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1vcopy. However1 a time-lag still axiata between the arrival of the ;f‘yiyx
“f‘:book and of the LC cataloguing information. The study also identifies
.ffother techniQues which‘speed up cataloguing by cutting down on |

‘dl d.repetitiva aotivities. i

'5.!The data collected dealt with the changes-made in LC catalogue copy

'%;‘_employed to speed up cataloguing-. f% ;“'_Q7 ¢31j~;; L

': S~

i ‘cataloguing meﬂ ods smp oyed by ‘Ven selected Western Cana‘dian -
. : L.& :‘,-'.

; / '..' YDA ¢
:Congress cata_ guing could be achieved by the use of unrevised LC -

l

S o L me

‘A The dati for“‘ the study (Chapters three and four) wer‘e e \.

: obtained from a- questigadaire completed by each library, followed by

- L ~_“_.

’interviewing, completibn of a checklist and peraonal observation. ’hfv??;d

x4

'

Cpg the libraries surveyed and two main gronps of catanguing methods 'Efif

Fn
.o""" .

The high percentage of original cataloguing done, and the '*'dil,}

existence of backlpgs in the seven libraries,ras well as the _ ;1_2
1imitations of the Canadian,Universities Shartd Cataloguing Programme,,}f

’ o : \ : N ‘f" ‘
suggest the need for a more embracing cooperative arrangement among =

\ . . -

large libraries across the country. The first part ofi%hg data

(Chapter three) indicates developing areas of standardization, a-.gfxg;xf

prereqﬁisite for effective cooperation.. {?iA,*f%iﬁd»v~g .Jr:;C

Tpe speed-up,techniques idehtified may prove useful to other

~

1ibraries concerned with moderating costs and at the - same time more ;3:7"’

qUickly mee'ing uaer needs.:i"1fhiﬂf‘_ ‘”5"‘ha}".ii}}“fﬁ;r”f“~““







OF_CONTENTS "

fﬁl' INTRODUCTION i ;“u.;ﬂ.”;i;i:.,i( R
R R e T >

CHAPTER 1: ,,;i{:;';‘4”$?11{$‘_J.;Agi?f;?},,L.i

Background ‘e R TS SR

Literature survey ;Jﬁ.g ;a;_;.;*;fi.;'.?l'} o : ;l;*,;;.;}.:f.fl'S

| Mcthodology | .affif,jiffﬁ;-;;,f.};f;i.;.?;ji.;l.v;»L..V:5,L':f725:'
ukji/l CHAPTER 111---:;7;~ﬁfj};-gﬁ;;;’.;.i;t;‘;f;';_.f}flgi 73'.3;;:};?1l713$:f;
'l;; 'LFindingS“':Changes/made in:LC:céééloéulhg;k;,; };;lw ;u? . °.;:51c;33':l

) .Gﬂneral . ' . ce s ' ' o o e l"'. : o- cﬂ"-vvr : - o ': : 33'

N L o . »'1 . L _ A‘-”L). R . o >_ i T»_‘:

".Tj{ .L':lfff”fxnescriptive cataloguing - ;‘i_._,jfﬁ,;g{Jf{i,‘Q:.f;f'ﬂ45'

v TwiSubject cataloguing ..,4
el A S T SR
CH,APTER Iv: T 4' . e !‘ \2 ‘_.‘- ‘:‘. -_.0 '00w ":c‘- o e

'ffiﬂdiugsi-‘Speed-up techniques in catalogufhg f'giT H»j f:>4f fﬁd{'_

e 5G*§?ﬁanick cataloguing techniqu s*" z,fl{fﬂf,il- i ; »l ‘_gll:

. \\Smary e e :\\‘ . .
IR .{_' 4’\". . ' -‘» : . l‘.,‘ ',
R 4Recommendation3;;» o

lf;:,. Conclusion Q-}i.l;ué,;'g :5} g;J R %?flﬁ*'-fij":f,;l.;f';ijf;;_

N BIBLIOGRAPHY




APEENDIX 1..€15

| Questionnaire . ; .'}‘i SERIRNNPEEN
‘;Aékgﬂblihzf .ij;;;‘.-;L;#:J;‘; , ,ﬁ'
UC. Simplifﬂed cataloguing gﬁidé‘f

APPENDIX 3. .o. o. .'.‘u‘-'.".o Oﬁlob

oo Pteparing cataloguiqg lopy ..: ‘
APP,ENDIX 4- ‘o'/ ¢ o‘ : o ,-.5 I‘ a . .‘ . . ,u‘ "’ / ., -N.,. S -]- - h .'o . .'~ . - 137 . '1'.
Canadiaﬁ{Universities Sha§p§-Cdfélbgpihgﬁfrpgramméi . R ."; B
Statistics "o e .. :o ‘0 s e e e - LI ) .0‘ L] . - . t - . '.t‘.’O "l ' . . 137 o

e B L R e !

e,
= . o ' o
g ' 2 -
I S S
I3 i N T o - P
- ’ S . T . K . < e kN
- . L S . R N Vo E K
- )., L * .‘- - é '. : T . P "
A AT T
Ch . o k
. v N R i o P
s . o L Tee @
7 g .- i T
N - . e N . : . ) . 3
- e, . ! . ” P ’
S - . . v . b
P - . -0t i . L R
Y ", T B .
i - i . . . . . o X3
: . A 8 . L
: - N : o . S
R : < e X S iy . IR
- v : ~ s - : : " T :
~ o o ‘ '
Ca e p Y
. » - N '
- - . R K i ’
. -
. C el ;
o oA < vi-‘ e . v



“ i, LIST OF TABLES

52;1\?L Random number eelection pattern ‘;'7“' 3 LT ey
0 3-;f{ﬂ Total library collection related to cataloguing staff e 33 .
3-2 .Major areas of modificat:lon to the LC classificat:lon S 35

33 Changes in call numbers ER .;f f "mrr - '7~1f ”1’?;:42

Ui

SN 3k ‘..'_Changes :ln xtain entries R ST 1 2

3-5, Preliminary ‘pages- : e L ) | 9/

03-6 - ‘Changee 1rx addeﬁ e tries EEEETS RS L f -7

‘ 4-017? Average number of t‘ tles catalo ued per pereon per mont:h 60 -

| ' 62
| ':.iss_ .

at




-: activities are acquisitions and cataloguing, normallgEBubdivisions of ‘iﬂb

The funttions of a uniwereity-may ﬁg described aa the

transmission and exteneion of knowledge.. Tha university library

- 4

.....

accumulating, organizing and makingwavailable books, man:bcripts, 'T“f;-‘

-

journals and other materials. . -{H ;”i . ".i_’f; f“ o ,,.,' rgg T.

..

ments has not followed a' uniform pattern. Traditibn, personnel
physical arrangements financial considerations, curricula, types of
L

collections, and the personalities and attitudes ‘of aﬂﬁinﬁstrative

-9

officers, all account for variations..sin?rézent years, there has been

increasing experimentation with departmental organization, and it‘i?’

. ' M

1ikely t this will continue.‘ The Iarge number of variables, how~*

, ever, renders generalizations regarding a preferred departmental

. subject cataloguing and classifica!an.' Since most cataloguing

organization difficult if not impossible., In the majority of large
university libraries, departmental organization revolves around the

functional units. Two of the major functional groupings of library
- L

,\'

technical service operations...f o ‘.'i'_>ff | °;9'
| The cataloguing department prepares and maintains the records
which reveal the poldings of the library The major operations |
gnvolved in this preparation consist~of descriptive cataloguing,

s

departments combine the cataloguing and classifying operatﬂbns,"

R

I cataloguing and classification are often referred to_as, simply,

J
cataloguing , and this study will fo lo pt - practice. Whe only
_/t j

' A [ . w g ) %

~ea L7 . ﬁ .

: ’£_~ The division of university libraries into functional depart- o

- ,—“‘) :
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lons,

8 concerned;'houever, thei .

- N

“alogﬂihg:refers to the making of entries which '}'
,u,provide aistinguishing bibliographical information for every item in ,f‘
.the collection.- The classification function is directed toward an . ;
orderly arrangement within subject géoups of the materials being :
‘ . processed. Classification and subject cataldguing represent efforts
to, display the contents of the library 8 holdings. the«cgtaquging
QJ_:department, ordinarily, has the responsi%ility fOr cataloguing anﬂ~
‘.cclassifying books, periodicals newspapers, other serials, pamphlets,
._documents, manuscriptgfis well astnon-book materials of all’ sorts.‘,

'-The product of the department consists of" necessary records for the

hpublic catatqgue, the official catalogue, the shelf*list, library

“:"catalogues for other departments and any other IOcally required

i..ting libraries..

[

'; catalogues.-The department may also have the responsibility for o

' maintainﬂ'g a union catalogue of cards received from various coo?éraﬁiv |

."
@ E -.,DELD!ITATION“ L e

This study dqgls with the cataloguiug of books only, a book

e

-n';'being taken as a printed and'published monograpzrof at leas:§f;rfy~~ _u~:

L ) g .
Anine pages” excluding its cover pages., Serials age excluded as are o
. \;',. ._.'\ LI S . E :
gdyerﬁment publicatioﬁb. : ‘;’ IR SRR
| R I
- - '.' . — x
'oL‘-. T :
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'}1'«,ff - »*“>ﬁéu_,,}ﬁ‘f_DErlgrrlous. |
Cataloguing practice comprehends descriptive cataloguing. subject
| cataloguing and classificdtion. This msy varz from library ‘to’ library '

A\
4 and within an individual library, from time to time. .

Lc is the abbreviated form for the Library of Congress at thhington,

fD. C., whith\i_;ggspansible among other thingszgor the. production-and ‘ f

-

distribution of cataloguing copy, rules an services in»theihnited

States. }n this study the abbreviation will refer, essentially, to |

' g L ’ . .
d o o .
A . .4

o Title Ii-c:f By Title 11, Rart c, of th; United States Higher Educa-‘*’

Lo

o ’Tthe cataloguing copy provided.

ition Act of 1965 funds were transferred by Congress to the Libraridn
,b of Congress for the purpose of' i) acquiring, so far -as possible, all

jlibrary materials curréﬁtly published throughout the world which are
ﬁ&:of value to scholardhip, and ii) providing catalogue infarmation for

’ thesg materials prqmptly after receipt sdistributing bibliographic

: informaﬁion by printing catalogue cards or by other means, and iii)

-enabling the Library q; Congress to ‘use for exchange and other ;%rp
purposes sugh ofathese.faterials is are’ not needed for its own
'-ﬂcollections.‘ .'f &-- \'?yf‘ L }f'h | | ":,-,-- .
The, Act'providestfor three activitiesr: a) the Library of
fCongress is authorized to become globally comprehensive in acquiring .-f;f
l currently—published materials of scholarly interest,,b) ‘a, biblio— .">s‘

1B » e

graphic record is to be created for- these titles shortly after receipt

(that is, within t ree to four weeks) and c) ‘this bibliographic record*fyi
is to be distributed by printed catalogue cards -or by other means, ‘

» .
-

3
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By this action Congness' i) fully recognized for the fitst -f '
: {'time,.the importance of granting federal aid and assistance toward |

;dolving the problem of catﬁloguing in the United Statee- and i1) gave

the Library ﬁngress a clear mandate to provide new and‘hnﬂaulleled

. servicés for the benefit of academic and research libraries. _
e oo o '/',, R ° e Wt e e

¢ - N .
0 . T

; NPAC stands for: the National Program for Acquisitions and Cataloging,

e N .
which arose out of Title Il activities.. K

/

gég_ (acronym for 'Machine-Readable Cataloguing ) is a suBscription
_.service nhich provides.weekly issues of . magnetic tape. containing :

-‘tbibliggraphic despription -and Jlassification in machine-readable form. -
,,for a11 English language monographs cufrently catalogued at the Libr\!y

of Congress. Monographs in other languages are being gradually

incorporated MARC I refers to. the feasibility study for the project, ‘1
» and'MARC I tﬂ<itf curreat operational phase. 't - ""‘- f~;“”;~ﬁlfjt’j?¢
| . ; | Y T e
FASTCAT is a temporary cataloguing techniquép It is mLinly designed toA'
.ffmake new books immediately available to readers pend}ng the receipt»of

| cataloguing copy, when the books will be given full cataloguing. In Zil
~‘FASTCAT. each book is given a temporary book identification number whiéi;“.
"may be labelled on the spine, and by which the book.is shelved. SOme _ ’.
'_libraries use broad supject classification symbols,fdr:this purpose, ‘ffk
bnumbering serially within the zigad subject 80 that books shelve in : j
broad subject groups.' Others simply use book accession numbers 80. that )
books shelve in one sequence, according to their order of Q?rival 2

',irrespective of their subject area. Since the numbering, either way,-'

is in chronological order, 1t is a simple matter to identify those . ;'Ji,v

. '.v T . ST R
LY > “ . . n - . . e, Y
“ o . N . : . . K} PP °
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~to deal comprehpnsively with»-tl&e\.problem of prov&ding cata],oguing

in_-f_ ' ation for books promptly and economically, by including this

- collation statenent,s required adjustments» The Library of Coﬂgress

. conducted from June 1958 to February 19‘59‘ by Q.'he Library ot Congress, X

L o e N M . oYy
Lo o . " L. . & SN e ' -‘
1 .. . ":‘ ""?‘ Liay . < 4 t .. . W
e ol ) ) A '“ ,°"". . e ve, A .. “ ‘ . ; 5& ‘

4 "1
books for wh‘ch copj' has not been recei@ed after a pfedetwincd timc,r(

.. ‘ . [} ot )

- 80 that they may b’e given original catgloguip,g D o .

- L '.'
.. > .

"r ¢ - “ o P »' e

CataMIn—Source (CIS) was, the first practical experiment meant' 7\

.. .-) .t

infomn tion as an ifrtegral pa'nt of the book it’self 1 Th:ls was S o
Lo - ".A' D

making use of printers page proof,s obtad.ned from publishers for- :
\.v R ‘) N B

this pY pose.. By ,the end of the e:gperiment mgre than h’al.f»ﬁ entrles
proved to be. accurate. In thegemaining &n.tries. almost half the oo |
s
stopped. the project b'ecause, according to 'its report, the exp’eriment. ,

to that point show{d that the underlyir& pur;pse to ascertain whether P '
a permanent fulll scale programme could be justifiaed in terms. of .

¥

financing, technical considegtions anddl‘xci.lity, could not be met. \ :

“But librarians remained very agér for this servite. oY 5
- R . - . ‘e ) R {,“,v i
l P L e | “ .‘" - .&i . ."}"" B L ‘-’,--/I»‘«-, e
Cataljing In Publication (CIP),'th was begun in JulS' 1971 again »
210 ’ &7 L.t
by the Library of Congress, is substantially ‘the' sgme °pr§8$ame~as o

Cacaloging—In—Source of 1958/59 exdept thpt ttfe time %ll&%dﬁ‘or ‘E‘x

taloguing by the Library of: Congreés ﬁas been extended' from, tweh-t‘ye

'..ﬂ!-

#x:
'»

€0

four hours to one wegk. . To, gain this extr ) tfme, several elemetkts .
£ - LN 5 Yy, e e
éonsidered to be eaeily»pbtainable by cataloguers in ld:braries we {0 ’ﬂ‘&%ﬁ ’

- z KN M

' the local li'b‘rary when Jhe book is received Under the, CIP pqpppsal;
e

. ‘;} :. .

omitted from ghe GIP entry. These elements have *to be fnrnihhed 'by »
,?'f;,

publishers send complete sets of galley proofs,

. - -
‘8 v .. . B R 0.

6
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proofs, as galleys are proﬂuced at a considerab!y,earlier stage in the}'f
: ‘4$! g .
pubyéshiashhycle. In the earlier GIS experimanﬁ, the gné@ﬁest number

. of errors occurred ih the collation, followéd B&aéhe imprint, and 1: e
) was deciéed<;hat both‘!lements would be among those to be omitted {
? from thexglé\ontry. _;_‘ ‘fi.’dﬁfév'_“". ;;f‘p ',:.; ,-a,‘fi'ﬁf
g ‘. L P ,i‘j' o
.'L:Proofﬂli 8, Afroof aheets resulting ftom running ﬁ%& LC card copy on
' 'f,.sheets 8t paper, five cards pen sheet:, may l;e‘ purchased from the“._ oy
_ _‘:,-Library of Conggghs.f?roofslips are the she;.tus out int:o cardv size. '

ey
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Two basic problems librarians havﬁ*been trying tO B°1¢z f°t »,'i
\ 4 "

) over a century, are.A reducing’the high cost of cataloguing opera-';b_f*{

1

‘t;tions, and gge shortenihgoof’the time that elapses between the o v““

.':’publication of a book and its availability to the patron. Of the «A;.f- .

A I

'»studies that ﬁave been done, the emphasis has been primarily on the

o

a solution of the above problems might lie in “;

,ards, pioneered (1893) by the Library Bureau, o
"taken over later (1897) by the American Library Association, and

[‘subseguently (190&) by th@ Library of Congress. jf;]gl'g*tlﬁi fﬁfi;j. :fﬁ

Thrbughout the twentieth century, the Library of<Congress has

_l;held a dominant position in cataloguing in the English-speaking world.‘ ;g

5

:7'The recent increase in its cataloguing coverage of the world' ;d_y';',f*?

‘1publishing butput and the increasiqg tendency on the part of academic ;?-;,

"libraries to. use, with lesa and less change, LC data have given -f7~A-;<—;

A ,: ot : v

:Library of Congress catalogui g its primacy in cataloguing services.;f @

59 .

‘ national bofders a’ barrier to the ?13'

bth' As it has never

]f:;distribution of its cataloguing oopy,‘maﬂy Canadian librarino have "5ﬁT:t9

. / "
flong taken advantage of the cataioguing information ﬂgpplied directly

g‘or indirectly, by

r

'f’required in their .own catalogue depattments. The main benefits consist

; L% _—k‘

'of the provision by the: Eibrary of CQngress oflcatalaguing copy, __:tjic

'i'either on prodfslips or in the multi-volume sets of its printed

£ ’.,»'a“"_ e . X r R R E A



d}ff catalogue, carryiﬂg.the LC (and now, also. the Dewey and Nstional :_;f];

Library of Médicine) call number, Lc descrfptive cataloguing and

E has brought notably fewer practical benefits.ﬂzxa« o

:f:even months, the acquisition of a title by most Canadian librariés -ji?’-g

'?'in machine-readable form.,tz

s

R " &u

i) restricted to Canadian it r

world over have'found it advantageous to. use its services.r

' "fiseventy-five-year-old service, ';”‘

'w-fsubject headings, a?d the maintenance ervice provided to keep both
" its. classification Jthedules and'subject heading 1ist suitably | |
';,contemporary. And so, despite the faa§ thst the Library of Congress‘,:-v

”hiis primarily an, Ameriéan governmental library, large libraries the

‘_w'f\""

"_.t

The existence of Canadiana as a source of cataloguing copy,. ,_ﬂ

S and starting only in'1950

’, ii) Canadiana entries are available in proofslip bqt not

3
&,

',catalogue card stock and have only j

e

o appear (October 1973)

us\\begun t

:

3,. iii) an. entry in Canadiana normally follows by some weeks, or

ia;by which time they have had to catalogue the item themselves,

N

k},findividuaily..,;*-




. Cost-Studfes.'ff:

;Inp‘ 25; rne—cafiaog Section of the Americ n Library _1‘~ B

= 'Aasociatiou drew ‘up a "Plan for an’ investigation int,, and aureport

- Qa‘on, the cost of oataloging,"; which contained aigetai

e

N cataloguing activities tq be measured. Nothing was dony with this

' standards of production within their cataloguing departménts.

Reports, neariy thirty years laten, indicated that the_\‘f?_ tffa;

) N .issue was still one of grave concern to librarians. Berkowitz3iidl

;published in 1961 a comparative study of the costs of cataloguing ‘

R o
,;.books using.LC catalogue cards versus original cataloguing methods,

;:and estimated that it cost almost 27¢ more per card to produce by h:f f}ﬁ
'°;origina1 cataloguing.,. 1;\;:;;:5 | : S b.‘f-lf;%

_‘-,

1American Library Association._ Catalog Section. _"Papers.‘zif.

‘_'_and proceedings of ‘the’ forty-seventh annua}l: meeting," American ,;,nggji;
'vu;»Library Association Bulletin, XIX (July, 1925), pp 278- 6. S

2Robert A. Miller, "Cost acconnting for libraries,’af.."s

’-f,'technique for determining the labor-cost of: acquisitions and. cat-i?f»‘ S
‘_aloging work R Library Quarterly, VII (October, 1937), pp. 511—36.;_-{*W-"

3Albert Berkowitz, "A study of the costs of cataloging

.',books with Library of _Congress. catalog cards-and by original cat-? SR
e aloging methods," Colleg _and Research Libraries XXIV (March, 1§63),1 S

, __'N_..pp. 126-30. - T R

Tt g s B R HC S UT LR



wh

s x , :
.g.Research Libraries (ARL) in his 1§66 intrbductibn to 'Gharscteristica_‘—

'so‘,

Skipper,4 Executive Secretary Qf the [American] Association of

A

x _;of the difficulties'inherent in a programme to improve the availabil—
l7v’library community could no longer Eflerate the existing situation.j;*
uJanuary 1965 6 the Board recommended that the Association give the

jfhighest priority during the next few years to developing a programmejfﬂ

T“for decreasing the amount of original cataloguing, WOrking in f?ff

"iﬁ“libraries, loc. cit., Pe. 55. Lo T

F]of~cataloging in researéh-libraries‘, estimated that:it was cpsting¢

from two to five times as much,to catalogue a book independently as it

w"did to perform this operation with good catalogue copy available. His

A

ﬁ‘speech, the next year before the International Federation of Library

b

. 7V.Associations (IFLA), clearly showed that the ARL hadwbecome deeply

fconcerned over the situation._\fﬁ'f flg.flfull'f_;flif'i" \*fm

ﬁ7"The Association of Research Libraries accepted thex_.‘l"'?”

