Guide 6: Enhancing & Editing non-RDA Integrating Resource Records


6B6BEnhancing & Editing non-RDA Integrating Resource Records
Scope: This document has been written for catalogers not familiar with non-RDA cataloging codes who are updating PCC-level non-RDA records for integrating resources. The document addresses general concerns only. Catalogers working with non-textual resources (e.g., audio files, cartographic resources), special subjects (law, music, religion), or rare/preservation resources should consult community-specific guidelines.
These guidelines are, necessarily, at a general level.  Record editors are advised to keep a few thoughts in mind:

· Do *not* remove valid AACR2 elements or valid RDA elements when enhancing records (rather than re-describing). Do not recode the descriptive rules for these minor additions. The goal of editing a bibliographic record should be focused on enhancing the record to improve user access to the resource by contributing to the user tasks: find, identify, select, and obtain.

· Be nice! Avoid ‘editing wars’ that are merely stylistic (such as style of note).

· Do no harm!  Retain elements that are correct, even if you would not normally supply them yourself. If it's not wrong, leave it alone.

· Ask first if you are not sure. Use existing channels (such as the PCC, CONSER, and BIBCO listservs), contact individuals that have been trained on RDA, email UULChelp4rda@loc.govUU , etc.
Background: Changes to integrating resources records are difficult to classify into neat bundles because all levels (work, expression, manifestation, item) may change over time and at the same time.  At present, the Task Group lacks adequate experience in applying RDA to non-RDA records to determine the answer to the following questions:
· What changes to a non-RDA (AACR2, AACR1, or pre-AACR1) record using a hybrid (RDA) approach would render a record unintelligible?


· Should some types of changes (e.g., changes to authorized access points representing a work/expression) trigger re-coding a record to RDA if the authorized access point would not be valid under non-RDA codes? One example might be a genealogical blog whose creator under RDA would be the name of the family.


· Can integrating resource records be cooperatively maintained according to more than one code simultaneously? Or, if a record is edited in ways uniquely reflective of RDA, might maintenance require that catalogers have training in RDA (and therefore be able to maintain the record using that code)? For example, if relator codes are added to authorized name headings by one PCC participant, would subsequent participants be expected to maintain that data in addition to any other changes being made to the record? As another example, if 336-338 fields are added to the record by one participant or by an automated program, would subsequent maintainers be expected to maintain changes in content type (e.g., for a Web site that begins by uploading cartographic images and then adds cartographic datasets)?

Recommendations: 
· During the pre-January 2013 Interim Period, PCC should charge a task group of catalogers specializing in cataloging integrating resources to investigate issues related to hybrid records and recommend best practices.

· In the meantime, catalogers should add/update descriptive fields in accordance with the Integrating Resources Manual (BIBCO Participants’ Manual Appendix A or CONSER Cataloging Manual Module 35).
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