCRI 25.5B 
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245 Record the title from the preferred source of the current iteration. 
246 Make added entries for title variants as for any IR 

246 1 $i Title from HTML header: $a [Title] 
246 11 [title for German part of website] 
 
 Also include variants from other known provider versions 
Examples: 
246 1 $i Some provider versions have title: $a [Title] 
246 1 $i Some versions have French title: $a [Title] 
 

250 Record only edition statements originating from the original 
publisher/society; ignore statements that pertain specifically to provider 
versions.  
 

260 $a, $b, $c Record the first named place and publisher in the current online iteration. 
The place/publisher should be applicable to all online versions and thus, 
should not reflect a particular digitizer or provider version or interface. 
 
Dates if given, as much as possible, should be based on content from the 
original publisher/society and be applicable to all provider versions  
 

310 Generally include if the frequency of updates is dictated by the original 
publisher/society and is readily ascertainable 

362 Record beginning and ending dates per rules and CONSER/BIBCO practice. 
This information should be based on content from the original 
publisher/society and  be applicable to all provider versions (see also 260) 
 
 

440, 490, 8XX Do not treat provider names as series statements in the provider neutral 
record. 
 

500 general General notes for the most part should be applicable to all providers. 
500 Source of title Record source of title proper as usual. However, also add the provider 

version used for description. See examples in Integrating resources : a 
cataloging manual. 
 

500/550 Do not note providers as the digitizer. 
506 Do not use, unless restrictions apply to all versions and formats of the IR. An 

example is a "classified" government document for which access is always 



restricted. If specific access restrictions are considered useful in the 
CONSER/BIBCO record, give in $z of field 856. 

  
538 Recommendation from CONSER Standard Record practices for serials: 

Provide a mode of access note only  for access  methods other than 
through the World Wide Web. 

Give system requirements notes only when all provider versions require 
special software or technical conditions. 

 
710/730 Do not make added entries for the name of service provider. 

 
776 Add linking field for known versions in other formats when there is a record 

to link to. Include the corresponding ISSN when available. 
856 Give the applicable URLs for current iterations. Optionally, provider names 

may be given in $z, different coverage dates in $3. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Record Consolidation and Deleting Duplicates 
If multiple records exist for a title describing it as a part of several provider packages, one record 
should be selected for CONSER/BIBCO authentication and others reported for deletion. 
*   Select one record to maintain: prefer a CONSER/BIBCO record if one is available. If there 
are multiple CONSER/BIBCO records, prefer a record authenticated by NSDP or ISSN Canada 
(see also appropriate documents: CEG C7.3 and OCLC Enhance guidelines for additional 
guidance on record selection). 
*   Add the URL of the provider version for which you are providing access and/or copy 856 
fields from the records you are reporting for deletion and record them on the record you are 
keeping. 
*   Remove fields that are provider specific, e.g. 710/730 or 440 for provider names; notes which 
only apply to one provider. 
*   Authenticate the record if it is not a CONSER/BIBCO record; report the other records as 
duplicates. 
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B. Some examples of original source creator (publisher, society, institution, etc.) v. service 
provider or host: 
 
Medline (source: National Library of Medicine; also available via OCLC, 
EBSCO, OVID, Cambridge Scientific Abstracts, etc.) 
PAIS international (source Cambridge scientific abstracts; also available 
also via OCLC, OVID/Silverplatter, etc.?) 
Art index/fulltext/abstracts (source Wilson; also available via OCLC 
FirstSearch, others?) 
Sociological abstracts (source CSA; also available via OVID/Silverplatter, 
OCLC FirsSearch, etc.?) 
CINAHL (source: CINAHL Information Systems; also available via OCLC 
FirstSearch, OVID/Silverplatter) 
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C. Browse results example for the title “Agrigola” to illustrate the present situation (multiple 

records) 
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D. Mock up of merged record for the purpose of illustrating the hypothetical product of the 
implementation of a provider neutral policy (not necessarily reflecting any final conclusions 
about cataloging policy decisions nor even necessarily a thorough and accurate rendition). 
Record is based on the provider version: Community of Science. 
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Original publisher/institution Source of information:  
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About page 

 
 
 
Version (in this case, Community of Science (COS)) upon which this mockup is based 
(Cataloger has access to this version, institution is paying for access, etc.): 
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About page 
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