-principle that it was e¢onémica11y wasteful socially .

ji unjustifiable, -‘and . professionally irresponsible for the :
_greater majority.of ‘books entering their collectiOns to oo
. be cataloged more- than once.?5;'. = ‘ _ s

~

¥

'“fAlthough the Associatiou s~Board of Directors was already well aware

e

\

-f__ity of catalogue copy, it was evident that the economy of &he research \,

P

s - S
Thus, at the sixty-third meeting of the Association, in ;

. o

l‘James E Skipper,:“The characteristics of c_taloging in

S ‘research libraries,"” Association of Research Libraries. * Minutes of ,l.*y{g
.‘j~the Sixty—eig*th Meeting (New York City, July 9 1966),.pp. 55-81.gfa,;5

I SJameS E. Skipper,'"International implications of the shared;j S
”'iCataloging'?Togram, introductory~statement," g; XVII (1967), =

Sk#pper,;"The characteristics of cataloging in research j;;ﬂ*h



conjunction with representatives of the Library of Congress and other f

library groups. This was, in view of the subg; 'fial_cost nf u,fljdf

. , :

ﬂ"? ‘“

cataloguing in research libraries, the rising percentage of original .;uf
&cataloguing that was necessary (47 libraries reported an aserage of
- 46 per cent original cataloguing required in 1963). and the increasing’fﬂ

-,

1%rrearages of uncatalogued materiais (the same reporting libraries

vff_indicated that their arrearage increased at ‘an’ average of 160 per cent‘**

'-ﬁfpointed out that the ARL libraries were spending around $18 million‘77 o

,'fduring the previﬁps/ten years) ‘d"f:vf: _.ﬂe-_,";ntfjf}.V”"”

During the Association 8. discussion of the issue, it was B

tf 'each ybar for cataloguing and had over 1 2 million volumes in un-jfﬁ,';fz

'j;catalogued arrearage. Given the exponential growth of librafy -

'1'7Qcollections, these figures would grow to truly unmanageable

g”proportions and the concerned instituti ns required a solution to ‘

'?jthis problem.‘ The membership of the ARL therefore, unanimously

"endorsed the recommendation of the Board and a Shared Cataloging

Committee was formed.; The Committee consulted with the Library of.,

1 . '; /

7

,Congress, and the proposal resulted in the formation of the(Library &jfﬁ

of Congress National Program for Acquisitions and Cataloging and

'
Lk

Regional Acquisitions., Ishimoto8 has recently studied the impact of‘ 'fi

»;NPAC on university libraries and discovered that the programme has

hadka significant beneficial effect on the university lihraries she Eﬁijf'

<y

Ibidl’ pl 560 _‘. e

i 8Carol Ishimoto, "The National Program for Acquisitions and
Cataloging., 4ts impact on uhiversity libraries " Collegg and Research

.Q:” Libraries, XXXIV Gﬂarcb, 1973), pp. 126-36 R _:_J_‘;JAQ



expefi““éd by most librariea in recent years, had contrib :

"tﬂv deal towards reducing’cataloguing costs, and increaaing b&bliographic i
j{*,ﬂ compatibility with the Library of Congress. Elrod9 had earlier, |

'.i conducted a similar survey of a similar programme *’QA Canadian program

o Ptl of shared cataloguing among certain academic libraries in Canada."”i”

He considered the experience in cooperation and some reduction of

r e -

backlogs as gains. But with the refunding of the NPAC uncertain each

year, the main value of the Canadian programme is seen as the insurance '7

it offers should the American programme (NPAC) be drastically curtailed.
v ’ . MJ*_“: o

'~;f‘j[”j‘ij | Fasana and Fall 10 in an- article on the processing'costs

‘.

for science monographs in the Columbia University Libraries reported;7

the average cost per volume as $10 26 Raymond and Francie’i}vahn?igpjxﬁ“
discussing whether Canadian universities should do their own cataloguing
or use LC copy, concluded that whereas in the past the answer to thisi' '

J,(

question was an inevitable yes to local cataloguing, by 1968 the,‘m

ﬁg"}ff answer was not so certain because of the Library of Congress Shared

e R o

l in’ and Acquisition Program._ The article adds that the cost of

41n research 1ibraries, was by then“approximately 16 .,.;

"A Canadian program of shared cataloguing,",:ﬂffff
XXVIII (May, 1971), pp.f722-24 Be o

n ’James E Fall "Processing costa for
Columbia University Librarie#," Librarz LT
ices' XI (Winter, 1967), Pe 114. -f'l.'af’k;i"l

; ciS» HIs this trip really JR
ries. do their own. cataloguing? " Vs
4 35_37'“ L?.“' AT L




13

‘ ffh:per cent offtotal 1ihrary opprating expenditures. Brsgzis, at the = h

o RS \Lv‘ v

"q“University of Tbronto, made a. salary cost study for LC copy cat-~r

,,.':“ alaguing versus Original cataloguing, in 1968/69. His figures {fl,'f?f:l '

‘v'~‘ The results indicated that, at Toronto, the cost of original

N

“"1 for which a CALBPC master file card has not yet been prepared, andx

..-cataloguing was nearly fohr times greater than LC copy cataloguing.lg.;‘?

ygave the charges for the Centre '8 products as*' $1 85 for titles f;)7y"'

ft f! savings involved in libraries using LC copyﬁfor their cataloguing.,

included descriptive cataloguing, subject analysis snd classification.:.”tff

N\,

Hewitt and Rebuldela,13 in a repoft of the feasibility studies and ST

‘ "

development of the Colorado Acfdemic Libraries Boot Processing Centre;ﬂ“

: s,

previously processed by the Centre° $2 35 fbr titles with LC copy, but ;

$3 95 for original\cataloguing. This illustrates the significant ﬁwzifg;fif:

-

. . [y .
o -

Tine Stuctes. e e

"ile administrators may be mainly concerned with the high

fffépercentage of the budget that goes into technical services, librarians

v'j _‘and library users are more goncerned with the long wait for a. book to .

' is f%ecome aware of it.v Especially for those libraries that use the '
- LA :

”f;be prepared for use.. Fundamentally, the wants of any library users

‘Sf]arereasily stated. they want material when they need or first

1f{Library of Congress system as a base for their cataloguing practice -,ﬁf:

Bulletin, XXXIV (Summer 1971), p.

.\

A

12Carol Ishimoto, _p cit., p. 129.‘ ‘

' 13Joe A Hewitt and Harriet K. Rebuldela "The Colorado
ﬂAcademic Book Processing Centre," Louisiana Librar Association :

59
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: and all the Canadian universities cqvbred fn this study do - a \N\ ;ﬁﬁf[l;r

A T
T considerable length of time can’ be saved by using Lc;cataloguingifj.u.?-
information. . “f” 1,#«,1a‘,: {ﬁ‘=,_ ~‘Vf' _;,’3j .

htime; that ié, both the time it takea to process a bo ; using either ;'n§4vf
,Lbfj,original or copy catalogﬁing, and the time-lag when ‘a cataloguer =
ST g - R
’ "decides to wait for ‘the: cataloqung copy for this purpose. A closer P‘

¢ i
‘ reflection on the time-lag problem as it applies specifically tb usipg

‘.'u.LC cataloguing?shows that at l"st two distinct time periods are ”i L _1;
1.ffb~ involg;d' the first is the/gnt rval between the,publication of a book ;'
" and tHe p‘roduction of the /cataloguing informag.oa by. the Library of = ~
;jCongress‘ the second the lag betWeen the‘production of this LC :{

L#fcat&loguing information and the availability of this information at _ []5»

the individual library requiring it for cataloguing..,kf;::,:,_

.9'-'
om

The advent of printed LC cards did not significantly affect Iii fs'””

this time-lag problem, because of delays in the.Copgright Office"
: ".-'hence the series of subsequent centralized ﬂd cooperative efforts o

m':made mainly'by the Library of Congress-in conjunction with otheﬁ& ;;155;7

;“-;1arge libraries, to solve ;his problem.~~These efforts haverbeen

-5l::qe11 covered h"Pope,;é who also cited Greer (1961), the Denver

: L o 14S. Elspeth Pope The time—lag in cataloging.;>(Metuchen,*;1355‘;v s
'[,;;;lh J. Ihe Scarecrow Press, 1973), pp.p31 46 e T e
I Roge C. Greer, The current United States national book‘“
.‘_biblio raph an_analysis of coverage with: ‘récommendations for TR S
S rovement.ry npublished Ph D. dissertation, Rutgers. University, .~ '
e 1964), Table IV, p.v76 : : LT e e

'15'
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%wy:tudies (l967), Leonard Maier and Dougherty (1967), and the

[

Angold Studies, 8 to substantiate the existence of this time-lag

problem. ,.‘;‘ » . : :‘4, vv l"’ j.‘»'.‘:.. ’..; . r 0_.. . . ‘ ' @. - "

Morrison,and M’orrison19 concluded in an empirical investigation

' f‘ of the use of LC classification’decisions in academic libraries, that |

\

their study supported the contention th\\\local libraries csn - and

d¢

do - save a great deal of time and effort as a result of the Lihrary

.f of Congress making its classification decisions available to other f :f(

H

e

‘Division University. of Denver Library..

i p. 15.

s . study,*" . Library,Resources and Technical Services, Ix (Spring, 1965),

H
1ibraries. Not only the statistical data, but also the opinions of

. the librarians involVed, point to the conclusion“that newer libraries,

such as those of the state colleges surveyed by the Mbrrisons, have

| .

';; the Library of Congress with a resultant increase in the

efficiency of the classification pfocess; ‘nor did this acceptance
. : - __"- . e “P . . 3

R , '_’{A - ERRT . . ;N‘_;’;‘ 1-.'-"-. P . ’ . ‘:,Jj 'a .:' »
16Barbara Aro, ed., CoBt: -anal sis stud > ‘Technical Services®
- {Denver , Goluy: University of
Denver, Graduate School of Librarianship, 1967), p. 53., IR R

\, N S . . o

QE 17Lawrence E. Leonard Joan M Maier and Richard M. Dougherty,

mic Libraries., (Metuohen, N J., The Scarecrow Press, 1969),

.

1'§Lin‘§a Aqgold “Cost and time. anal ysis of monograph

catalog' ng in hospital libraries:. a preliminary. . Study. ReportHNo.:mm-?

51-'(Detroit Mi®h., Wayne Stdte. University.- Schoal of Medicine.
Library and Biomedical Information Service Centre, 1969), Table l, S

: Perr? Morrison:'--and Catherine Morrison, "Use of Library of
Congress classification decisions An ‘academic librarie8° -an empirical

PP: 23542, T

e
.

; tended to accept a large proportion of the classificstion information h» 'ﬁfﬂ

'."...-"' I
LIS

rakized book . processing: - feasibilit study Baged: on’ Colorado_:;f“°‘"”'*

ot ’ s . o . . .‘ N Tl o o : g L . - .
e . :j Lo ,_-- . . : . . SR . s . B SRR
19 " PR el . . } - ~’
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.
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' :reveal any evidence of a los" in the service rends_ed_hy_the_librariesf————

g

17;,Berkowitz concluded

: ,work {f :Q_',‘ ‘:~,-‘_ 'y

ldifcataloguing information.“ He further revealed that high-priority titles

'=vaere taking 11 days to go through the cataloguing process at the

1j;~ Melcher was director. EREREI

;20 in hi"comparative cost’ study, that. presuming -

.library received materials i an appreciable quanqity requiring

'foriginal cataloguing, orderiﬁg LC cardsewhenever they were available,?"

‘ 'iwould release the time of professional cataloguers to perform original

‘._.

x &*ﬁ?f With professional cataloguers thus concentrating on material

':{'that must be locally catalogued there would be ‘a better chance of

'keeping up with the work load.f Writing on the problem of LC cat- @

Wy

p Paloguing, Melcher,21 using 1968 figures, showed an average 40—day gap

«fbetweeqqfhe receipt of a new book at. Bowker22 and the receipt of its

3 "'m P

ff'Library of Congress, and 14 days to go through the printing and

. I
distribution process - a total of 25 days.{ For other books the

. "~‘cataloguing time averageh~35-l/2 days, and the printihg distribution
.»:ffeprocess took lpnger.. It took the Library of Congress 7 extra days to

“"ﬁf fill orders for its cards, once they became available, and only about

‘..

>*60 per cent of the cards being ordered were supplied in the first

AN

| ﬂﬂshipment Taking this at its face value, it seems clear that eVen the ‘{ ;lf

20Berkowitg, "A study of the costs of cataloging books with

’7fLibrary of- gongress catalog cards and by original cataloging methods [ ffﬂ]ﬁ;‘

21Daniel Melcher and Margaret Saul Melcher on acguisition, : :7ff f;

(Chiéago. American Library Association, 1971), pp. 131-32._“-;uz:

22Bowker is'a United States publishi\g\eo\pany of which
\
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xf\ .
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~-

.

high—prioritv books were_averaging_32_days,_from_receipt_ofwbookr{at

the Library of Congtess] to first shipment of finished cards. which

means 5hat half of them took longer than 32 days. Hellen23 conducted

y an inquiry into Library of Congress cataloguing delays, concluding -ifv

that the problem lay in alleviating the printing backlog. The solution,i

: he offered to this was a decentralization of the process which agreed

B

foe

ﬁﬁ'sj**.

:ii that date, in order to expedite processing wiﬁh LC copy, and to take

L xcIv, (April 1 »1969), pp. 1417-21." -~‘ﬁ;.,w

Catal_ging,f loc, cit., p. 128. R RN LR o 17_€§ =

- . . 5

with Pope s chapter on 'Sharing the load' 2% } ; ‘
‘ Nitecki25 recorded that his cataloguing ej}tor (a sub—',l
professional) could process approximately 250 to 300 titles per week

o‘, roughly, five times as many titles as could be expected of the

pr fessional cataloguer processing original non—LC material.« This ;
a‘ain confirmed that there may be significant saving in time by using
LC copy.. In herfsurvey already referred to, Ishimoto26 reported four‘i.
university libraries that have swung over to the use‘of LC classifica-“

tion schedules since 1966 - Yale (1969) Pennyslvania (1967), Columbia:fgti;i

(1966), North Carolina (1966) - and at least eight others prior to

a'.v i Ll 'Jl VN

',/f"

I',os. e e e

. « L

23George B..Hellen, Jr.,-"An inquiry into Library of Congress IR

cataloging delays," Library Resources .and Technical Services,?XV“
(Summer, 1971), PPs_ 364-79 : S o A RROR

24Pope, The time-lag in catalog g pp. 134—60._f¥1“*

- 253°seph Z. Niteck, "SPeed catalosihs- prudence. and pitfallsl”;.zf'“
‘a report on two: years of. successful experience in streamlining the . .9
cataloging of materials at a major -academic library," Eibrary Journal T T

Ishimoto* "The National Program for Acquisitions and

-




——~—————edvantage—of—thesincrease—in—the‘number—o£~NPAG#LG—cards—*—%n—two—of

[N A . ‘._-..f- ’,'-v.f ®

LC. copy required about

et

the 1argest libraries sgt aurveyed it was estimated that titIes with

e

1f - the length of time to catalogue taken'by ?iﬁ?";

e, B those"lthcut- At another library, the ratio seemedﬁto be three titles

.- - o
w Ve g 0w e 7

with LC copy to one title catalogued originally. Johnson, CLA,

‘ reported gPat cataloguing by nonprofessional LC copy cataloguérs ;;[f e

o ~averaged 20. minutes per title While original cataloguing by profes-"

e PRana St SRS

«‘ sional cataloguers averqged 45 anutes. Pope s sf‘udy28 afforded the

- most penetrating inaight into the time-lag problem-v it1 major'purpose \\\.
. _ x\ :

was- to ascertnin if a time-lag exiqted for American librariesQ

~r

Canadian libraries, tOO) between the publdcation of a book and- the ;ﬂrf

8 ';A (

date the cataloguing information qecame available to a library.: The"

e

.

second part of that study was designed to suggest a way to eliminate :

3 this time-lag.- Her findings confirmed that a time-lag did exist, and‘
that Cataloging In Publication was the only feasible solution to—the

- prdblem of providing prompt cataloguing information., To speed hp this_r
progrd%me further, she suggested that the Library of" Congress accept =

the descriptive cataloguing prepared by the publisher on. the—same

.,-n .
ot

basis as it accepted descriptive cataloguing.ptepﬁkgd.under the Shareﬂfz’

<

e Cataloging arrangqnent.f;,' e

‘ Under Title II-C the Library of Congress was charged with

" distributing the bibliOgraphic record not only in the form of printedfi.f~ﬁ

catalogue Cards' ut by such other means ‘as" machineéreadabie copy. |

e : S v

2T 1b14,, pp. 128-29.
A S o ! - ' :

e R s gl - L .
'28Pope; The time-lag.in cataloging, passim.. -

oo . : R < : : . . B F— P TN : ]
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. I:he MARC Project begun the same year as the Library of Congrou ' 4 .
:#)” Sha:.'ed Catalos}ns Prosram. was desianfd«/as a means of disseminating | A

cataloguing informat on in a form. more suited to the various libraries. -
®

.
5

-

E Inaugurated on. March 7 1969 when the first weekly computer tapes
were mailed to subscribers, the MARC Project gnm& out of she convic-v ‘

tion of many librarians that automati.on was’ becoming necessary if o '
' e ‘o L !’} .
1ibraries were to keep up with the rising tid; of ngg, materials and a TH

the mounting demand for rapid information. Since tho@Li sry o,‘, i

|}

g o Congress has no control othe‘r than pérsussion, over the tempo o.f the

LTI

”_' cooperating agencies up0n which 1t- depends, and -may ‘t be: able to .
_ ‘Ii l.’ ' o . Ty

acceferate greatly its own processing of the data once received

-

(both facts are well developed in Pope'é analysis of LC s eff.on:'ts),z9 3
the ggeatest possibilities for improvement: 'lay. and still lie, 1n- * o

distribution of the information. It' was hoped that the early availab%}}‘ , -

per L
ity from the L\irary ‘of Congress of machine-readable bibliographic data ﬁ ‘_ ;
for Curfent materials, as a by-product of the Library of Congress '-(".ﬁ *

cataloguing operations, would be desirable, and would help libraries as

elcher sums up the reversion ton

. "4.. ,
svl.' ; ,‘~ .

‘ they approach automated systems

°

e

Cataloging In Publication‘

miis

The very fact that cataloging-in—source 1is again being ' .%\\;'
"

. discussed seems a. tacit admission that automation isn' t PR ) .
expected to solve the [time-lag]o problem after all. "30 ' -

v

) There has been only one published study, 80 far dealing with

' the time—lag in the MA.RC programme and the proofslips. It was cal';'ied g

. . . . . @ : PR s o .
) : . . . . \ - . e
LY N Lt . - . 3 . . o - " .
s - o v ' N - ' " . : to w, . Yo - . .
. ‘ . " : : . . . .

291b14., pp. 110-33. e o
.Melcher, Melcher on_Acquisition, p, 127, y a‘ o

= . . s A i >

- e LA




55 out by Payne and M'cGee,31 at the University of Chicago, and its
. | o

b‘zpurpose was ‘to determine the speed of M%RC records, in compariaon:witg »”’ﬂ{

‘-

the’ arriVal dates of 5 020 LC proofslips. The study revealed that

'1;four—fifths of the titles of tha’MARC records were received the 8 'S

-;lweek as. or earlier«than, the proofslips.‘ While this study estab-,”:‘;

. “a

lished the fact that MARC reco5ds arrived in many cases a week earlier

than the proofslips, it also showed that MARC did nor really offer a

. solution to the timealag (nor is this the main purpoaa of MARC) as it
Y R s — L.».‘..,_.._»,__,
A“‘ reduces by one week only the 1apsed time between the publication of a af' '

Ja

book aqp‘the availability oP cataloguing information.‘ The time-lag,-

-~

'i_this nrea, is clearly not the rhaponsibility of the MARC programme to ;ffﬁﬂ:‘;i5

F;&'i solve, since the information cannot be entered onto the MARC tape o

LN L e

untillthe bodkﬂhas been catalogued by the Iibrary of Congress. The

;i%ﬁ'enﬁering of thenbibliographic infbrmation on MARC must await the book

being acquiréd and catalogugd by the Library of . Congress, and the copy fyhhb
S e e / " “"'. e &«‘a i o - -‘ i
must be prepared for thf/Prinﬂing Office before it can be sent to the _Q?V=“”“

i _'..',,

nii, MARC Office. Apart from automation cost” one. other obvious handicap

LA

,~35 -uin the use of MARC in rese&rch Libraries, has been its-Iimitation to .,lﬁfVQﬁfIff

;,‘ English 1anguage materials.uslt was only recentfy thatﬁFrench and ‘

LA German were included.w:l@_Lb,ﬁﬁg~éfgg-§‘frh‘”} '.‘ S A IR

. :_f v A detailed hackground to the two pre-publication cataloguing
”operations - Cataloging-In-Source and Cataloging In’® Publication - is

AN “ T an T, A s R

) ;‘ 5Qi@f R A’?" :' o | | :

o et . - Y L
< p . . iy B AR

31Charles T. Payne and Robértgs McGee, "Comparisons of LC

‘ pcoofslip and,HARC tape arrival dates: at the University: of Chicago..ﬁ'“ofiaiip; >
Library," Journal,of Library Automatiqn, III (June, 1970), pp. 115"17'r'4'”"‘ :
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“w';provided by Wheeler, Clepp-end We13h 32 in the text of materials

.. presented at the Program Meeting on. Cataloging In Publication‘held by finiﬁ;;j
| "\;the,lesourees and Teohnical Servicea Division of the American Library _xlf_ v
- eAssociation at its%annual conference in Detroit, July 1, 1970 Wheelerﬁ;;;wz'}‘

:fand Clapp put up a case for CIP, while Welah presented -a report on ff

".ﬁLibrary of Congress* plana for the project.e Bernhardt3 had earlier,.¢fff e

i

t'}.o. in 1963 written a thesis dn CIS at the araduate Library School of

SRR

?the University of Pittsburgh and on September 15 '1969 there appeared”ﬂ??;;yif

a iiWheeler 8 forceful article,."Top priority for Catalosins-ln—Source."gé A,

T7A study of the development of the CIP project das also partly covered

r- . ¢ .

”"-rby Ishimoto 8 studyss as a parallel programme of NPAC for United Statesifr )

x'publication, while its more recent advanees have been presented in the e
e ) -

’1f~peniodic 'Cataloging In Publication Progress Reports,a.6 issued by the

Processing Department.of fhe Library of Congress.ryi;57‘c _g;

PR 32Joseph L. Wheeler, Verner w. Clapp and William J. Welsh,a =;.fuf ,
L "Cataloging in/at -Source;" Library Resog!EL_gand Technical Services,vm_ragjh
XV (Winter, 1971), PP- . 6-27 .ixa I P R I

; _",".'V : -' - '_.’ S "J' R . PR o . _},i i
Lo 33Homer Ivan Bernhardt A treatise on Catalo in in urbe.

(unpublished Master's. thesis,_Graduate Library School University‘oT««“fwl
Pittsburgh 1963) R P RIEE:

Joseph L. Wheelér. "Top priority for Cataloging-ln-Sourceif R
Library Journal XCIV (September 15 1959). PP- 3007‘13-,.‘;' e D

35Isbimoto, "The National Program for Acquisitions and
Cataloging,' loc. cit., p. 135. e e S . :

Sl 36U S.. Library of Cougress.. Processing Department. -7“7{[{ R

: '[, Cataloging In Publication Prggress Report No.»l- 1972- e

e Q B
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Ui;'fr__' Until CIP is‘widqu adopted and cataloguers may depend on its

‘ service, as they have hitherto!epended on NPAC and ot'her .forms of
{copy, some other cataloguing techniques or methods of making material
immediately available for use will be indispensable to‘the effort of

' :.e

cataloguers in overcoming the time prdblem, while at the same time ifff&p;;l

‘ keeping down cataloguing costa.d_;_v’;fbffjf§ \if _f‘" ' :_-",f;'..cﬁ;
. BENEPRTENES R 51 L DR S
_ Other methods of speed-up catalgguing _ o '57 _
K f";15" A Piternick 37 while arguins that a certain desree of delay in

) . 4'“ . ’-, :.l'
7IL university library processing might be necessary, advanced as one of

'*f the reasons for such a delay, th_ fact that it would increase the

R amount of ﬁC cataloguing available. But it is exactly this kind of

- practice that Melcher decried as a stumbling block to the effective-'u"f-"

ness of blanket order plans. .,,gfh,vs ;_,*?1» “ﬂfg7~“9Q.*~ .f";,vﬁi' R

"One of the most fnequently cited advantages of the BRI

D - blanket order plans is’ ‘their speed.. This’comes “, « from not .

:,$_ .waiting for. reviewsr.;..' The advantages.of speed are,: how~ L e

.. ‘ever, what you make of them._ In a‘gitnétion ‘where books -

RO ‘are normallysheld out 'of use until the-arriyal of LC catalog
.0 ... cards, more speed might just amount to'a polic‘uof 'hurry up

"""”,and wait"38 , _ | , LT

' 37George Piternick "University library arrearagés," Librarz
Resousces and’Technical‘gervices, XIII.(Winter, 1969), pp. 102-14.

38Me1cher, Melcher on Acquisition, pp. 112_13'“z

' - 39Ishimoto, o National Program for Acquisitions and
Cataloging," loc.scitt, p. 130.A.;9.a S , t
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have developed systematic deferred cataloguing proceduresqfor currsnt

materials with imprint dates for the current year and (generally).two
preceding years.a This waiting period for LC copy was justified for @,;fv ;ﬁ
two basic reasons.A cataloguing ‘costs were reduced, and bibliographic o
S compatibility with LC was achieved. Nixon and Bell"0 depicted a f-i. &N;L“%
;’G;-v similar situation, at UCLA Library,;having noted that in an affort to u
Tl speed mate?iEiﬁHto the user while allowing a maturation period in ;,:ﬂl i
order to take full advantage of the NPAC many libraries were making‘
. their newly-acquired—materials awailable in a public area for circula- Tf* -
.l /N,:ign before cataloguing.‘dThe report of these librariessagain confirmed “h‘

s

that nearly all large research librariss were holding up much of their

'current acquisitions.by ;ome method in. order to maximize their return ff:-*i
A on‘Library of Congress Shared Cataloging (NPAC) copy. Member libraries
”i-of the Association of Research Libraries (ARL) have found that a, v,Jﬁs‘ﬁ“:“
:‘ maturation period of from twelve to eighteen months may yield as high o

GO i

S as ninety per cent LC copy._ But here Nixoq and Bell raise the same
problem which. d been earlier posed and answered by both Piternick
and Ishimoto.- the prob of how to make uncatalogued materials \iﬂffdj;”

"”‘available to readers ‘%ile awaiting the arrival of cataloguing copy.:

"fCo 41 has been primarily identified with 'fast cataloging ,if&iﬁ;.?

“”,_ although he did in hi§ celebrated article,(acknowledge-the originalj*[ellfﬂf

4ORobe”'a Nian and Ray Bell "The UCLA Catalog Supplement ";?ng?fjﬁ

Library IResourdes : and Technical Services, XVII (Winter "1973)“"

o zs-ai s

4 41Danie1 Gore, "In hot pursuit of~FASICAT " Library JournaI; ;_jf,;f
XCVII (SeptemBer.l 1972), pp. 2693'95‘15" S KRR S

.- _- '; ’ - d R



:.Videa as Scilken 8,42 whom-he dubbed the father o£ fast cataloging . '? .Y.

R

:rgetting new materials immediately on qrrival to uaers rel “1ns its big

"gattraction to libraries.“'7

'7’;5Essentia11y, the whole technique fitted Melcher s descriptign of
~'Aﬁ.-'._'"hurry up and wait", for Gore agreed that its effect waa to "speed up

L ".E'-Y°“r °atal°8“in8 b-‘/’ 81°Win8 1 down."' Even at that its effect in. /f'__--... S

Vet
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4ZMarvin H. Scilken,,"Backlog to frontlogu ‘a scheme for BT

1"circu1ating nonfiction books. without the help of LC " Library Jourhei, . ;9_:
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~fffthe &niversity libraries surveyed.,‘ i

-‘{;Calgary, Saskatchewan at Saskatoon, Saskatchewan at Regina, Simon »
‘fFrasEr, and Victorisawere surveyed for the purpose of this study.» Well-
t_iestablished insitutions, each offering postgraduate courses,,these A
'hf‘filibraries were presumed tiihave adequately structured and {ormalize'

hf;cataloguing practices. Hereafter, any mention of any of the abovef‘

i

'2_'institutions, in this study,,should be takEn to refer to its library,-
",fand more specifically, to its cataloguing division, or cataloguing
iipractice. In such references, the'names of th@ universities, will be

| L; given in the following shortened f°fm3‘3}ﬂ f&‘

:<}<ﬂif The two aims of the study were' e%

. METHODOLOGY <.

A“fp'i‘.ﬁ,;, L

'.f..;-. ‘ : ot .. . sl
- 17. To find out what changes are made in LC catalogue copy by

To identify and compare the various cataloguing methods

o

vi:jemployed by the libraries to speed up the cataloguing of their materisl

Eas

-;'as compared with the use of National Union Catalog copy in a11 its forms -f_‘

'“imonthly, quarterly, annual or any other cumulation, or ﬁurchase of LC

PO

Ll

“”-{fprinted cards. ‘ﬁ:ff;“ff{ fjﬁ“];{, ‘f_“A;y.f,f"ﬁ;’:)tflgn;k’ﬂ .

g e e e

”3:lﬂ1' The 1ibraries-of the universities of Alberta, Britisb Columbia,

‘:

. 'Q‘

Sayn

UA will stand for the University of Alberta, Edmonton, Alberta._' -
. UBC will stand for the University of British Columbia, Vancouver,_h;ﬁf
British Columbia.“»ﬁ . SRR R RO Sl




k"

d

3the practice in each library, as indicated by'the catalo‘ue cards.hm

ly each library 8 public catalogue.

and Research Libraries, v i no.-l—‘ ;_ March 1 :4-'

Mass... Addison-wesley, 1962), 1:.'519.:.t o

f*VUSR w111 stand for ‘the bniversity of:SaSRBtCheW&ns
;wCampug, Regina, Saskatchewan.; grk, .

HTFQUS will stand for  the University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon
: ,Campus, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.“‘~ & e Sl

»J[&f?SFU will stand for Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, British
E ,.vUV will stand for the University of Victoria, Victo:ia,, g
British Columbia.. N LT o S

R

DATA ' COLLECTTON |

Part One-" The Checklist. SR e e e e

A checklist of 200 titles, chosen frim_Choice,l Was drawn up.»
Photoco?ies of titles, as catalogued by the Library'of Congress, were

mAde, and separately mounted a?d filed as the basis of comparison with

A random sample of numbers was first taken.? U ing a factor

of +3 -a: total of 250 numbers was initially selected
shbwn in Table 2-1.. Those numbers oc curring twice in the.samples“.

Choice,,books for college 1ibraries, Ass ciation ofjﬂgilege

zDonald. B. Owen, Handbook of statistical tables, _ (Reading,

SO



“'”{}corresponding to the smallest number in the sample, by a simple Countw:

. t~c{:of the titles in Choice beginniﬁh with Choice VII (1970/71) which

Tl?-t'Istarts with titles for March 11970 Each entry that corresponded with

F'SD.Volume 7 there were still 25 random numbers to be matched with Choice

U':fititles, and since continuing into Volume 8 of Choice (Marchv197l -vf_;flhfjfj

':igtaken to work backwards to Choice VI (1969—1970) continuing th

iiSeptember 1972) would have meant the inclusion of titles too recent

x,bfor the libraries to have acquired and catalogued -a decision was

;fcounting and tickIng systematically backwards from February 1971.135;3:u.-::'

’.:.CVolume 7, towards February 1970 and earlier. The last of the 95 'ﬁ;“hlifi

.‘ ,}.."




e
. NG

“;‘remaining numbers was mahched in Choice Vl, page 904, with a title
published in September, 1969., Only the regular Choice listings -
(usually annotated) were counted' advertisements and sﬁmilar boxed

inclusions were not included in the count.

Each ticked title waa next identified by means of é compound
R o : . ,'-"."'1.':‘_ e N 'g .
R number, for easier reference... The first Iﬁz of this f.ompound numbe¥

g r‘ial, numbering of an? ﬁt 250 titleJ in the

was obtained from a

order in which the random numbers were taken from the statisticaﬁ
et ‘“ii T " B
"3{;:? table.- This meant that the number obtained from Row one, Column one,,,

became Number one.” The other part of this compound ngmber was the _;fQ.:':J
actual random‘number each title represented, so that 'Tifle 116-1716" 3¥Fiﬁ
for examplek‘indicates that this is the matching title for the 116th .

' number tn the order of random number, as: well as the I716th title
taken from the count through Choice.'- V”i : 7\{»“"““ '

A search for the LC c0py from the Micrographic Catalog

Retrieval Service microfiche fbr the 244 titles selected, yielded 212

hits.‘ The last 12 hits, in the order of random numbers (these lay ;ftqgff3

between 239 and 250) were eliminated, leaving 200_titles,

B

catalogued by the Library of Congress, for the first part of this bgﬂf;n.T,.

"{ study. ‘;5,f-f»

Part Two.;f'-ﬂ,fi ??;t;;]‘:{ ;ﬁhlif :f}ij:fd s
LI i o . R T " : " ', Dl - . ‘v . > b - - . . . . L ) . . . :
, ’Q‘ﬁ_‘ a) Related readings on the practices of the universities were ,,;?

discovered mainly by searching libraty 1iterature~and the issues of

Lq- -.‘4

the following journals, identified as regular souroes of relevant

articles on Canadian uniVersity libraries,; Canadian‘Library Journal,iqh

Technical Sidelights, Canadian Assoication of Coll;ge and University




'?“required data for this part of the study. Readings were alao undern;'TfW’f}

'?ffof the universities, any speed-up procedurea they might us"and any

’”ftwas influenced by thoae of Fernekes,3 for his survey of United States

”4?fBritish university 1ibraries.A

o ;Southeastern collegq~libraries,_*Rksearch paper.. (George anbody

7“?:1on in British university libraries: a survey of practices and

” .

7{;changes made in the Library of Congress schemes.- This questiennaire;;{lf{?f

,..-'

'f;Southeastern college libraries, and Friedman and Jeffreys,4 in their.i

"3survey of cataloguing and classification practices and procedures in 1f?;?

:' . ~)

The questionnaire was pre-tested in Edmonton,vusing the
,._:N_., <

.'z,dcataloguers of Edmonton'Public Library, Grant Mcdsan Gbmmunity Colleg: f

"foLibrary, and The Northern Alberta Institute of Tecﬂhology Library.»

3Robert William Fernekes,f"SurVEy of cataloging in aelected

o }College for Teachers, 1971), pp.‘71-74 R
4Joan Friedman and Allan Jeffreys, Cataloguing,and clasaifica-*

'ﬁ”'Erocedures._ -(Sheffield: ~Sheffield: University,vPostgraduate School
';;_of Librarianship, 1967), p5. 29-37., S S :




h;’r,fwas then modified in the lisht of Problems raisﬁd bY these 8t31°3“er°' #w:;

| ”i°;both in their understanding of the questions snd the answers provided.:

Copies of the questionnaire in its final form were then‘mailed

Zto the sgwen university libraries in the sample and'a 100 per cent

.",f}response was realised.v Six of the librariés in addition to informa-'?vh;jff

,:?tion supplied in the questionnaire response, also enclosed additional

.

"'[,materials as requested, which helped to illustrate their respective ;ﬁf

e iduring the on—site visit to.the instiﬁotion.;~ff,3ff#i"7 a

'rf?{:on the questionnaire res_'nse, the supplementary mate als supplied

s

'ifupractices.¢ The remainingi;ibrary made its extr?/materials available :

c) An intervie.fschedule waa drawn up “for each library, based‘

'v-ffby the libraries, and the related readings done by the investigator.,h'7"A'f

”ﬁfilevery 1nterviews most of the questions had to depend on what eaéh

G sgCanadian univerafty libraries.:.faffﬁg' :

;aIt also included questions considered more appropriate for an interview ;fi}h

f”than for the questionnaire.- Though certain questions Were common to

R

~"-,fquestionnaire for his survey of procesaing arrearages in Americanﬂand' jﬁff5w

N S

d) Each library in the sample was visited in July 1973, to

P”_apply both the interview schedule and the 200—tit1e checklist and an

3;'11average of four days was spent at each institutiOn, when interviews ';ﬁ€j7'5

o 5George Piternick "University library arrearages," Librarz TR
-'”fResources and Technical Services, XIII (Winter 1969), pp.~102-14.:4-__j;:g§j




ii?were held with members of each cataloguing department.i Ingall the

.f.illibraries the head of the cataloguing department was the fOcus of the‘albl:;
e interview. Each visit included a tour of the cataloSuing operations, :;f;j.
.gzand was. usuall; followed by excursions into such related 1ibrary ARV
‘factivities as acquisitions physical book preparation, catalogue
;fforganization and general public service of the library._jﬁ”:?ff_.°;;

Both interviews and site surveys attempted to meet the -

“figfollowing objectives"i'-dffﬁ“;:{{”

i) Clarification of imprecise or incomplete data Smeitted
ffin the queStionnaire,}fi-’ : g Lo RN

ii) Provision of data on certain points not covered by the

'Zf,questionnaire and realized to be of pOssible significance ot interest.fﬁffJF?

'“::fnfin the study._if&jtfx

iii) Securing an understanding and a "feel" of the cataloguingf,jnijF

: hffoperatiOn and rputines, including the nature and complexity of the

"5ﬂf} cataloguing tasks in general and, specifically, attempts at speed-up

zftgcataloguing.-ﬁ

“‘,ff"its solution-ilt’fft

'lﬁf 1v) Gaining a more extensive insight than that obtainable;in .
:~;the questionnaire concerning the problem of a’ backlog audqgttempts at ;4”? o

") “f“di“s an °PP°,¥tunity for the participating libraries '_

Hliito bring to light pertinent features of their practice within the L
i;hgistudy objectives which had not been elicited by the questionnaire, andffv::N:
-Tf%fto suggest modifications of or Fddi&i:ns to this study.' o -—b:“d'“
| Each interview took an average of two and a‘half hours and thef

fffrest of the time at- each institution was spent at the public catalogue‘1 5;>"



'32 '

'ﬁ;;eewith the c copy, noting on the blank sheets bearing the moungEd Lc

‘>‘fe.copy any,&ifferences\between the library s cataloguing practice and

B

"fthat of the Library of Congreas._ Patticulan attention was paid co the

'}degree of identity with LC in descriptive cataloguing, classification

o .

s

T*~and subject headiug work but every significant difference was noted

h'“during the checking. ,,?::3 ‘i'f‘i.jgef'. ‘;'. ;;'f' ,": :.

) B
N -
) Al
. .
- - Ta
T
. = S !
A - e
4 .
’ . e ' '
N R A .
. . e
.:~‘ . v. . - . v'.
. - : LT, .
. ‘ AR AR
C - , 3 -
7 - RINNIEN .
. 2T T R
~ : U v
. o - e “ L
« - . RS
Y : R B RN
o - 5 .
E o
Loa
< s
[

:-vij‘ wOrking on the Checklist., This involVed comparing the 1ibtary 3 entry ':‘
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. R '-' . ‘ 4. ‘ N ‘@
FINDINGS: -CHANGES mgfin LC GATALOGUING .
“"‘. o 4.:;-‘. '4:' . )
: TABLE 3-1 ° ° L
y . ? ] 1o
 TOTAL LIBRARY COLLECTION RELATED T0 CATALOGUING STAFF
R B " . )
o Professional | Professional | *
: - Extent: of -, Cataloguing" .Gataloguing '|*© |
Library | Collection | Staff :Staff “ :I'Otél Ratio
“usc - |- 1,643,364 7 93 | 110 | 1:5.8
uA 1,414,264 22" 66 - 88 :| 1:3
s . ’ ‘ ) * PRI ' - " - . . ' o o 4)4; . N X
- us 650,000 . - “'9.5 .| 126 b 35,5 | 1:2.8
S AT e e S .‘
w 650,000 F - 9. 25 H34 h Ta2.7
e 500,000 | 5. o ML g 118
'SFU © 394,811 | - 10, 30 4| 40 1.3~-
usk | 367,386 |© .6 22 4| 28 | 123, 3
’ = ) . ) , O ] T é’F' : ‘ -
‘ GENERAL R T .
= R h i .

The libraries readily form three groups ecqording to the extent

"_f.'of their collections (Table 3-1) _

';group’ US, UV and UC form the midd&\\?rouﬁ,

3 vv.

" UBC ‘and UA belong to the biggem: BN

while SFU an;l USR are the .

‘_smallest. What: nggrs and Weberl regard aé\& "typical [university]

catalogipg sg:aff" approximates a l:1 professiq:nal to- nonprofessional

~

' .vratio if the chief cataloguer, his. aséistant,iaud t:he administrabive

i‘o\ officer are excluded --all of whom shou'ld\in

.

large institur:}pn‘*be

-

- lRutherford D. Rogers and Davi& c. Weber, Uuiversitx L:lbr’arz. .
~Administration._ (New York: . H. W. Wilqon, ].971), P 17340 R .

-

v . - . ’




- ." ...,‘ - . Lt s 'r:l 'H; . ,. s :_‘ N . ’(
e e ' o "', v :'.f'” s'q!“ i g N 'u . " X T . _Y..'.l e t
e e Jfﬁ. ERTRARE it Qf,g PR ffaé?
oo ossiptah € mpriglton 10T ey
; E ! - .q'.,r.>3;5 S s.:o;l ﬂ~flf ,-f-{?fi: ibr'jdff""“__ —
L %”bedification to LC‘Catalogging. A,t'f*ﬁﬁ"q. fff"lu~7ﬂvx‘ i ',Q’.'Q:?' :
Iﬁf%,ﬂ f€ :‘ Each of'thé libraries adheres to\Library of Congress cat- C !
N '“‘galoguing practice. This meads that each adoptsnthe Anglo-American
»f'f7~Cataloging RuiggL,1967 (North American text),2 with supefﬁmposition :
! vfor'its main entry and descrip ive cataloguing, the Library of Congress ‘
jf classification schedules er ts classification,-and the Libragz )

g ess: List of Subject :Head fsé for its Subject cataloguing.g,-

(20

Although they generan y follow the above rules, each 1ibrary

4

A Jﬂfhas its own local modifica :ons, resuitiit in each keeping a fecord

s?'wﬂ; “of ;ocal decisions in a )/t/loguing Manual | Neither USR nor UC has
,1any such manual., Instea USR: has an arrangement by which the cat-"i" .

_ ;"w'aloguers have to refer cataloguing problems to two experienced 5 -
‘i_cataloguers versed in such modifications. At UC exceptions to rules

>

:are issued in the form of memos which the cataloguers can reta;;n Or.r:'”jf

o 5l Ude to. update their copies of the schemes. An instruction sheet isf R
;»aISOaissued at- the time a. new cataloguer is beihg trained at Uc, “’f.‘T‘,

‘ig& il ""‘ﬂ gsf.__r

'f,;qr_*- TR R FRETART e ' - T -
* __g;o-American Cgtaloging Rules, prepared by\the American.j LT,
Library Association, ‘the Library of Congress, the. Library Association L
‘hnd ;he Canadian Library Association. North American Text. (Chicago.gilrf

) American EIbrary%Association, 1967) e ‘g,e”,}lf_' ‘

N 3U S.“Library of Congress.v Processing Department., Subject
,;;«f‘ Cataloging Division: ‘Classification, (Washington, D. C.. Library of
) Congress [various dates])° “24 V. and’ Supps.5~p§£r7.;, R I Ot _t
e __J; e - 3 : e . 9 . . . : _" ot | e ‘_"’
S 4U S Library of Cdngress.<?8ubject Cataloging Division.g"'” -
BT Processing Department.- The Subject Headings Used in .the: Diétiona: fﬁh VL
~ Cat#logs of the'Libra . .7th ed. Edﬂted by . Marguerite LT

of Con ress.“

‘9 AqﬁF:Quattelbaum. Lihrary of Congress, 1966) 4
. ' )\~ fl' _ _: "w.
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P T;':ab MAJOR AREAS OF MODIFICAIION TQ_IHE_LIBRARI_QE_CONGREQc
: CLASSIFICATION SCHEDULES =

fouds

s

ucanadiaﬁ-
History .

¥ ) -

Canéﬂian'

Literatute o

A

e

Cutricuium
Laboratory

. Libraties
gk.'.a”*um

»fSOOOe;

PSSOOO

CEnglish)
-|Ps9000 ..

: . (French)

S

;«others.g‘”'

|kF for Canada,
U.S. & Common=’
wealth. Local'
system for",

'a-collection

Juvenile

PZ. Others

55in the .
'j'norma;'~;;.
_|schedule.

fictdon - in"

Eabject R
1b;iggraphy3:v

. UBC

- |Fs000-
:fe099.

PR8900%ff
9399

Mostfschgaé;ﬂ

-

.. |F5000- :
,:(Eﬁglish)
. |Ps9000: -

5999

C QR

PS8000 . -~

(French)

Los, Angeles
County
. '|Scheme

";.mpdifiga—:::‘
Vftion~]»‘f;/

abject with .
- |z preceding.. - -

USR -

~ 15000~
“{ 5999 .
" |Pegoo1~

‘l(French)

: PSSOOl-
8599

9599

ftses 1c 'kt

- las it RS
L R Uy e

d

fror -

modifica-
tion . = .

‘Téch

lizs dxrsooo.af;

oA

g &

- 2

Q-v.l“‘ |

- [F1000-
-1199, ©

“ [PrY100-"

9999,

‘:Uses -a shelf-

-imark - (not:a .

o CIassifica-i s .
‘fition.scheme)

Dewey.

3

-~ |¥s000-
16099 " |-

.|pr8900= - -
';99.?9' )

;subjects.-f
'Library,of
-Parliament
1law: schedule

'(K)

Canadian law
with | :

|eollection.

-wction but .
-'Adesignated

curriculum. .,

No maﬁifiaall

according to.-
|subjeet but

ciassifiea“""'

_F1000~.'

1170

PSSOOO— :
8576

Library of ;
Parliament Lo
K, KA, KB,

‘.18th. Lo
;'number [ ub,
,‘includgd on| -
leach-card | * .

R

distinguished.: REy
,y Z9 cutter. S
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lf:fa'modification of a Library of Congress\classification and replacement of ’:*

. V;a Library of Congress schedule with one from another scheme., UA

“-_;maintains the Library Oi Congress classification pattern even in those»
~.lareas where it finds it~;;cessary to change the existing provision. e
.:;~Thus, it rel;cates F1000*1140 materials (Oanadian history and )

.'{fde8cription) in- F;000—5999.§; UBC relocates E351—364 9 materials in

lF5073 F901—951 in F5901—5951 and F1001~1199 in F5000-6099 (all

;wembracing Canadian history and Alaska).| The decision, in the 1940's,”,l,mv

Two_kinds—oﬁ—modifieationeare—presented—in—Table—3-2*—~a“~———‘“——“—

}fuof Dr~ W. Kaye Lamb to undertake the provision of F5000-6099 was made_‘;fjni

_"when UBC receivedithe Howay—Reid Canadiana collection, augmen’dng its R
‘hexisting collection of Canadian history materials by at 1east 15 000
"‘items.. The addit nal numbers available‘by use of F5000-6099 instead '
ilof F5000—5999 allow for more.detailed expansion, Alaska was included in

:lthis revision because of its geographical and historicar*proximity to

e 3

'“;f%British Columbia and the Yukon.' In Dr. Lamb*s words.,_;ﬁf;.l'JGC““"

"3""_-,_',

So many books about the one related also to the’ other

. that the ‘convenience of - -this. arrangement far outweighs the ;?"Q' S

One major difference between thisland the modification by
- i ~ . R
Peel was the provision of separate ﬁumbers for regions.-.A-thirdp:.

"a_
\

-

o ;Bruce B.»Peel CanadiaL History Classification._ Based on an o
adaptation ‘of the Library of eongress classification as prOposed by Dr. - .
: Kaye Lamb.; Developed the University of Alberta, Edmonton, 1952. e

6W. Kaye Lamb "A Library Classification for Canadian History,“ﬁ_;;J
' Canadian Historical Review, XXVII (September,‘l946), pp.-275-82 et

impropriety of divorcing Alaska from the United States.7 "'f';%%f%



:provision \wss undertaken in 1960 by the Public Archives in collabora-f;:f

provisions 18 the period division, 1914-1945, instead of 1914-1939. o

T revised FSOOO schedule foézthe classification of Canadian history.9 : ff

"'~Jtion with e Cataloguing Division of the National Library of Canada._'fr*

T

' ‘l"One of the mzjor differ/nces between this and the two previous :*A'” B

b"‘This schedule, in turn, has been adopted by a number of libraries and |
”f__is presently thei:ost widely used version among Canadian libraries.'d
Yo 1969 the Bibliotlique nationale du Quebec, in collaboration‘ s

"7.with & number of other 1 raries in Quebec, developed a completely “fff—

behe assignment of numbers tq topics bears no relationship to that in
‘;ff.the other versionsvof FSOOO.: A further departure from the~other three 'ffd
.{schedulessis the subfivision of hf:torical periods by administration, R
”iisimilar to the arrangement,fpllowed by the Library of Congress in ita

vfhistory classification schedules. This schedule has so far bee“"i'ffffélﬁ

1%_"adopted by the Bibliotthue nationale du Québec Universite du Quebec ;;:%ﬂ

B ;Ti'FSOOO now in use, none is totally-accepted as the.standard for the "ifQ'

""i5]55999 version for Canadian history whilst US continues t° use: FlOOO—

fand Universite de Sherbrooke.' Thus, of the four different versions of

. fclassification of Canadian history. UC and USR also adopt the FSQDO-

fi'f1199 although it plans to change now that the recommendation for

A'A M

ke

S : Public Archives of Canada.‘ Classification Schedule" Canada, -

S FSOOO—F5999.j Prepared by ' th Library ‘of the Public Archives of Canada,'l*.f
. with the collaboration of: th§ Cataloguing Division of the National :

"’1Library of Canada, Ottawa, 1960 ' _ . . poe

-

9Bibliotheque nationale du Quebec. Histoire du Canada' table e

-~ de. classification FSOOO. Quebec' Ministere des Affaires culturelles, S
R 31969) ‘ R S ; o e e




Canadian history of the National Task Force on Cataloguing Standardaiglﬁil

S

ol

Dv..

o uses F5000-6099 for\ Canadian history. Uv, on the other haqd uses

lvhas been accepted by the National Library.: Instead of FlOOO-\ldo SFU

~'r” originally devised by T. R‘ McCloy for use’ in the library of the

3

e

TR A
F1000—1170 for the same purpose. jf.} ,-fihlbx.. ‘ e

The classification of Canadian literature in these libraries

A"'also varies (Table 3-2) The sole schedule expanding Library of

£

) oCongress numbers for Canadian.literature has remained substantially

unchanged since its development in 1952 This PSBOOO exﬂknsionld_ sgl;;ﬂr

Public Archives of.fanada.' With some modificatiOns, the scheme is now/’

'."in-x

used by the library of tﬁe Public ArchiVes and the National Library of

Canada.. Libraries such as UA and UC which are not happy with the S

‘ options provided in McCloy s schedule, generally adopt PS9000 for

French Canadian literature. Some use bdd-and-e en—number approach to ‘r“”;

separate English from French language material while others classify hfff’

both English and French language material toget:"' The remainder

'classify by standard Library of Congress but with a locally developed

scheme or; a mixture of syst!ms.: UA classifies folklore including

‘ g 4
folktalg§ (GR) £ 5 a literature number._ UBC classifies both the English

and the French versions of Canadian literature (PR and PS) in PR8900— »f»'”

9399 and ‘'uses PRlO and PRll - PRll 7 for its Colbeck Collection.3f_v}h;i:;;?-

“i:? Canadian Task Group on’ CatalogUing-Standards.: Catalogging]”

’ standards" the report of the . . . Group . . . with recommendationsn"“” e

"to the National Librarian, Dr. Guy S lvestre.-4(Qttawa3,,National” e
Library of Canada, 1972), pp. 22°25‘f%.£ R P A T
- : 11T. R. McCloy; "A Classification Schedule for Canadian

Literature," Ontario Library Review, XXXVI CMay, 1952), PP. 91-92.

e*f This article gives a brief outline and explanation of the schedule. f‘“



Norman Colbeck's personal collection of some 50 000 volumes of l9th

centuty English literature was given to‘UBC in 1967 and is being keptv~,;:
M;here as a separate collection. At UV special collections are also,

, as a rule, kept together* for example, this library has the world'

l;ﬁfé‘.. largest collection on the Abbey'Theatre in Dublin. Individuals -

””Y;_connected{yith the theatre, irrespective of where the Library of .A“v_.
ijongress has‘classed them, are included here,- Although the classifica-fm‘

Kh“j‘l:tions ufed for these special collections are still basically the | |

_,Librar

fof Congress, their schedules are expanded to accommodate the‘
= special material. USR adopts, for Canadian.literature, P88001-8599

{f;: (English) and P89001-9599 (French), while US keeps all its Canadian~ »

'”*ﬁ.litera;ure in PR (PR9100—9999) The same 1s true of SFU except that.f‘kia‘
J;*its lfferature number differs from that of US (SFU's starts at PR8900)
"h}At SFU Commonwealth literature provision for individual authors S

:¢(including those writing in English) 15 PR9399 01 . PR9898 with the B

’",Qgeneral literature in PR1800-6076 while UV ‘uses PS8000—8576 for fsf:ji o

UA uses Library of,Gongress KF (Commonwealth 1aw) for Canadian

"L*'ll‘w UBC~uses Moys,; hile UC adopts the L0s Angeles;County scheme for o

"t»ljblaw.%3 USR/d/es not. haVe any modification for law and 80 uses the rf?ﬂi:fg

e

'L”iLibrary of Congress K schedule as it is. The bulk of the law
;;/?%;Tcollection at Us is organized by a. shelf mark which is not a classifica-fd

- 12Elizabeth M. Moys, A Classification Scﬁéme for Law Bobks. t? :.Q;
(London., Butterworth 1968) B , ,#M G Ty

13U s. Los Angeles County Law Library Classificat
Schedule' Class K, Law. 4thned._ (Los Angeles, 1965)




f classify its law collections.' At SFU thehlaw of a particular subject

a

is classified with the specific subject. The subject of law itself

and the laWs of individual countries are classed in KX~KXY except

United States law which is clasSed in KF.- UV adopts the [Canadian]

";'* Library of Parliament version of the Library of Congress schedule for

law,;4 and also classifies legal materials in the H and J schedules of

the Library of Congress according to the subject“treated. 1gttf, s
'h*flmft For bibliography, UA uses numbers up to and including ééneral E
bibliography (z. 1121) NationaI bibliography numbers are used for‘if?
national bibliography in the strictest sense of the term - that is;’éilhff

books on all subjects published iu a particular country.,_}éhﬁfgi;'jjgf}ffi

s il

ountry as a subje t, it uses classes D-F.t1

bibliographies c:yering i

21202-9000 are :eclassified b:bsubject so that a‘subject bibliography

shelves with tﬂf-books on‘the subjec;l NUBC classifies subject »ﬁ‘ u.f.;““

'*‘~-;:";«-.;b;s;ipgg;pi{; ;' (zaal-sao) m 21201-7999 plus' subject class.,j It also o




“.ﬁ;clasaified in zcil§37 A,hSFUllsubjectfahd personal bibliographies are ﬁf

Aaclassified with the’subject. mBibliographies no ‘.imited to a specific

L4

if-,fSubjectf or that do'not deal with a geographical or polit.cal entity,’ﬁﬁfh

'"“%fwould remain in the z collection- ,..f"ffj¢igff’“* 4

UA does not use CT for individual biographies-unless the subject

'-f[:iof the biography is COnsidered insignificant. this means that it

':uclasses individual biographies differently from LC. At SFU the CT

'”schedule is hsed for general works only, that is, for collections and

l-l _individual biog phy, not regarded as illustrative of any bne specific

’7‘:-the Dewey Decimal Classification scheme ;1

'“- “Dewey but has been recently recatalogued accotding to the lath edit g

”*ir_related sciences.z 3rd ed.i (Bethesda Md., 1964)

.a,_;‘” e T B T T

'3a¢lass or subject represented in the schedules of other classes.: National

VQa biographies are classed in D-F for exampl% 'Who 8. who in Canada in

S
\

. F5009W48 e

S iy

.

Both UBC and YC: have: adopted the [United St> J“National

'iTLibrary of Medicine schemel§ for their medical collections._ USR usee
16

ts.school library

'ﬂf’collection.{ The same is true of US.‘ UV s iiol library collection

'ﬁ;had been, earlier On, classified according to a home-made versioliof

of Dewey._ Its juvenile literature, on the other,hand is class:-f

©

5'in the special place in the Librarxrof Congress PZ schedule._*

S 15U S. National Library of Medicine., Classification'-a scheme |
-for the shelf ‘arrangement of books in the field. of medicine and its L ’,

- . 16Melvil Dewey, Dewe‘ Decimal Classification and Relativ Index. g
‘ Edition 18. (Lake Placid’ Club, New York- Forest Press of Lake Placid .

' Club Education Foundation, 1971).




The Call Number. ,"'"HA’“'

A classification numbet indic:tes the subject treated by a

u??:Particular work aﬁd is. accordinSIY. taken from the claasification ;¥VTTZ‘*:
fj,'scheme 1n use in the particular library. /&he book number is a short- {f?_?ﬂif

; ;f;:hand contrivhnce, or symbol which expresses in compact form the ;ffi;i
”ﬂfauthor 5. name and, when desirable, the title and edition of a bopkf:

. A .‘t'.,."“;,

'YVNAThe numbera themselvea are obtained from tablea prepared for the . ";ff9"

”bf%f purpose, tHe best known being the CdttefQSanborn Table17 and the-ﬁfiﬂf'd

CHANGES IN CALL NUMBERS
3‘.Exact Percentage f3»1" SR FRRTRTICE SRR
o - “copies -|agreement: Exaet” Pércentage Exact .|

r;_hﬁ.;Total Jof LC im0 copies agreement eopiee.Pencentage _

Um0 of | c1assifica- classifica-;of LCilin - o ‘agreement@{
i v lentries{tion - 7 {tion - 7 .{book book i
_ 45”,Libtarie8'located umber'ﬁ{-; number ﬁj;?'number number
R SR o | mﬁ 89:16 e j:; 12,657

7 T g ﬁ%

'“~";'}js§¢ 1;4451j1145f;;fQ.15§-5 E jfoé;élbfcff;iésuf; - 86. 217}f125f3f:;f§5§?;1}7rf

Cororas | 998 | 899 | so.6z. fsseff-aﬂgif;sif:;abjgflulf432f:;:d;;5

VT 17Cutter, Charles Ami. Cutt . anbbtn-cﬁféésfi ’féﬁaﬁthdff{7{ﬁf
= table: - Swanson-Swift Revision. (Chi¢92§9;~¥853€?175“?¢tingi11959);;igﬁjy:ﬁ




‘".7_’gé?ﬁ-.-"’”' i

Library of Congress Auther Number ',t,‘ablen.l-8 The call number consists of“,f,;ff

éﬁé classification nu ber and the book number. o

tn
3 'A',‘..o .

Although Table 33 indicates that a, total of 148 UA oI sifica-_ e

tion numbers are exact copies of LC in 145 of those 148 entries, UA

and LC call numbers differ.“ This is brought about by the fact that UA :

ﬁ uses a different book number\(Cutter—Sanborn) instead of the Library

of Congress Author'Number Table. .

UBC- - S

Of the. 21 classifications here that are not exact copies of

kR

LC 11 are in those areas where UBC uses schemes other than the Library

of Congress - NLM for medicine (6) Moys scheme for law (1), and

Canadiana for Canadian history (4) Unlike UA UBC doas nse Library
of Congress book numbers. Even.at th t, of the 143 entries ia-which
UBC classification is the exact copy gf LC the call number is the

same in onlg 27 cases, because as a rule this library includes the

date of pubiication as partaof the call number, whether!it is the‘7“> R

e e et e
first or'a subsequent edition. ".;f ;i"'_bjf-"-., ey T e
Out of the 120 claasification numbers that are exact copies S

.o \ :
";1}of LC only 12 have the same call number.t In the remaining 108 entries,

A 180 B Librar of" Cgpgress._ Procesaing Department. o
‘ talog g Service Bu letin No. 104 (May,1972) pp,v7—8.r2.j‘ T

o



*Ffi‘in 9 more entries, SFU book numbers differ from LC gaking a total of

 UC had used'a diftérent book number.:

hlfHﬁE-‘ il"laﬁgl?;';ifi .f};,h‘frfﬁ{f ifblqllf‘]-r;_ﬂlif»':{fﬁflgf“it’-;'”'}
S USR uses LC copy =i as does UBC - down to the booﬁ\number. f7jff'f
;Oﬂly Six of the 113 titles are differently classified and in two of

- T_them it is a matter only of a slight deviation.

v N . L P s B 5

":'"/'f'ﬂ~Vf?'._:f*JflHﬂf_};fﬂ"tr'ﬁi‘i3f-iifj;ﬂﬁﬁ

. US is even closer in classificatioh to Lc. copy than USR. :;;J;AI
.;Despite this, US book numbers agree with LC copy in only 4 out of 101

4 entries because of its policy to use the Cutter-Sanborn table.

.QT§FU. S 'j,j .',- oL ‘*f"'f 1::}¢' ’ ”i 'ff .
Only 11 of the 1%5 entries differ from LC classification.a In "ff7

e .

f4}-terms of " the use of the book number, the percentage dr0ps inghtly,;,

. jeven with SFU using the Library of Congress Author Numher Table, since

I

'A'ZO differences. é.;j~“ B ‘rv . B

Only ll of the 160 entries foupd differ in their classification

a

: from LC COPY-- Out Of these, 4 are cases of minor differences and one, ﬁ jfifif
| of them is a typdgraphical error.,iff

Apart ﬁrom the classifidation, there are 24 other cases of
f'the use of ‘a different book number by UV thus w%gening the difference RN
ot SRR

S between,it and LC copy.- With this library s fairly high rate of :J'-¢Qiﬂsghig

'}‘original cataloguing to be discussed later, these differences would \\; 'fifdf

f]ﬁfbe expected. "; E

- . . S . Tl



. (1967) = NQrth Americ‘an mext". . . i ‘ : . o ‘ . o

' 'Q:International Conference on Cataloguing Principles (Paris)19 which

--}-Great Britain and the North Amefican cOntinent but also because it is

'f‘for authorland title entry. Because of pressure from the Library of

n.‘

} Only one LC:catalogue card was identified out of the 160
Sy .
‘{:entries checked and this had been filed unedited._-; ‘

The basic catalogue in each library is t&e author/title

"".catalogue. All cataloguing information is put n 3" e 3 5"“bards with "lfif

' 'i\the description and entry based on the anglo-American Catalog g Rules

"'A'.y- \' !
. v

This new code"is in turn,based on the outcome of the 1961

e

,ff;was influenced by Lubetzky s Code of Catalog g Rules.zoﬂﬁThe Aﬁglo- e

o

7’American Cataloging kules is therefore international not only because

”fﬂ;it is the joint production of cataloguers from Germany, Central EurOpq,._"y

'hlargely consistent with ‘an internationally accepted set’of pninciplef)

¢Congress and the Association of Research Libraries in the United

s Sl s

.‘efnytates faced with large-scale alterations of entries in their fo}f'f“-“f i

f'fd'the North American Text contains some possible deviations.n It is ‘ffj;f;f'i"*“*

.

catalogues if the 'Paris Principles were accepted in their entirety,

A

S0y

'this text which the Library of Congress follows so that the practices,ng'”~’““

T L

e
Y

e : : . o

S 19International Federation of. Library Associations. Inter-'ﬁ TQQA
_vvnational Conference -on Cataloguing Principles, Paris, 9th~18th October,
%“1961 Report A H Chaplin, ed.; (London, 1963) O 3

.~

.’ . - ‘,I':_»’qh . \ . R g
o 20Seymour Lubetzky, Catalo ing" Rules and Princi les. N
critique - -of the ALA Rules for 0se gn - for tﬁeir

.}J*Revision.g_(washington, D_c, Library of Congress,'l9a3)




,\§. o . : N;“ .f. ) Lo e ﬂ-.

of the seven 1ibraries in this study should also«be bssed on the sane

\m-, : . . . DY

text. ) ‘ o

Descriptive cataloguidg refers to the description ot the book

. or document which comprises the main part of the catalogue entry, that .fl’

is, all the entry including the heading. 1f wrﬂ~¢fl]'fﬁ-;[__{l_;'f l'”!
L | "”.w? T R P SRR
Standard Elements. v'_vv‘,m @_;3 '-”;l.zfiﬁdb. .SLTFu ;ﬁ_.;_ o ;;-é fb\&“:g

‘ ;;7; The description consists of two principal Parts» ea¢h Sﬁt °“t

':13‘ in a separate paragraph"":

“.vwl Details of the item being catalogued, as-generally fgund on R

*

',_ﬁ‘_‘ ‘_". T

| the title—page. These are given in the following order - title, sub— :

3 title (if any), author statement edition, and imprint. ﬂ~

“1 in standardized terminolog;;-‘ihis appears in a

a

~

'
g

The cataloguer s description of the phw‘Ecal,volume, phrased i’jflﬁ

éparate paragraph

‘D

and comprises the following items. number of volumes/pages, plates,’

'l'

illustrative matter other than plates, size, and thesname of the }.an,

M

series to which the book belongs J&f any.v The importance of consist-»f{ff %

'« ency of terminology and order cannot be too Strongly emphasized.“:mhff*r“‘ftff

-ri catalogue will be much easier to use if each i'em described in it is | ‘ﬁ.’f
catalogued systematically in a consistent order.v The order i; laid 'ft :;
down for the'cataloguer in the rules:for descriptive cataloguing.g'fj‘ i
Extra Elements. vjp,“fth??ﬂ 'tj“:?-b\;ﬂ;f?‘,':l‘lii‘lff”df N v;bafﬂéii“f"

Apart from the abova standard elements, the Library of Congress

S usually provides such extra data as book price, Deway Decimal number,‘;7

LC’card,number and standard book number (now international standard

1

book number) Some of these are adopted by local libraries in thedr _ ’f,;f

® . A . - L _,_,-
: Lo . . ] : e A




Ao
Jl{ié .

B thhey appear on the.title—page. Howeve > the repetition ob the l

) author 8 name may.be omitted if the fo'

'aCcentuation and other dipcritical marks, but not dﬁcessarily-

' Edition.

v
as |
b4

'17owﬁ cataloéues.. ‘,Q.'e”. .5‘, 1bdf.71'- ﬂ<?1v‘j ;ﬁ_jfi', ; "g;:(;;v )
The. author or ma:Ln entry, the: uue thé edition, the 1mannt
. ) * ‘

'and the collation are the standard, and alL the others are the extra‘*

. N v.&' . 5 l.'l DR ‘ . . “.’-"., v : X
lbibliographic elements. - PR R S W e
. ) _ 'y » L LI . .‘ . v, ” | . \, o
T . ’é - ' O ) ™ .(_“’ ’ ”Q : “ ' .“"-.‘:/'.
B Author or. Main Entry. : . ' :-. A R
’ y . .. . S
The names of authors, whether rsonal ot corporatq, are . v
- Yo - (:’\) .

Q . . "-_

a - S e . ' . ot ; <

Title. 1. =
. . . cL ‘ Q‘ : * ) e ‘\‘\. ' . . N
. ":‘g‘ The title is usually transcribe% as’ giVen on the title-page

of the work being catalogued. This co\ rs order, wording, sﬂelling,,

punctuation and capitalization.;.i’7‘.

““,

@

Ly ‘ °

,

A statement of the edition og

‘,, catalogue entry for every edition othef than the first aﬁd is usuai}y _ .
g s\1 Lo b
o abbreviated. The names of editors, tran%lators, illustrators, and '

.

Y S
.80 on, ‘are included in the edition statement when the work might be -

identified by them.




.
?

vhiigatement of the place oflpublica- hpffh“"

‘éﬁ;‘;i;;tion, publisher and date, in'tﬁﬁt order, as normally fouhd~on*the title?.f_,

. ?ﬁ -page, but pof necessarily s‘: dfthere in that order.. If the imprine :'f ;
>F;'- (or part Of 1t) is nOt . uded ‘on the titIe-page of a. work being e . ff
‘, o cv g . e " ,"
s catalogued it may b plied in the language of the title, in square S
:iy'f,;v Collationf . ’ . jb'f:X\ij

'Thescollation is the part«bf the description which describes :

rthe physical features of the book being catalogued¢: It comprisea three '

. p
L

Chatn clebeaes | Cooo ] 0T

. e
‘ P . vl
“y w .

.13:1{i§ 1.; The number of pages or volumes and the number of plates.

le..
e

2. The principal types of illustration. .'ff7¢“j,f

"gt3ﬁf The size of the volume.'7f:;fxi?jfﬁrfifghh:fffrf; M:‘E‘i_:'[l47 e
As the find;ngs from this survey.indicate, the descrip e ,j
‘k‘_

cataloguing of theltibraries, in general is simpler than LC a nﬂmber

N Y

‘%V ;} of elements in~Ld copy are omitted by the libraries"notably the book

ot

g“fﬂ'- as ‘a part of the title statement and an indicatidn of national or the

first edition.f’It is hard to generalize about the handling of the SBN/ .

! ISBN and the L card number from one library to another, ot even within '
) the same librapy,'as’subsequent figures will show.; Their inclusion ZJ;’ Rt
fﬁih' could be. said o be more prevalent thanv%heir exclusion. *jf p?;f;ﬁiﬁj{j L




1 initials of the cataloguer and sometimes of theAtypist too (usually

<

' as one of the last itema oh the card) as well as the date on which

cataloguing wag completed.n Also usually-added are.the book acchssion
’ number and the NUC identification iede for the library, the latter

item is for use at the National Union Catalogue at Ottawa for inter-;"'”7'

library cooperation.

_ Generallyu the 1ibraries do'full cataloguing._
case of simplified cataloguing (Appendix 2) and another case q;i

o i extensive use of full Lc bibliographic description.,

-

\

. - |

au element—by—element description of the libraries practices'as

There ia one ,A.

What follows is ﬁﬁ{ ﬂ?

: v

compared to LC COpy, meant to highlight the mainqureas of difference.u .

*Main Entriih;'

Low

& ORI
A T

CHANGES I-N"‘rfﬁ;'-iniinmijﬁs I

e Y

; .' '0" (2R

v

R No. bf Entries
Libraries'f)'

Found

Number Different
From LC Main Entry

"
' ume

uc

e

o masoe

S -

5*"

S
149

160 o

B S




T UK o No change,‘follows LC practice.

L : B T
‘UBC il Nb change, folloWs LC practice." o S .

.(UCL,'~ Omits the place of publication as well as the publisher.;;ff'“

Onlyche publication date'appears on its entries (135 out of :

s

Sl — the l4§9entries 1ocated) This is a resélt of the simplified

cataloguing practised in this library up to Augqst 1972 (See

L -

Appendix 2) ‘ /

"USR . - The imprint is an exﬁct ‘copy of LC except that in 2 out of

: the 113 entries located here, the place of publication ie 'f‘

”"

omitted. : ‘1:‘ , .,'. :r_fi".-; f' S T
S R i N S
S us No change' follows LC préctice. R o R o

. SFUC No change' follows LC practice.xu{f Q;di _‘f;'--uf;.;

&

":hV-"kbv ‘Nb change-'follows LC practice. ) : ”.ﬂ.ig.%.'-'77f

S -i-)_PRELIMINARY PAGES - -
RICEEREA i o copy R B T the :
No. of . |owith' | ‘1ibrary with ‘}»;_5-3_-‘ .
Loon it entries g-ipreliminary .pneliminary N EREREI SER ST
‘Libraries',_:found L .pagés 2 f-f-~pgges o Inclusion -114
Uk 166 [ e T gy T s
ERLCUNERE 2 UL ER LR AR MOy

L USRE‘:;*;,"Cllj_ﬂp' fh.i82”f77" :;4&;;nf




frUAd'irf,e‘ Generally, the preliminary pages are indicated but thia

policy does not appear to be consiﬁtently folloﬁed (See

| Appendix 2 )

f A —

o '..UBC‘ . —n.The preliminary pages are included in the collation of 112

out of 114 entries. h:»-

Ué'fVlff;:%No collation statement.. In 18 entries out. of 149 the iﬁ;xir

'number of pages alone is given.p' L 3 S
.USK';¢?977iIt Mg, difficult to establish the existence of.any clear~;;;;”
'cut policy as to the treatment of preliminary pages in this'

Vlibraiy' :Nof the 113 entries located here, the LC c0py

S
ey R

DAY

,has preli inary pages on. 82 only 46 of these feature in
.”Tr v'-USR copy, with the remaining 36 omitted._ The same is true

.‘1of book size which LC always carries.v Out of the titles .g" B

S 18 A SO/
"1studied USR indicates it inaonly 51 entriés, omitti_ St
f.in the reaaining 62 i( o SERE N S T

i I SR

- US ;‘f - _': No change, follows LC practice. : ‘-, - S E : g N

“’f',gsrug“_ifif&s inconsistentci? the elimination of preliminary pages

.Lfr(39 8 per cent”inclusion) % It drops any mention of the

ﬁ‘? size of the book.,,,é:l;.bzfa,yhri;j“;f.ﬂ'__fv”“”

,hE;UV?: -"Includes preliminary‘pages most of the time, though not
"always (77 4 per cent inclusion) Does not as a ru1e, 'f ;;,f N
‘:ilﬁv. “*include the size of the book.‘ Out of the 160 entries

‘7;pQ ,‘{a; studied here, not even 032 entry bears this element.fiff_f;fiﬂ




”‘pi,-g;No change, follows LC practice.,agd

. STEYR e
. LTS e

e s

:ysleo contents notes detected within the 149 entries studied; T

.‘Jthere are, however,_yfbibliographical notes out of the 116 1f3-:;:

‘ i which appear on LC copy within the 149 entries.. The 8

L ?entries are likely to have been catalogued after August 19727f'u

USR

SsFU

serfes. T

E-ﬁs_R‘

T :.'-,",

;-LﬂOmﬁts bibliographical notes, whether they refer to actual

l—n'Out of the 145 entries, LC carries this element on 90° SFU‘
“ffﬂaff:adopts 36 of them, excludiqg 54. 1. CZ;V, :;9"i¥7if.l,;-
' fe-:fSuch notes are identified in 124 LC entries within the 160

”';;iﬂfstudied with UV adopting 118 of them, omitting only 6

.;~C‘No change, follows LC practice. if{ jvjl;”4:;9
t-él.All the series indicated in LC copy are traced, whether

'.t f{.traced by LC or not.‘yf'7"'

'.,lseries entries indicated on the LC copy of the 149 titles'*

"..

'."when the library went back to full cataloguing. ~_“‘,

['bibliographies or to bibliographical references. There are ]“
"a total of 66 cases of such e&clusions from the checking.

“:'But there are also 8 cases where they are included.,a_;f'~bf»*5'~5

.%:;?No éhange, follows LC practice.; Omits only 6 out of 88“

~_fnotes discovered onhLC copy. _;”

N,

-

~ . . _— . P SR ST o - -

. .I

f:iThe practice is to omit all series, although out of the 34

@:s;udied UC adopts 7 ' The explanation for these A might be;~{: i

8 cases of bibliographical notes.vi_'?Z

No change, follows.LC practice. . rﬂ_'ﬁ

;\ - .
S

-



‘fu:i us- ‘1i.- The practice is to make entry for all series. There is only

. ,qne case of where LC makes a series entry but US does nosu

E

Within the 145 title entries studied, sFU° makes ten more ffj,

;éiﬂiﬁl;i” ~3@ entries than LC copy provides._g "};;'L “,”

W - No change, follows LC practice.Af']'jgijn;_”iﬂ

’?LcﬂQafA'nﬁmber,ri_f_]'Zgaf”%;i =:ia{,?v;":
R A R e | S

o -UA-- j_; This element appears on 160 LC copy out of the 166 entries
‘5h.studied here, with UA adopting 46 omitting the femaining

':.." e

114.,”'-3'”‘ |

) ;f{UfC”;}ﬁf There are almost.an equal number of inclusions as there areA"
. ‘ exclusions of this elementb Q;d‘tice is, therefore, 'l {faifil_;i?
inconsistent., Tf i;ff;”'i;ylil e_'”:s‘:f@ph:gflg. e
This element is systematically eacluded._ Instead it 15 f;f{"~ -

,.r' B . I

AR

the accession number that appears dn every card.;,_g' S

Includes this element much more consistently than any oﬁher

‘ ;UsR5”*-
"<extra element., ?' ﬂ'*fiiu,,f,uli;”fi{f"Lff;"'f ‘”E‘T“fj’jﬂ,;“

o
e o
'

Generally includes this element although in 33 out of 101

]

f-;fwfn“ ?P::f:;t entries located it is dropped.i"_;‘t;'f’,, f}ﬁ:*“w

e N BRI AR
. SFU - . S Out of 145 entries studied 98 have LC numbens. n-;_,j_.¢*

'.Qflf.ﬁvrf':.:fl Out of the i%h LC card numbers that appear in 160 LC copy,

h}-f UV includes only 27',l‘, ‘ .',f;jfaﬂ~ B Ef'ff .,ffigi“vitn-= il
. SN el e

"'”51 SBN/ISBN.H "3“if.'ﬁﬁ‘f' “tixiCQf . R R
”;; Excludes*35 of these bqf includes 22 others. The ratiO-’f«;iiéjri

f":f?..q makes it difficult to determine whether or not the library

"-;iﬁ' fa*ful_ has a clearlcut policy with regards to this bibli&;raphic

. " .
. .,,_.,‘ . 4",, AT, .
N . .

' element.-__ﬁ

. . R
)
»



i 15;fﬁﬁCiiiw‘45fThe cases of inclasicn_and_exclusion-are—ageinfalmos

?,”fucg:fj;f;f_rhe elemihts’sre systematically excluded, even‘in the few

e CUSR - -f‘;be elements are generallf included.,‘Out of 113 title

Book Price.‘ ?;gji~*»iy;~[

":;:EJﬁCff;;J;? ?Totally excluded. '.T,-:fu

B : balanced so chat the existenc fof.a clear-cut:folicy about

ﬁ?these elements would again be hard to‘determine.
1) s p&

g S

h\lﬁfcards that have full cataloguing. iw;?q;f&iffffé,ir'

““fentries studied LC cogy has SBN/ISBN on 50 entries, with fii:

';;.USR adopting 41 omitting 9._-- ae
L - 3 L

:flvUSi;‘tf*fg;This library génerally includes these elements in. its j“.?'?i;éfﬁ

‘descriptive Catalqguing.. Within lgl title entries located

here, LC c0py has these elements on 42 with US adopting 28

and omitting 14

... ..

”ﬁAﬁli_ -effTotally excluded._;“;“‘i"

.fDBCL};i”éthithin 164 entries séudied this element appears in 93 Lcizi_;h

i;ﬁ,copy.q Of these 79 are repeated on UBC entries.:fgf?"‘:

eI e

i;}?Totally excluded. ;f@:ﬁ':ff;i;?"f“

-2

C = ‘ RS e T
-,fggj“;This library generally includes this element nnjits;-;:“ :

| fﬁ_catalogue cards for determining the replacement charge for fftgfﬁlf

jfpb 0those books that might be;;ost by the students.thSuch

~4l:;fprices are identified in 64 LC copy within 101 entries

‘ir;ﬁ:s:udied here with US omitting only 8 and adopting the !%'"”’:'

e

'i:~,xema1n1ng.56, j?;l

‘-15Fﬁ1.'3feyiThe 145 edﬁ ies studied.gig11’74 book prices on LC copy,;;_TEff

“.

fﬁa11 of whigp are’ excluded by SFU'-ff.'fffvg;**?’




o

s

uv | 'l'her«160~ent—ries—here~yie1:d_92_mk_lﬁiee8 on I-C COPY» 0013'

one of which is adopted by UV.V

Concerning the remaining elementsv the practice of the libraries

\

'ffis identical with that of the Library of congress except iahthe'h-ff?%QQL‘

1 following few cases' the libraries exclude the author (or editor)

Th

“jfrom the titlehstatd}

.....

*fh information, as in the case of joint authors or. pseudonymous works/

,nt, except when the inclusion would bring in newn_,;ﬁj

,All the 1ibraries drOp the Dewey decimal number except the UBC cards, “ﬁ,

.E-xwhicb~aré exact replicas of LC COPY.';t;‘;fﬁaf"?l‘a ﬁa?:'T:;fiﬂ:Aﬁi;/"iervﬁk

V. mmn Amcm

o el

Each library is using the latest edition of the Library of

";sCongress Subject Headings supplemented with the List of Canadian

"‘IF- ubject Headings.zl The 1aqter list is used in an attempt“'l

i 7'with the growing amount of Canadian published materials which require

”i~subjecu control ‘and is applied only in those cases where the Library

v "Jof Congress list does not adequately provide for topics relating to i:*A. .

- , ‘-_ ~>:‘ . R i :7 .'A (P " .
tCanada. i %‘ “.7___'J £ ﬁji, nfx-* f,vf,—-’“?

Both UBC and UC also use MeSH (Medical Subject Headings)
L.;for medicalubooks. HA also uses the Library of Congross jec

B A e T e Lo ~w-r;.w-.~-w :
! ) ! . - . . .Q - . . .
R A . , U . -‘ _ I

-i.jlv i ,f::» R
o ~‘,_.21ganadian Library Association. Committee on Canadian Subject _
- Headings: A List of Canadian Subject Headin ngs, edited. by the . 'h<:_g.w‘i=~

>:fwf;committee (0ttawa~- Canadian Library Association. 1968)

S : 22U S. Department of Health Education and Welfare.. National -
. iaLibrary of Medicine. ‘Medical Subject: Headi g . (Washington, D. C..f “;;ﬁy'
e U S..Government Printing Office,_1972) : RO

UM T T
PR B s e . ) B X ER




HeadigggffOr C&ildren 8 Literature 3 for its Curriculum Laboratory

msterial. Although UV uses the University of California cumulation 6f

' jlt subject headings,ga this is not a different liSt hut ar cumulation of

ten annual cumulations of the Library of COngress 1ist. Similaf to the /
.I’A ‘
University of California cumulation, but not yet in use as a working
._ tool is a general index of the Lcnchibsification schedules being

develqped by the head cataloguers of'UBC, UV and SFU under a Ca f'

Federal Government Local Initistives Prdgram grant25 to provide their

”fibﬁ° librsry users with a subject approach for general browsing in the

'~fstacks, and as a complement to the subject approach obtained through
e the LC subject heading list.; .,f,_ij"g*;;‘ﬂve, : ',}‘jlﬁ*;, /. e e
RS j A subject hesding is considered altered when sOmething is i~.*

'fﬂf'either added to or deleted from the original heading on the LC copy, ‘ft::;
: iﬁV’Such aﬁgalteration could be a subdivisiou of a heading, or: merely the :

w;f order of words, while the original heading is substantially re';ined.;xf”
g 'b;Dropping a. heading is a total rejection qf the heading assign_d on Lc
' > ) .

V '*”i;copy, while providing an. extra heading means that the extra hea ing is

'7_tcomp1ete1y new - not an alteration of a heading already on LC copy.f7f§?"~~~ .
. S .‘.. R B ; ‘- :_.;.,_:?._b: et

e . BT o e e

- S 23U S Library of Congress. Subject Cataloging Division. Ceeel Ll

. 1Processing Department.. Subject Headingsiior,Children s Literature.f ail-"-"
- statement of: principles of application:and a 1ist of Headings; that - -

- . vary from those used faor Adult ~Literature. ' Withlsupplements. '
“VV(washington, D C..» Library of Congress, 1969)

S - 24U ‘S.. Library of Congress. Subject Headings Sugplements,

. 1966—1971 Cumulation. “University of California Library Automation
.- Program. ~‘Produced by the: Supplement Cumulation Task Team. (Berkeley:.
: ;University of California, June, 1972) N o S

r

Ses 25University of British Columbia.Library Bulletin No. XCII; S
February 15,. 1973._CVancouver, British Columbis) _ S

.yl

ot e
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" CHANGES IN ADDED ENTRIES .-

.2

No.
entries

ot:

found

.

Other Added Entries f-i'

No. of .
alteta-
tiong

| No. of

extra’
headings

1'provided

.‘ LC "
.-|subject

' "Subjectiﬁeadinggki‘f‘-

hesdings
droppea

Zof |
|total < |
*|change
1 o

. .

subject -
headings

Extra -
entries”
provided;

,/»'

e
entries

dropaed

,'2 of
_p“‘~tota11 .
-~ change .""_'

in
other -
added
entries

nis;aiies
u”
func.;h
e
s

DRI

- SFU .-

164

113 “‘

jisol.‘

'g149* 4.

145

-

160 -

{166

sfgo .

ls?';_.f

10
19

. 1‘.

-

12, |

4.3-:g;

}

. 27;5.5?4

v_;_lo;3;ihv

9‘5 [
9;&_.7
1.8.7
g’

: 1iiiéé.dff.

o 1
e

12

-l

;-

12y
S e
'|-16.5

3.5

b

»1;9;..

: 1030* ) é., 4

—

The altered headings, the extra ones provided and th%\‘ R

'xa?;dropped are all. regarded here as chaﬁges in.subject headings (Tﬁble"V' R

‘ “.UA”_»

- UBC -

I

t Pl

I T

,; Generally gives more specific headings than -on LC copy._1<l

MeSH is used in the Medical Branch Library but not in the‘

main catalogue.
authorities for subject headings.

including the making of cross-references is done by the .

Catalog Maintenance Section.

: the number of regular Subject headings assigned to. three,';':»:

" medical subject headings to‘five.':' :Jg S
e
*;&] 57,3_?~;,f_a::' .

Cataloguers try to restrict'--v

.'y‘,

T

‘i‘ffﬂf

The NUC book catalogues are also used as ;7,.v.

Subject heading control
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‘»“ff'ﬁf ‘1uj'd o ;f}5in"j vf‘58:

; UC’ .fffthC makes the ‘ost: extens&ve alterations of LC subject
'{dif f{el‘f ;:';,headings in terms of- number,tandialso provides the greatest |
- .,number of extra hesdihgs.‘l ' f."i'»j.vj T '.t;f”-v o
! "'fUCR-.'r';l is the closest to LC in subject catqloguing. Only one,ﬂ.iugﬁgi

g anlteration was made to LC subject headings, according to

A fV’
khe checklist study, and only one extra heading is provided-

.. "0‘

: anone was dropped. .l 5‘~

”i‘fs lso very close to LC in subject cataloguing.‘ There are 1A;;.'

o . »"three slight alterations" two. are instances of a head?
6

Lfiabbreviated in LC copy being rendered in full 1n the 1

\

v‘icopy. The third is a. completion of an open entry for de .

”,Gaulle. us adds '1970' which indicates the end of the :f_° e
l.““fC ' ) . | General s presidency of France. There are also two extra. 'h‘”'
: ;headings provided‘ ;F,._'&fpfw‘L‘ i b?.f-hijil','ﬁ_r;'a';

d

"Stuh. f j:jSubject éhtaloguing here is quite close to Lg‘practice;;
l;“There are only three cases.in which SFU subject heddings’df
.are altered from LCﬂ There is one case in which SFU assignséj fi
RSERS :f“fﬂﬁ.p:7just one: subject heading instead of LC 8 two. The trend in’ .

;i'SFU subject cataloguing, however, is to add to the number

;%' ‘"'ji'of headings given by LC:, It'provides-ll'extra SUbjectl".
“ .headings to 201 provided by LC within the 145 edbries :; ;”i¥7,71
‘T; o hd"r~;studied in. thi library.ri . - SO

UV7j~9{ ;i“Apart from 6 cases of alteration in subject headings e;gfnﬁ;_.ﬁ :

rg;“f[ffﬁ~f . assigned’ both UV's ‘and LC 8 practices are quite similar._Au;f“gﬂ“

p

ST e
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L

‘inaggigﬁéd'binUV._ (Table 3-6) Extra subject headings are
‘ﬁusually assigned in areas recognized to. be specialities of L‘#
"UV. Pacific Rim, Linguistics, Canadiana and Marine Biology.,'”'

TAgain, inkLaw, trials which are generalby entered under the

'y

udefendant are entered by UV under both defendant and author..

i -

,In the same way, art works usually entered under the artist,
X ‘r . . o pl ! Q .
v_'are entered under both author and artist. This library also

makes extra series entries and provides extra entties for

i

items in its special collections. All biographies and auto-

e

biographies are given both subject and author entries st UV

9
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SPEED-UP TECHNIQUES IN CATALOGUING Rt

R
Toag
@

.Avl '

ax TT_ABLE":‘*"?;? =

'-:fAyERAGE'nUMpgnﬁqégTi:LESQCATALochD.QEk PERSON

T

N PER MONTH

R b
 LIBRARY =

PROFESSIONAL
) OUTPUT

NON-PROFESSIONAL
OUTPUT

’ o R g

,11,250;,;H "~['ﬁf“""'

140
d?JzOQ}}au,
i

e

h'“ﬂ340hhbf
| ';_66.0,‘.:‘;-: ;
m?l71e5~dﬁk
Cms
Clgso

@

- ‘-5'gc._ o

‘iidentified in the seven libraries, are presented in,t ig(ghapter.;f'

B They can be grouped uogether under four broad headings. :

AL

. n
2

employed by the Iibraries surveyéd.

jeg.4

.a_\‘,v

A number of such techniqueS, as -hﬂyvj:

Pre-cataloguing OperatIOns' if;?ﬁ;i?

-~

»..

o,

CEPR

‘

-_|‘ .

The merging of pre~order and pre-cataloguing searching,t‘;

.“'

kA3Q' The principle of dealing with exceptions,' A i

e

60

O

The cregtion of ‘one central file for a11 data received from

. i“-.
_.cooperative sources, -




T ' . i UL e . ¢
'\.,'. \ ‘> * * [ P ,,‘; i SO
| g b ' "-"‘-’?"" RN
4. Supply of preliﬁinary cataloguing 1nfotm5tion to the cat— <
alogue‘r T R P
Copz-cataloguing operations - which make use of- . B
' . L. Shared Cataloguing (NPAC and Canadian) data, .ﬁ‘ o
'2 Josten s catalogue cards, Co e e »
;,.- 3. MARC tapes, B . g - SRS T
' st o S e e R
.6. Proofslips, e Lo e T ]
Micrographic Catalogue Retrieval Seryice, ~ . .
Cataloging-inaPublieation data. ’;fﬁ . : .1} . !
. o0’ v ) - ' R < .
Original cataloguing operations. Vi 1_.V'~“ = 'y =2
1. FASTCAT, e < .
LA@;Making entriesbfor all seriesa iﬂ‘f' -
- o- - .

L .. ’ I T . L.
: : - Aom . "1: . - - . ,
o Lt k& - . -

‘f”p;. Post~cata14gui_g operations -fticked tracing and yellowehighlight- o

ing for -added" entries. '.V B * :

The above grOupings are not mutually exclueive. What has been

L)

[ SN
RN

~" labelled a- pre—cataloguing~technique could for example, be the first o

step of copy—ongeven original cataloguing.‘ For the same reason, a

. certain technique could be either a copyi&or an original cataloguing

S operation depending on the availability or non—availability of the -
S : ,

* bibliographic informationF!tDescriptions of. such techniquﬁs nill,; .

hoWever, be given under one group only.ﬂ\With the exception of the ‘

,rogramme, all other copy~.v

y Canadian universities shared catalogdingﬁ

cataloguing methods pnesented involve use of LC.cqpy<in-various "
L BN 3ﬁ~f ) : R -
formsn,‘ Y ' _ o P
L “l : . : \5' . - . > ‘»,"i / | ‘ 3
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: M;‘% What follbws :la a Jescription -of each technique with an indica- -

L__t(ion_nf_ﬁetelt‘:_ie_udedl .

el el USE OF LC COPY : o

w : ST e R

. ‘.-. :f'--_‘ > ‘ hd hd
o

g e ;f:_ ::; S
-SOURCE OF ‘CATALOGUE CARDS- = .~

3

o - ¢

e
(Figures are estimate peye - _'

T

| ua | wme ;.ﬁc;' Ut

locally fr‘omv
. forms of LC .| T -} .
'H@w=-_ﬁ*%W@

-

RN
.’.

C e Reﬁlized from ';3-;7,; S
- ﬁaa o(,topy other SRR SR CL
7 |#.#" than LC | ' 1D

> N ‘. l — n.

b Realized from
cotiginal |7
'_ cataloguing"-'-' i

..-.“3,..“..
o

‘ @hapter all hinge on! the use *Qf LC copy.- While 7‘the extent .of the use E
' SRRRS S S T R ~ we

: of LC copy Y‘aries from one'f

.

- .'. ?g',_, L P -
d ’States » as rep&rted by




N e . o W e ' St . P
. el e . T R TP S . ] R b
3 M I . '.. e , . -‘\\— e . e LT L E [T b R S A . Lo y
. -t . E P e 1‘...' SO0 . . B . L .

) . Ishimoto and by Nixon and Bell,2 the’ percengage yield@re lower in

';‘—'—'——Wester—n—canadar—l'shimoto—s—survey—remlt'that—a—reasonabie—fdeal*hc———
S S e o

1 : copy availability figﬁre ,for~ large reSearch libraries would be~ in the I

Tl W o
" vicinity of. sevenq !:6 seventyii,ve per cent, witb a limite(P amount of R

3

4 Qdeferrad_ cataloguing, bnt she expected that this percentage would be

um-sized research libraries“ Nian aud Bell

_ of ninety per cent had been a.chieved by member

S

b’*aries of the Association of Research Libraries (ARL)

The average
. g" B R

v Ca
' \ e "y "'n’f ' S ) : L
. | ’ greater &!ﬁme of "original cataloguing, -therefore,r is done ‘1n the \

o Western Canadian un}versities in *this study', with a resultant higher .
. L T Al T R
1:‘%lnml’:er of cat.aloguers 89" employed.ri This 115: staff ”_strength in ? ‘ L

g‘ ca“falogui-ng is‘ aiéo reflected in the fnct that despi&e the high- rate - e
v e of orig 1 cataloguing in these libraries (Table 4'-2) backlogs are

L

mostl?r of manageable size and )are even virtually non—exi‘stent in three

of the libraties surveyed. _ UA has A 15 OOO-item backlog‘*ﬁe 3? 000,

RN i,
and us 3,000, pv has 750 items, wﬁ?ﬁ
‘u Y NQ}\ . ~h : - ~. ‘\l
hunq'red of realﬁ .:Lh“procéss material whiIe VUSR And SFU report no R R

backlogs.A UBC has an official backlog of 3 000 i%emg,‘ 'althpugh this

N . does not dfnclude the 70 6,\3 items in its Asian studies division.( | ’w

. P S - 5 T - PP el B B
4 .r Bt e . Lo . PO PRI L . L

= * Uahtaoto,’ “The Nat{onal Program for. ACQuisitions and ISR S
“‘Ce;alogingm'tloc cit., PP 126—36._va;-h‘_““ o

P . i .- " Lo Sy
--\ ; PEE I X LAt ¥
e .. » W L

"-zRoberta Nixon and’ Ray Bell - "The UCLAQ.i};r é'a'talo"gi B St

2
G Supplement " Library Resources, and Technipal Setv“c N

._a‘-.

L TN I (Winter, il
MJ!‘ 1923), pp- 28-31...; IR _ TS
) ' ® ’ .
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| In the case: of UC 304 000 out o'f the reported 37 000 are ;l R

' ——¥¥+—JCollectionst—material—wirh—Io*—”roéessiﬁg priorit - These are
A >

R L
"».

I .
e .
R SR g

Yo materials secured froﬁ non—tr;ade sources' o
Tl . R ) .

| -"&fjovided,,‘-che;é ‘ 'm;e, 2o vmc':‘re..stafrfl cu
i R . SR e o g.‘s‘

Big . Lly to- increase for | ,
x - BN . l.’ M 'T ‘ ) . . ) .» . . “
some time._ All gﬁe librarians interviewed echd ﬂlrod's recent reports RPN

-
.....

,‘ of finanqial stringencies whieh appear to be taking efféct jﬂ}!ady -j&“

XN “.wylw,,’.’--
S v “-’ o

these universities. One clear evidence off this situatimr 7560

arrearage of any. of the seven libraries is'

'picking up” impetus. N | .':; '

N . »" o e ‘.o‘ <. . o .

Forms of LC Cofpy.g_ _ o ,; _'.':,"' A‘. ";, - " : ; T

i3 Congress Natﬂi:o‘nal Union Catalog is a basic°, .

R libraries. The Libra X

= . At

'-’_‘:'_'_source of LC catel.q-gue copy !i&,l’ibfu‘iéi following LC éataloﬁuing
\ M S : v\ S
o '.practice Thé other ferms hdescribed below. . S ” :
Libvé’rx of Gongress.LShared Cataloging P;es,___ ' e
S ..‘n.'.' _._,4

t

S Theré’f is éi Libra? of Congress 6Shared Catalogin,g program, . o

e otherwise known as the 'National Program for .Acquisitions and “ RIS

S '
N . M oo . .o °, * N L . A .
e L AT .‘.__: ‘ SR .- SR vv . “' PR R S
Py T " BT, N R - . v . . .

PRSI RN

»’ ' CoT
lA "wa)r:.'__\

) . d, "Year%e Work in Catalo ing and Classification, AR TN
Library Resources and Techn_ical Services,,XVII ?Spr:fpg, 1973), p. 175 a".'-{' !

S

-a‘ e, ‘ B
rch

PR = :]{ K5 l'Un:f.versity of Britislu Columbia xLibrary Bulletin, XCIV (Ma
¢ 23,,1973), pp. 172, e T T I T e

Ty T e K - (VRS DTS
. - L e . e b

+ .
,
.



Lo ABLE 4-3] I R

5 . .
o 3,’ o . . R r) . + ‘; ol < _— - »
' DR 5«l"lorence A. ,MoorE "Sﬁ’ared Catéloguing at LC "- Technical \ P S

1o "‘ " E

Cataloging Divis;[on bg airi’nailm for its acquisition control fil*

RN X L N . . : v a‘-' . o ) K Lo Foe A . . DA

e __gms o Lc corY m sk e

R ,,Depasitory Jost | MARC - Proof- M'CRS*'-_
‘ L‘ibrary ‘ Cards~ ‘. Cards | Tapes slips .Com,- CIP “'NUC‘ SRR

£ N . :, - L . L. v‘;u, X N . ' " . ,-“- . N ‘. Lol -« " s .

Cataloging (NPA'C) by which thet taloguilg ,:;“l. R

e A L

for the acquisitign and cataloguing of overseas publications. Moore& j ' -f\‘-.',

; P L e

has a detailed accoun‘t of this e _ ation while Lunn6 has assessed its R .,"..'f’c‘
- R A

implications for the large‘Northu Mcan university libraries with Qe |
\‘“blanket orders or approval plans for wh‘ich it is basically designed. :
= ) o~ - A Co
- /_” ,‘ ~ The producer ‘of each c'&mtry s national bibliography supplies
.0'5'» e

Library of Cor?gress staff in each courttry‘with copy at the earliest:

possible ment. This is se‘h ; the Library of Gongress Sha::a‘

.

~

0

.':~'.
S

and for distribution. InoadditiOn,_the large research lilea‘ries-

Sidelights, IiI (November, 1969), pp. 2—6, o . e .-QF—': ’
¥ "e\* | | |

AR T T e AT




it ound in the depository %et of oard_s Further '

R ,\'\r_ .

= il L '.' ‘.*‘" B ;
high priority cataloguing. The Library of Congress -8ls0 tri g to ’,~j._”¥;»
'..cover areas where there are no national bibliographies, for example, j‘;ﬁd;

e ' PR b e T

. K
it has centres for this purpose at Nairobi Djakarta and Rio de

\\<aneiro., T n;‘Ehences of the programme are: a great increase in SR ﬂjﬂ

e the acquisition of material available to eacH(research library,

b

a ' o v"érv..a.;
.and standardization of cataloguing, and wider availapility of informa- T
7% e tion about published material. Of the seven libfaries in this study _"dfﬂffsff;

.'irfyonly UBC however receivbs the depository cards from :di Library,of

.‘Congreég as a,participant in this programme.”?v

1& 4.”1}b- - Tgese depoSitory setg are more comple‘g than the LC card

9

' 'lserVice, proofslips or MARC tapes, in that the«sepé»include the cross;.

.

b¥? ,references and location data, Proofsheets are available for a price

',;"to any subscriber but depqsitory sets of caqﬂs are supplied only to

":ffselected research libraries in‘return for the cOmmitment made by those

.'J:flibraries~to report their acquisitions to, Libr%iy of Congress.,—fgdrf‘t."
. . tL' - ,?

d;ge impact of the Library of Congress shared cataloging

e e

. . . . ” e, o
e . PR S . - e e
ES d

'ﬁaﬁéﬁhg King Ng “The impact of the Shar Cataloging Program on ;' FR
i the 3 _"'cessing of——.}apane'se language materiatl,! ‘eport on.a survey .l
' ;'presented at .the annual gonference of’ the committe§7on East 'Asian. R R

libraries, Afsociation £§r Asian Studies, San Francisco, April 5“ 1970) gwff7“-;'

s - "




the pertinent t formation, and the printed,t cards foiqlow. ; ’I'he reportJ .‘

'to the Libra‘r)t of- Cdngress from the participating libraries is v'

B designed to hé],p tp former in putting titles of primary interest to‘ ﬁ'

:’, the libraries in priority for cataloguing-. If a,ﬁ;-participants were to

: submit such reports it would act as a guideline to the Library of .

-,-' 7Congress, and in turn, they w0u1d get the cards: Booner. : Using

hmultiple-copy order glips ‘for this purpose wou,ld be little trouble for

R {A"1ébraries._ .Once a po rt is made,n Le cards are supposed tg arrive '

edsha

iound this is one \way of inforhiing the Library"of Congress of the

*-_, -&
g e
IS the cataloguing of m ny East Asian libraries. ) The coverage of i:‘hese }" vl
e ; o . : : v.‘; X »!
o cards has proéed gr t and their use so Cé)nvenient to Can an N
"-participants that there has been little or no need for the -few B - ,
k.';“"'. nﬁ{ian Asian col‘lect:ions to start a shared cataloguing programme of
i. ._ : ( A gy
g thei;.‘ own. The effectiveness of the entire NPAC can bé judged ’by the

. SN . R AR g . .. R , - -~ . <
. . . . PRE .- N . . R 0 L %
LAE B v . - C - . LA . v



"'FQ "The“Library_of—congress—has—intreased—its*catlléging ;

B ..33'7'. ; : .. ‘production: 81% under “the- auspices of NPAC, £rom 11,000
T new titles (in all. 1anguagesg in fiscai 1965 to 200 373
. :“.{;‘e titles in fiscal «year 1969 " A o R

Josten s Cata]LLcards. e ﬁ

Josten 8 cards are computer-printed from MARC data.‘ They are

'issued by thg Catﬁlog Card Corporation of Adnari 1',,at Minneapolis,
T Lo , SRS W e
. which dlaims tf“d‘»be: the world's largest and oEt 'experienced supplier

of computer-printed catalogue cards._ They prdvide LC data ai'*?apgedv e

- &

.. L_. 'with many variations,‘accord'ing to the requirements of each customer.

The cards are presentfy solafo*r 29¢ per set. :._ k g 3{5 L

".»“-',_‘_-,,:-_*basis of . speed, between reliance on this service and getting the 3

/

-' :cataloguing inforﬁation from MARC tapes (to which this library also R .

‘ has access) and then preparing their own cards, JOsten 5. cards are

[ 2 T

;filcd' unedited at“ USR with no loss of time.lb"'

Josten s files contain owr@o«ooo current titles - a11 the .'

o -v* M{,s. non-governmental publicat.ions availab].e on MARC withg e e S

[ &

number prefi‘xes.‘ New additions to MARC are received'-. every Frlday and T

| renteigd into the c0mputer over the weekend, ‘80 that they are aVailable '

i ‘QV. . "CE" :

T 8U s, Library of Congress. National Program for Acquisitions

A.‘_v,:and Cataloging Progress Re E ort. No. 9.. (Washington, ;C:HKugugt 4 ’.
0 1969) « 3, o k. o

.
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ot —to cusmmnmonday. , RECON data ,(re‘trospective conversion to

"'ff'"MARC) will be added as the Library of Congress makes it available to iiii:l

S

v ek

" For rapid processing, p]:,inted lalaels are provided for book card,@‘_.‘v

Whk pocket and spine., A wide variety in call numbers has been :‘v'ﬁu L

——a—

liprovided for.- On his first order, a customer fills in his specificav o

jitions on the computer cards the company supplies. 'If Wﬁ wishes to"

.. change specifications on 1ater os, additional c\'ghputer card\s are

AR e . »

supplied with each shipment. .fr-

R
1

A customer s order is usually entered the day it is received,

: and shipped back to: him~within three days, from a central United

”*7.

’:‘States location., All Josten needs is the LC card number. Cards are

“_sent to the customer in his choice from four sequences - aIphabetical

N 4’

".

‘"title (if he gives the first word ofk

fordered.- The order will be shipped conplete for,all titles available
"'Qon=MARC the day it is entered.- The customer will receive a:dated

.2

azﬁaﬁi

-

'Hby author (if he gives Josten the auth,r 8 last pame), alphabetical by _l

-, e submitted’with his next order in twenty—one days.> Since Josten '8 adds ﬁ»_'é

13

betw%en 1 500 and 3 000 new entries-each week this practice assures

the customer of a comprehensive service. _

e o a e C e

vh,f"iMMRCvtapes"i.”,_“f ﬂf'_;f' ;: p_; f{;pi
IR S ’
e MARC tapes are regularly used for cataloguing at US while US

rag~ Rl
A E

‘.uses them only intermittently to produce ‘cat oguing copy.' UA ibd UC




:ff'v 7-?i; ; US was ene of the two Canadian and fourteen American MARC sub- y.,[

' scribers invited to a user s seminar at the Library of Congress in

’f'March 1970 to discuss the strength and weaknesses of MARC as well as

.

.ylto explore other possible uses for’ them.9 A detailed description of
'}?MARC at US is provided by Kagis.;o This has been updated by Burns and

‘11Pridmore,;l in their second look' at TESA—l/Cataloguing, which teviews

’

the new developments in the cataloguing sub-system between June,f1971

’ and June, 1972 as well as assessing the system s performance imbact o

T

: during the same period.-'

: Automation at US encompases the ordiiing of - libraty ma rials ;;ﬁ

PR

jas the initial stage, through to. cataloguing as the final stag 0

oo fClaim notices, receiving reports, accounting statements‘and printed

v

o

catangue cards ready for filing, are some of the- records produced by b
ythe computer._ All possible pre-cataloguing information is captured at ,1f.57

.»*r_f the initial‘@rdering stage.- All orders for Englisnblanguage monographs

with a 1969 or 1at§r imprint are run against @he MARC history tapes,‘fl}“
,zgeither‘bys}c number, SBN or, author/title._ The latter is made poSsible

by the use of a compression code.» If the’ title is on MARC a- 3" 5"'

" S - =t : L

| ‘,printout is produced ' Entries for books with earlier imprints found

A,‘,
>

i g‘. o 9G C. Burgis i"A MARC user's seminar," Canadian Library :-; ',“;
Journal, XXVII (May-June, 970), pp. 227 29. ST » L T

: 10Y Kagis, 'Technical Services in Saskatchewan," Technical CON i
Sidelights, II (May, 1971), PP. 292 32 ‘ o .l ; , SRR
" - . - m v

o Barrie A. Fs Burns and" Peter Pridmore,-ﬁgﬂ%A-l/Cataloguing.}
Laasecopd look,” in Library /Automation .in the Nation¥ papers presented’ o
8t the 'CACUL Workshop on library. automation. (University of .
Saskatchewan, Regina Campus, June 10—12 1972) T

. r,-'



W

._‘

—:hr—the—Nationa.L Union Catalog are photographedr entries not in Nuc. are

2’

e searched in other catalogues, all relevant i?formation is keypunched

in machine-readable form, and plﬁchase orders are generated by the

- ;,computer. »_ When the book has been received and the "order received"

' statue card has been fed into the computer the information derived '

"; ’:from ‘the above sources (MARC, photographs, or order inpt:t based on’-'ﬂ,
l.other sources) s recorded on computer-produced "edit sheets" for 1.- iR

cataloguing uSe.. Once the necessary editing is done by the cataloguers o
L ' -~ .
the changes are entered into the méch‘ine-—readable record (former,by by " \
keypunching but now by an: on—line t:erminal) and a revi;ed edit sheet .
‘._is produced. _ After final checking and any further changea » gw B
. . .‘ ‘A'..aloguing edit complete" staggs eard is fed into the computer;,'_ g!frigx ‘. '} "l.

: ;fthe signal that card sets may be produced The card sets ap then - S

-

""'complete and ready for filiag. -

3 . A communications link - a dedicated telephone line - betwéen ,._.;f i

»

"US and USR enables the latter to submit LC card: numbers, SBN, author/

‘

~\ f:itle or series statement to request MARC data for books awaiting S 7_;'

[

..C\_

cataloguinﬁ Printouts for the corresponding items on MARC tapes are

e Ty

e pr;lnted at USR Computer Cent:re._ 1 )

o— RS

_ o Complete bibliographic information fora recent Englis(p mono-

.:-_\graphs acquired by the Library of Congrese are. received by US each |
) . week.- They help to speed up the.routineS" in the acquisition dand . =
o ;cataloguing of library material and’ at the same time make poss(ible,v""‘

_'.._advances towards a machine-readabie cé_talogue for the library. «The . ’ -

,pact of TESA~1 on. Cataloguin& at’ us ﬁas been described by Burns.]f,’,‘"' SRS
< -w - : \_'. } . (\ . . L
! . . s s B Q . i .

- . '144‘- Lo . a . o "‘\
~ . - CRE e » -

S izBarrie Al F. Burns, "Technical Services in Saskatchawaﬁ“'_'i_'w =
"Technical Sidelights, III (May, 1972), pp. 25-30 ) o .

l.
\.?, : . . R I o _ S



S TABLE, 4-4’ o T

' MARC USE COMPARED WI'TH OTHER FORMS ‘OF 'C'ATALocu‘m'c Af;"i us (1972) N

| A‘New«ed‘ition's;- 4,562 S 13

From J’une 1971 threugh .mmary 1972 32,

- catalogued, made use of MARC data. Total use of LC c0py in all forms :

) .

) '.,'Forn ) B o Number. "o‘.fl,.cards Approa‘timate 1 ‘
R fpercentage FRRREEN R

.v"ic-p‘rinted‘copy. S &,822 I '2“3".;2

¢

' ) . . - ‘,, . . O ‘F ) " .
Original cataloguing 9, 133" A A S

Note'* These 3

! e month's figures. AP

. i . =
. 9 P
i

s 3 nt of all itemewly

) .

. for new items during the same period was 61 7 per cent. Lengthy delays

""awaiting multilith production of c%alogue cards have be,en el:[minatedr*

. An averag& of o y fivea working days now elapse betWeen the time

k ‘for ’US was computer—based. ; Monbhly production fi“%res have been just

.‘3 000 cards arﬁ not u('tcommou. The highest daily total 80" far has been |
4 802 The ALA-f-approved library print train, equipped with a full
: array of diacritics, has been in use since October 1971., Main o
Library union catalogue cards now come from the compu‘ter "file ready, )

that is,«"sorted alphabetically by the first ten characters of. each

"..4 ‘-

32“

’ cata"logui of aﬂw item &gins d when the computer-produced cards are L ‘5
B X e R .

filed ,in th% Ma:bn Li¥ary union catalogue. R

| By, December 1971 eighty-five pei‘ cent of alJ. card production ‘.' v
§ ‘£~

-

.‘: under 30 OOOfince that time, and daily outputs of betx?een 2 500 and

-

!F

* L.

v, B
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N

et

ni', A study of processing activity in“the cataloguing department of US

"7l~Nationa1 Library report cards by main entry, and branch library sets

. its® branches. ;'"

' the sort program. Manual rough sorting of cards is no Ionger required -

“since shelflist and 1ocation file cards come sorted by call number,

'for branch libraries, and currezﬁly services some twenty different”

':<libraries or collections on ‘US

.produced for a title, the machine-readable record for that item is o

'1sets of cards produced for copies of tiq&es added to various branches 'ﬂ

s.This fully—automated,processing system is designed for speedy
»’aloguing. It uses MARC data whenever avai&able but does not delay

i ,items to await LC data unless MARC data is expected in the near future.-

batéhed ready‘for sending to appropriate loéations. The system is

capable of accepting a variety of requirements for card set composition

_ . ‘ . B ~$l:v~_ﬁfjtu
pus.l,““ ,i_ .f,.f ;1_ fi 2 ;‘Ap'.; }:
On—line entry of cﬁtaloguing data via .an 1BM 2741 tybewriter

»terminal inaugurated in Decembit 1971 offErs a number of advantages
a over the 029 keypunch including simpler record fbrmat, easier
-Verification and error correction plus the availaQility of a shift keyffﬂlfi

‘for encoding upper case: characters., Once catalogue cards have been o

~

t ' ) 1

‘transferred to the library holdings file. Records in that file (which o

"totalled some 24 500 by early March 1972) may be updated and further .

at a later date or for transfers of items . from one-location to another.j
sk oo

= ":frA further by-product of the 1ibrau§ holdings file is a monthly series

of lists of 'Recent Acquisitions for both the main library‘pf US and

- .. .
Py : s . L L . . Y

Speed—up is. also provided by TESA—l,and its batch syst 1

-




.4‘.{ : .‘ A \ '+ L . N . .
'_uBuchinski%ls produced figures which provide interesting comparisons

ffwith curre?t processing. The study fouid that only 18‘per cent of a11

J: v‘"."

ﬁi‘books processed during that period were cleared through cataloguing if?-;%f'”

o within one month of accessioning, a: further 14 9\per cent completed

o keeps pace with receipts.{

sizeable backlog of “‘e 8, 006 iteqs ' had accumulated end card
h'production was being changed over from LC printed cards to multilith.

fIn April 1972 a computer time interval study of status change‘

. 'processed a 1isting for it éppearg each d

A ,drv e
’ S

~Q processing within one to ;wd’months, and 19 5 per cent within two to

=Y S
three honths, giving a totdl‘of only 52 4 per cent processed within

A

three months of accessiollw a At the time of the Buchinski study, af

[ L

. N

‘.activity in the TESA-l 'In Process File covering 2; 298 items (or 88

i . Y |

PR S
-per cent of the total items reported processed that month) was g*[~.* .

B}

iconducted by means of a new statistical programme. The average time

‘required for these items to attain "Pfocessing Comple;e" status through

cataloguing was eight calendar days. The study also showed that it

remained at "Order«Received" status in the 'In Process File for an

.

~'aver-age-of only five calendar days. Processing in this library now '

-

Once the cataloguing process has been°started

%

'amust finish each item they,have begun. Until‘an item is comp etely

T

13Barrie A F. Burns and Peter Pfidlore, TESA—l/Catalqguing_

- a second look 1972, p. 30 . ' ST e
) . ’ U ’ o ,.,- \TT _.‘”:f,- - B . e . {2:{‘/" . .

) lf"rhis figure has now droppg 34@00. ] ﬁ: i : | 4: | O\ .

g ' T o . Dol e

r .

L L, N .. . H
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LAC &

v’considerable. ,_‘ T}p\ing has been almost elimiﬁ:ed r ﬁc Only ;;aterial —

", that TESA-l cannot handle :I.s that requiring n-aRoman a,lphabats. A].l

o cards, including added entry cards arrivq from the computer finished

3 R ’ " .-

'and ready for filing. 'rhe bu:lal.'t-in card distribution rOutine removes

’ the chore of r.emembering which cards go tq which location. N Although

"
the cards are only i:ough-sortéd in fact i{; hds proved possible to ?
: | take them as they come and file tzhem forthwim into the catalogue.‘ ’; '

NN

punchi@, which up to May, 1972 c0u1d béﬁa week in arrears, became up X Lv'.., F

to date by the next month., The use of ,q,.ggtch mode system means that-
Q‘ e Lo .
there is a deadline to be met each day«’ I‘he staff cannot wark at

YN
R d

thei:r own #ace as they might on an on--iine system. rPerhaps, the most. E
4 , c& .
- signﬁic%edture of TES;\—Y. H‘as been uliﬁ greater control that it

- gives the c,ataloguing staff 6ver any material being catalogued. From‘ N

.,

the moment a. book is received in Acquiqi&ms, they can }.OCate it at-

R

. any ﬂpoint in the process. Fu,nthr, ahy esnors or omissions made by

either cataloguer ‘or clericz).l ,ﬁ?ﬁ mue'h n?' e apparent.' The passags of

\‘

LR St ,,4;& w2 .
boo’ks ‘through the department, ,un' tevwne, the job of getting the

O

5.:*7\ o oy . . Lt
‘éards into the cat:alogue,. ha@z‘been greatly expedited.' IR T £
Y. . . T e A -
Proofsligs. i w' '_ et o R R

V

at: SFU and UV. Like MARC they are delivered to substri,bing libraries '

by tnail ©on a: weekly basis. L

4“
[]

= " The distribution of LC proofslips -1ike the distr_ibution-of

.
.

MARC ‘tapes is now a service of the United Stares National “&rdgram

change in }‘outine has cut the amount of keypunching considerably., Key- -

. .
s . . . .
‘n

. “LC proofslips, the source o@MRC d‘ata, are u'séd for' catalogui‘ng '

Y

PSS




Y e

4,’ificatioﬂ,. :l.n ;hb !ﬁ@k and card ordering proce‘ﬁ’h

: 'n_addition to using tﬂg é ]
. :En o»rder“idg cu.i'mnt imprj.nts S SFU and UV (and

-

15 Samuel T,: Waters a d‘{lvatore. L.‘.-Costabile,v' "The proo' 'of? S e

. the ptfdc'ling‘.' Gsing:LC p oofs 5y . Colte ege and. Research Librar ige
E -xxvl;u (Manch 1967),,* pp S , .

. .'_,Cliftqn Brocg, ';Development -at North Caro;Lina :hin‘Néfman" k :
Stevens, ed.,: "The* Na.tional Program forr Acquisi;tions and Cataloging.-- N
a. progr}ess frepqrt on devglépments under.. Title II-¢C: of thé Higher. A R

.Education Act of - 1965 " Libr.’ar Resouro . and Technich Services, X»II
IWinter, 1968), pp_ 25_27 T

-
re ~

.r:.:z

i ;_ g ; A {east wcostf' '

searching sequ ce,, €01l _g_a‘nd Research® ler_aries CXXV (March
-*1964);Pp." }26-128} and .Ashby~I. Fristoe, 'Th bitter ebd;”" Librarz

Resou:;ces agav’ggchnical S,ervices, X _(.Wii'xter ’ "66), pp;., -

3 Lazorick and‘Thomas~£«~Mina§;<f

91—9_




A qosts, since the first 'card 1n a set costs five'cent:s less whel!‘
o &dered b)" ﬂumber tl}an when ordered by author or,.tifle.i\s“’gﬁf .

‘ Morem“reﬂ, it wouﬁ be' uneconoﬂio' to use mh a £i]:a,on1y to obta:l.n L(:.“\"' .

u).

S card numbers, since tﬂe‘cost of ‘, file maim:enance 'auc} bearching \‘m@d‘

S d
,I . ‘v.\v '.‘{,_':.-

more t:han' offseﬁ t:he lessened_'.: X

\% ; I R

\ "I‘Iw main ad\rantage

st:udy, that dgring. ch la,ttaér weeks«?f the:[r g:est period t:he hiﬁeat'
. I .

: , number ofy proofs{ ?

L i
AR PV

U S. Library of Gongngs
Catalqging Service ‘Bulletin No. 73--
R ;

,‘P;bcessi’ng Depaz‘tmen,t

(Washington, D C., 1965) ., . Pu
]ngames A. Anderson, '{Bxeak-e.ven point“ for -a ’prq 814
on, " College and Research Lﬂ:rarie JXXXIII (Marchv-f-' !

= .‘v:—'«’ -
- ' B




The weekly service of t:he MCRS in micxdiche—frem—lnformndh—‘——
* XDynamIcs K)btpomtioa, Reafing (Massachpa

e s)'. is qsed dt: UA»J%e I
i © ' @egvice provi, '811 I,@'ib,.rary °~f'-"-‘;¢°nsr§'88f\’zcafg%losﬂ'?ﬂttieé, on” 5" 8" ERRE

e

UA maintains .a complet:e cataiogue file,

accessed

ey [} . ,‘ ) 3 ’ '
LC catalog card numher, and, from 1970 forward‘ . by 0
'*'*Q.J O ; N e . - O, o

UA :r”ich all new LC cat:alog entries oxyé

‘ ‘*\"1.-:
: _‘card number indexes, a.n%om 197@ fomar e

Qf:f&e, WGge pmv{r\leﬁ in. t:he bas

R . n.‘ B
B S o ' N Pt AN

v

microfiche {replications 101;' th'e Nation? Union

_-=Catalog, housed at the Libt‘ary o*f C

._‘.._
#

e L daté pripr to .L970 'Cu"rrent Additi,pns provides LC catalogue entr:l.e:

:.‘ for English aqd\Foreign language titles,' cro’s;'Ije:‘fere;aces,ﬂvaudiovisual
T . and moste i cs.  Th: ,NUG' portion c:f ;:he file,contains, 1a addit\ :
e '7‘_» ’ tb all the LCAcatalogue entries, the cc;ntributed catalogue- .ent?:‘\li
d;'rom maJor libraricsnac =we11 f lf - . S
.}': R T .a‘ E ; A _:: ’
T ‘ . SRR




>

r" o . v K ” i i )
5;*”-‘ 21953 1962), and bymganual earch\ﬁg by main entryrdirecfly on the NUC

'-microfiche- B T T . SEEA
= .‘V . _““““,,‘ . R ¢ B 9 o ° o . ‘ ‘
S The 'Current Additions data file for eacﬁ of the years sub-‘g

; ot

udio Visual

712, Qﬁ’q the ";'j

e lyaal

?V“fépequent to 1969 1s- broken into three partqi,’Englidi,

?ﬂi?; Materiaf% and Tofeign (ylus cross reféYences) ?or

o ) o . . ln o ; A A",
“et yeai'.s fonowmg. ' ;e Engli‘sh,nrqdon haS' a sectin. 4 devoted W -8t- e %

:u:‘Q.f'alaging-in—?ubliqp&%;;; IP) entries. ,The'microfiéhe nﬂ.bers for each ‘1 -
, .;‘,:_' e : <y 1_“ K , ./ \ : .

“ class 1ie in the.game range fo ' 'QT

that provides the speed-up effect Additional mierofiche

-

?ﬂ°;:* in gequence to each.of tia‘file segments each week except for the CEP,\
T r SRR :
. . 3

wherein each weekly addition is incorporated directlg.on the ficﬂ?

I e A,

rfféi containing the preceding week's data until a ficpe is filled completely, .
AR ~' R '.
Each Week's CIP addibion is dated \and most importantly; organized by B ?f
LC calﬂ number. The NUC portion of‘the data base is added ‘on ‘a ﬁ:y;_ﬁ,”1,.5gg

’ / S —»:».-. '.:.,._:‘. o P

'fig monthly, quarterly and annual basis, following thé publication gattern ﬁ«¢” '

x:,i: ~ of the National Union Catalqgu ;dﬁf}n.ﬁfﬁgv";;_;JVF ,','}i'\gx3 S
P .,.i( v R .- o ] R A ™

RS S A

i.':?fz”::n;‘“Aqnf update*pat

‘-'l



. R ; ¥ . V. : .- . s
< S B e R R . . . 4 e
A o . i ’ . ¢ .
W RO AR o : - R LT
ca T . . ) e QA
WY A . ' v : Y. ; T
L ' “ v ] P , . e D
) . . . ' .
. RN . . [ v .
.y . - » A .
XN " Y ' { . ' S
AR . .. . , . .
N .
.

‘.,The.se are paralleled by cumulative supplements published weekly »
C e ‘ , . l

withitr éach bne—or-two—month period. Successive annu&i are alao T '

e .‘.comulated within a quinquennium. Pfovided the appropr’iate file S R
a’fry i.s availahrle,t\ MCRS veekly servd.ce i,'s as fast‘ as the LC proof > C
» 'rﬂ" i """!hf . . s "-,"l"g" 5 . i % -,‘ k
o slips ot QMRC dapes. 4 s o odat Tt T e e
p \ i {‘ ‘,', v“ . '.. H : "\,-"‘ ‘ '; ' B /- : S . S
cd alogingj!n delication. o j"'f;.:‘f'; ,5.-' e
, ‘ CIP began in July, 1971 kand 1ts strategy :ts o catalb ge: oo
sl \ B 3 i’ l‘,
&itles at Library of Congress in advance of publication,soghat &
. et el ‘ - 1 ‘ Y ‘,;
eig B the bulk of the I_‘g. catalog card data is published as 'a part' of -the e T ,g

N4 ‘ . A-‘

* boqk (qs‘da,uyfg‘n thg versﬁof the title page), thus, all suc books v B

‘4 ;‘ 'areeastalog* oa%!e and. for all, ,atuta central_ bint"A
’ " :.‘ PO ) o .: LA ‘. ‘ . “ '_’. F &
e standardized met}ﬂ : i

Four libraries -'

' ,..:‘\3 ° .

!&'hat this me\x'xs\Ls,'in ef '

for cataloguing informatidn"é’

’ . L R B T

‘}11 ne"books f t&se fwr libraries‘ with~CIP data are, inuned-iately o

. NN ", .. . . - oL
BRE ‘_.».on arrival in their cataloguing departments, fouted to typist
T who types out unit cards fram which added hdltries' are generated, ;; S Iz

- allogzing the books to- proceed to the shelves
" ..,~ oo B X o o

th minimum delay.m‘«f;.ﬁzn“tqf
R Collation and imprint are~ usually emitted i

- catalogui}fg information. R T}\gse had proved problemﬁ'..-_ s

Both are, however,' easy L

e’arliere Cataioging in Source experiment..
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‘ }lis study recogn:lzes *t:wmgrou;is of speed—up netho_

printeé( N‘l?(‘} monthl .{s“quarter ‘, ‘annual orq}t,h!r cumulati,ons 1q, (here
S T ™ i ‘

monsidered a bg\éie, &ource%f &t-alogwihg inf-of ':f

x “' . . e
g ome‘-tht stangard sgurces of cataloguing

-
oy

| KR Vo, TR
What are considered itg%this study‘as 'Qufck cataloguing g
o techniqués _“follow fro‘m here till the end of thi;s chapter, and A
B v i,y - . ' ..,.“~ s CJ .“‘.'. ‘\-‘ . .;;..
: invo&ve, essentiaﬁy, these. Speed-up methods not derfved frow Ry

. S B T TR T '..f"‘""‘.' .f e .; 4 :
data. . They are. LT s R ‘_*" R




.‘ - o l
tﬁe other, as was ear;“ier explainqé in

._a |

.‘;‘,fﬁ? %he int.roducwrz o &tmofv th;ﬂls chapter such as FASTCAT and sou}g o'f

CLe ) y J “a‘ 4. * . - .

i : the preﬁhninﬁx cataioguing helm%,vsn tQ the cataloguer.} The Shared .

s (d:.ataléi%xing .Prdgramge amdhg "‘some ,gana;lian Universities uses Canth‘ana ,
DR R § 3

. 0f°*the techniques listed§above,€on;.y

Qs .x \

-is a- temporary cat,a]:og'&in,g process 3roviding 'rv,tce until
':"' ."-.“'."i : i’ i LS , .

. ol . ‘# .@ 'n--"_: .;*' : »": . . .“‘:' "
e u:qthe iibraries..call rush,catalpgning is \Qot';cOnsidered

""ﬁ g

[P (U . . AR SRR S I T LA T A

Y

4more cergin is wat such ‘a. procedure channels attention’to materials

'—;.-}'[jthat are in greater demand : thL‘reby making cataloguing mote respons:lve, f




\ ‘:.(_:,opy',{.:-_edit‘io g a continuation,;etc. : This identifies, at. the earliest

’. T 4 . -r ' B g . . ! “"" ! N r .' ‘4‘ # - " i . . \ .’4. .rr : » '.“;‘j
.Evkwhere the a‘oquisitions :lnformation is passed over to cataloguing.
:as at UC USR and %‘ it is.usually too general and therefore R
rS. ’ V . . '.”ﬂ. . )
in the acquisitions department .on finding
T ' . '-i.,. . By : "
an LC entry, will note the broad letters of the class‘:lfication such

'PR y \E or“ Q' but not .the complete+c1ass number,. ‘Theq alqso

i "givke‘ t i ume,.page and colﬁﬁih ﬂﬁmber of the book catalogue iny

L3

'. 'which suo '.infotmation is 1ot:at,ed. If the' NUC entry p?rovée» to be aa ‘~ ‘ “4. .':1.

“‘ﬁ

) w5,
S the- catalogue (but not’ the ciass,a‘{

; "','copy contributed by a library other than LC, only g.he ldcation in "“lﬁ

such information from their acquisitions departments, even when R -
e T KRR E
»ally carried ouf a preliminary bibliogra,phd.c
searc“h for the book in acQuis '. ions. The merging of bqth pre--order ':"_, ‘,.f‘-
- b, ; 3 R
and\pre-catalggpi;ng sﬁ%hing 'has been effected at UBC., Both A
,,.—procedures are éqa'%ri M@by thg same unit in the cataloguing R
e, depar'tment. " If ucopy is found dur,ing the pre—order search 1% further 1
esta‘blished during such an initial ,
' S0
2 this way, .the inclus on of pre-order search in the -catalogue e -
-» vd -~ g .

department enables ‘the~ initial search— to be used to record s’ny correct

. 1 i 3; _« X -.’{"" : IR .\b ™ .,. :}
form Iof the gin entry that mqy be'established as well as other ,3_1'\' et

A

information c.'ncerning the relation of the item to the collection\
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- R LI lq :
. . I T dith A O 3 0
. ”‘,_’ . . ‘v.. ,. ‘. . N N .' '\_
S B e .
possible mom ht, those dtehs which may simply be treated as added
: e T -*'d
v‘o]zumes ‘Qr. cjp-ies.. DI o ,,_:_ S A
. é.'- : : L 'gf S '7T 1 ﬁ}?v‘ .; R 7,
Creation qt\One Centaa ,File for Shared Cataloguing Card .
. . e ‘ "_. R
,A'.,"mi' This.is ano_ er technique which cuts down on, searching t:
by cons%li'gating the numb_er of se;quences \that migh ieid the desired

bibliographic information.. Thia teohnique is use*d'r,_{UB(': which also

receives LC depoeitory cards under the Nationa‘l Program for -
’ 3. : s T - ST
Acquisit:ions and Cataloging, SNPAC) Cata‘logue copy from various LR e
LR S . f
R &

other sourc }‘ (The National Library of Canada, all the eooperating

universitie in th\e Canadian Shared Cataloguing Programme, etc ) is “

e
' ' filed in a. single file, recornmenceg annuall, and arranged in {itle A

. -'!'n Co

/ !’ . l

seq.uence. Slips are filed .in‘thistdepository- control file represent--. !

-\

'f»"” : ing- bqoks for w’hich“ no copy is available, thus obviating repea,‘.ed

,. sechhes. ‘..:. ‘, .’-.‘I' .‘ ._ ._;“_ | .. ..\—-dao-_,' R
- .‘ . . ‘_ .~‘ . i - . . ~ . ‘.". “ , '. . V v ‘.. ‘ : ‘. g ’I': Lo l‘” |
The P’rinc“iple of Dealing with Exceptions.‘., ' B " ’~'. *

Traditional catalog'uing methods in major libraries have invo!ved the T

"_j" consideration gf Each indiwidual entr_z_to be added to insum that

J Mentry'.is cor stent witl'f forms already estahlished ( A sudden :_.‘ PR
g;:owth of acqnis:tions at, UBC compelled its Cataloguiz;g Departmerﬁv 'f "
s ‘to"develop- thi‘S principle., which identifies and deals only with :
SORPREEI S S ol / ,' o
o, IR 1,‘_, \_.-' R fv . o PO R / » g -
| “n L Ay, McRee ’Elrod;,"Applying the principle of dealing with B

: exceptions," Library Resources ~and Technical Services XVI (Summer,
1972) pp 3;1 37.. PN T

\~




: jw- cataloguing also includes ser* and name authori,ty file ghecks. All

L v . o

; S o BT
“%* R exse&tions. .The: princ ‘ ‘é allows norh entries to be made with a .
k ' B, . . s A o
el ,mmﬁum of ip-process verific&tion. Theiirst_innovation__no_shelﬁ-—"
L "~"-,list check - is accdnplished by accepting the cali number on the LC ﬁ L
. M R )‘ "’
Jcard, and dding to it the imprint da'e, to insure against ex&ct %.-'a’;‘;‘
" ,duplication of r\umbers.. Main entry ve 'ification catches cases where \4 b'
i UBC s cutter number in literature diffe £ 3 from»I.e s.. Itm lacking | \', 3 f’"
Lo authority fi]{f, check - is accomv lished by th*use' of ticked tr;cing. L
SR The ideasbehind the prinpiple is that by conside@‘ing entrieg as fpund b ™~
which it must make. This gthod has the added advantage of crea , :‘ k
N - . o e ‘ . - v‘d S IR A "
SR cross references from discontinued subject headings, vari'ant form' T
v of series statements, and wer f.orms of entry not used inﬁhe - ‘ . ‘
Sumly, of PreliminarLCataloguingjnformatidn to e-he cataioguer. _‘ ék;
R A Tltne discussion of merging pre—order a.q‘d pre—ca‘aioguing L
L searching has dealt with some of the pr,énminary data avaii?able fd' [
. ’ e a;?ataloguer. There arﬁe other types of such assi'sta'nqe.. SFU . -'4'-.-‘=~_"
- "." . N"_ . . ; *
B maintains a distinct descriptive 'C?ataloguing u}Jnit Vhich»handles a;l
. . "'#
, descviptive cataloguing for aIl titles without LC copy before they
: , N \ x ) ’/ gt —«' , \
_" 3?@ passed to the proﬁessional subj ece cataloguers .“"’ This descriptive _, : ."‘



__a_pa;LOfAhe—suB}eet—eata}eguemtntemce—procedure—at—the—tfme—tﬁe

v "? ‘J. ' LN

.

v ) : ." ‘.' o
cards are filed into the cata]\ogues. s Ae UBC the automated ordet

.o

system provides a five—part packgt used as temporary chtalogue cards wi
: Sy 'A -'A

, “ and workg.lips. :

L i3

'reviewed COHiprehensivgly, by",we et ‘. ch. 22 Itf contribution ‘to speed t":‘.

. R

was __sppitl;j.-ghte'd-.i_p»-l%l-_by-,:, "8 ‘d J'aniak 23 who stated tl’ut while

onal nfetl‘rods, could ineert

1952 article., estimated that itgﬁquldmtak,en ten"years working '.‘_-"' w‘.'-f

s &

R R : NS
48 hours d week with fo timeaoff fd# vacation orbany-;d’tﬁ'er reason,‘

the collection of 60?) 000 Books in her library.' A ter a
Eicaeh

| ';. ’tou.r “ xseveral Berlim libraries uging the ..photoiraphic Syst@m she " ’. e
: 6...v~_ N ' ) e
was cohvinced tﬁat it was the o;ly method by whicb she. could ca,talogue ' (
-ﬂ"‘_. Sl TR ‘ R e o T
2 P AR AT BEAERIREIC S, ', B TS

RN B.hilip Weimerﬁdg “"The se of title—page photography T
1n catalogﬁ'&,'.' brary Resou es and_T chnical Servicts', W ((’inter, T

= "‘1968) pp. 37-46. - . il A _1.~ B '\ o RS
... ." f' :_N *‘ B - - g : . v'v' Lo ‘4_V'::.‘ ’ ---.. . ‘. b B ‘ . .‘ ’N
SR 23}l‘ermann Ra?be and Wilhelm Janiak "Die Fotbcopj 5& DienSte .._:.,._-.‘..-..:",,
der Katalogisiérung,, Bild dnd Ton, IV (May, 1951), pp. : 1 AT ‘

24Lisabeth Polly-BaSSitta, ."Die Mikrophotographie im Dienste
der Katalogisierung," Zentralblatt fur: Bibliothekswesen, LXVI
(Novembet—December, 1952), pp. 418-23. e T e e

s ! ':.
. R L, Y . . ot
. .. . : y . N . N M. Lt T . T PR . RN * .




o her collection in a reasonable 1ength of time. Using methods that

. .. [ . . . 87 .
LR T . . . Lo "
LN . S . A ‘ot P
‘a

e

" .

S ey
EEI

. \/ uéing the information -as foﬁnd on the title page. L IR e

found that: %e was able to catalogue five times as many books A

o v\' ..ﬂ )
' exactly with the estimate given by Raabe <and Janiak. s

V,\ ’_

. could have done in the traditional way.' This figure correspo

At UBC the itnpact of title page photography has made a mqst

RE ]

. S
& dramatic change in original cataloguing.2>5‘ To pnoduce the worksheet vy

DR A e ’ "'.‘:-"'

in.this lib’rary, -a’ clear plastic overlay is placed on the xerox
ﬁ

’ e B .. o
machine which has 'on the lef@ide the categbr.ies of ’infb,rmaﬁ:‘ion to’ j\ L

be supplied in addit]“oh ‘to that 'oh the titl& ‘page Tl'te title page/
. i . - @ -

\
fJ,y leaf be'ing on the left) ‘I'his produces a\ worksheet on which

'

title and imprint information need only be mi\l\ed (Formerly t%xe ‘ ‘..."*‘ ~.

entir.e WOrksheet,. was typed) Thus, title—page ‘infoqnation need be

: . . . l'f Py f , “
typed or writ‘bn by cataloguers oﬂy when there isuan exception to @
' N NP Y el :‘, ) s. "..'“'

- & L : : e .‘_;;A-“‘
Canadian Universities Shared Cataloguing Programme. Hi},,y,_,.
PO S . ,.x- - -

Anpther Shared Cataloguing progra\ﬁ'une operates a’mong eight

SOt

universities in Canada" hy whi.ch they share among themselves the '

L I R : .- ’-

originalp- cataloguing of’ new" puhlications lacking LC COpy, to speed up
. ‘F25 R . R .
e B Elrod "'Applying the principle of dealing with exceptions,'.'.
loc. cit s PV 334. A o RS : e
"" L 26Univers.ity d‘f British Columbia, Iribrar)l Bulletin,’{"’""' - XXXI

: and LXVI (January 9, 1969, an Jul‘y 6,.:1971). . k
- The" participants we¥e forme!l.y ten in number. The progra&nine

started among ‘the three’ British Columbia« universities ,in this study, o

and later extended to others.-‘i & \ S s T e

were essentially similar to thOSe described by Raabe and Janiak she o Ve

L

is then xeroxed through the%ht hal% qf the sheet (th'e.verso of the b

..
. [
L g.'.
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fwerall proce&aing. A brief report Of- this cooperative arrangement ',‘ ﬁ

B was given in the; 1971 'Hear 8- Work in Cataloging and Classificat}\ "27 *
R . wy o b B .
. i

. : - .’ . and a more detailed treatment has been provided byw Elrod : whflst '
7‘ Laskowski's. acc‘:o.t‘mt;z9 is significant fJ0r its spdtlight ‘on the uastage ~ B
| Qrate of- the programme (See &ppendix 4 for statistics)u -, The. materia’ls' . i
are dividé ong partici.pants ’by title since the supject.matter o.f h’ ‘
R some booké doeb n'bt r:adi'ly reveal itself ..g)'I'o accommodate those " _ f:l
S univ'ersities ﬁzhat 'félt t'heyncould not' *contribute"effectively if’ t_hev :*‘ W , _
§_~;.'. B JRANIARY NS _ '...,. ;
allocatfo*hgw! by\ ti&lp alone there trere i«;lditional allccations by (‘ :
v """’1 area and language.‘,i L\\, UC was"?or‘ginally respOnsible ﬁor Spani“

Germa% and Latin American material, whilst the ‘ﬁnIVersity of,Q-ttawa . §

' handles French 1anguage mate'rial The other un'&versities in the .
e o a ‘-., <
\1 : f: p‘rogramme, except York University, diﬁde the titles among them—- AR
'.'p'v' \’» e -‘; .
% i selves. York h&s ‘the exclusive requasibility f6r Canadiana. P
W .‘.".: ' . ) 4 K '{O‘ ‘.‘ . . .',- :' h \,.f :’: .

- 4__2'5 . - 'I'he ~pr’ocedure is that each partic:(,pating library, gives ' B
, “”‘Bp;iori‘ty original cataloguing ﬁoﬁany matérial in the area assiéhed TR S
""c . “ .- K \ , won ATl
,"_~ ERR to‘iQ as‘soon as such a material arrives* The slip or card .bearing .
,V ‘-;v’. ‘» .‘ . ) . e
EIER AR g "'e ”G -~ " ! " T
to th‘é&in{ished cataloguing infbrmation 1s ﬂ‘;en sent at once to each of o
"_,_'_ ; . Q ' o
T}xis bibliographic im’:‘ rm tion éhould -
) ts way in a day, or at the most tgo, of the reéeipt éf 'the 'b "‘
T e T T T T e
‘-,’ - 7 'Q' _.;‘ i ‘_v ) '_: )_‘ V .:” e S :{..,’. ‘
o Co e Suzanne Massonneau, " e’ year 's work in‘ cataloging and Tt
g cLas's’i:fRation," Library Resources and Technical Services,. XVI Tl
L = L
1-1., T "f_:' AR ; -_-j;',f A a .
.7 4 . .4‘ . g e . .

R BJ’ McRee Elrod A Canadian program of shared catalogu‘pg o

v Canadian Library Journal (3 ;II (May, 1971% pp. 222 24 S

29 Seno Laskowaki "Tet:hnical services in Alberta," TechnicalI , ,
*,': " Sidelights, III (May, 1:67 ), Pp‘ 31—-32 S e S RS S

; R B ) - e oo E S ‘ P " R T : P S T e Ll A"
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x material in the lib‘rary_deaignated_fo_generate_the information. _

N Four of the libraries ;m thia \study UA, UBC sru and OV -

" ~make 'use of" this arrangement to speed up their cataloguing. 3 Bec&use‘ .
'of the potentialities of the programe, trA, in 1971 gLa_nloned its o . *
= S . ) vy ‘, t o ' ' o e .' '-:'-,;
¢ .-4;unsatiafactory local Law classification scheme, in*'}favour of the : :
\ : Col ! : “
L 'Manitoba-York-Windsor adaptation of L:Lbrary.of Congress o T -
T e d - » “ i *7' R :
C . .Q. N );;-‘ ‘ L IS B ..':—
' nlé for the.Connnonwealt'h count.ri&s \ 'ﬂ' AT . -~
S _.;- ' US USR and moreerecently, UC who are*’not in the programme, é*
TR . BN e ‘ s 4
‘;‘:'\_ %xplain their. reasons for nou—-partd.cipation. they do not use blaﬁke}: o
o .__1 -/u_ ‘, __.:_..-
L order or. on—apprgval chuisition plans, hence their intom%g titles z. S ‘v
Lo Y . £t p " . "',e‘.'
. 'differ sub;stantially fro&hosa in the larger libraries and the - o
P 'cooperativg plan has little ‘t8 offer them.. US to .- is well 4
. . . ! i 3 4‘ e . ;\";v‘
. Asat:isfied with' MARC and USR witthosten 5 s‘brvéce. This-correlatioﬁ -
S ..bﬁtween Ltioipati o and blank\!t ordertng explains tB’e -later with— ‘
. Sl I' ."f‘:~ se g e ¢ .
S drawa]. o.f WinQSor University after joi;xing the programne’, as. was Lo e
R .repor,ted by Baldwim SRR , cEL "‘;;' R ""ﬁ«.;' R
o, / ‘:‘ o }Laving no, 'blanket o1:‘X appreval o;der§','iWihdsq'r d_id‘vj‘, P IR S SN
B Y not relate swell ‘to. the group "30' : " W e T
Y U -"'" i,- 2 "« “Q'- Lt iRy -". P .\. '? 3\ ‘ '.7“7 K ""’_. . o
UC in due cou.rse withdrew p ‘}marily bedaus'e its suspension of its h
";'\‘_ &, : \ ’l, ,-", LI N . ,r ‘ . "‘:, '.'
proofglipsa' _bscription meant‘ that th'ere was ho’ adequate means of , S
. 2 R . “' ATl \"-eu
E verifying the material for which~ LC cataJ,ogihg copy was available. "
_; o It a190 lost its Spanish language cataloguer. } bt ', T ,", o 8
o The Micrograph\‘\ic Catalog Retrieval Service (MGRS), . ¥
o - . b ‘ T .
B recently indicated an interest ;Ln 55 s . Shared Cata,loguin; Programme ' L
| _ T T M R
R  Opau1 E.: Baldwin, "S red cat‘aloguing progriamme' c\ost'i"-‘j__ R
T study, an interim report.",_-ﬁ pub/lished 1972) e e ST
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Ll among thadian universities. It has. suggested that "an arrangement ‘."

Q

—————*r—ndght'be*worked—out—whevay tue present programme participants send T

L
ro-.‘,

" their catalogue copy to MCRS, instead of to each other (one slip to ‘.'

mail’ instead of eight) MCR% ‘would then distxibute all the contrib-- ,

uted copy to the participants, sanding-microfiche to the MCRS . ?';

[ 38

?_ui, Subscrfbers, and paper copy to those who erf not its subscribers.
: ln addition, it would supply its MCRS title index free to each i‘ n
e
: participant ' X . .- ' ..‘ B ‘L '.Mf"
. . . . _ ST o . e o
\ _ S Apart from these two. significant shared cataloguing programmes,<

; there are: other sources from which thése'universities derive o

cataloguing cOpy, notably the Canadian National Library,: which now
- i ‘ S~ L
provides copy for Canadiana. UV subscribes as well to the weekly .5\; -

o "issueepf the Australian National Bibliography and the New Zealand -

: National Bibliograph§ . } o ’ ) ':ﬁf],'

s N

-

| Dicked Tracing or Yellow' Highl‘ightingf of.'Adde_d Entries.

In. the»current move to the ccmputer-greduced book catalogue,

' e_f-. it should be remembered that it will still ta Some years before

retrospective conversion will allow the creation of complete book o
‘ catalogues for some of our‘major tibraries.~ In the interim, any

-method which can make the card catalogue more-flexible and more

~ ..

easily Produced should not be overlooked. One such method is the ‘/“_ R

\

' indication of subject headings by ticked tracing or. yellow high—

v

1ight1ng. R T S ;,_ o,

Various divisions of the dictionary catalogue and various»
" methods of guidefcarding the subject portion.of a divided cataloguelfv‘

]
[
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to simplify use and rgduce production effort have been suggested.

-:',Several of these have ocated the elimination of‘pubjecf entries

e,

;lbehind the individua'A 'ect guide cards, with the subject headings

~e . : . . ) .
N ticked for filing purpoees against ‘the tracing on the individual ) T

card Such a. technique has been introduced in the subject catalogues

\\}\of UBC, SFU, .Uv, UA ‘and; UC,/and hasxbeen described in some detail by
. ﬁ .
Elrod. 3 UBC used ticks to indicate both subject and series: entries

but has, since 1972 changed to the use of. yellow hi‘*ﬂighting for

-

.the same purpo:se-:{2 ST e T

“

, The subject portion of the divided pub1ic catalogue,has a.
guide card for each established subject heading._ The guides are ;
usually 1/2 cm higher than the standard catalogu%'cards.’ Oneeach

; subject card . the subject is ticked in. red at the bottom of the card

'.and no typing is done. ‘;., " Lo T'H; s ‘_“;, o

.,.‘v

A considerable saving in. time can thus be made by dropping ;i'P

the typing of subject headings, especially ‘as this eliminates any-

revisiqn of the format of the standard LC Wentry or of a locally typed

n'\_ °

\_: unit cardJ - The first step in the creation of such ‘a subject I

catalogu is ‘the division;of the dictiona{y catalogue.. BOth the
e,

v ‘ : . o
s ST : .. . Ce DT e

: 31J McReeiﬁlrod "Applying the principle of dealing with o
exceptions," loc. cit., pp. 331—37. . c -

. o . - \’

: 32"‘Iellow highlighting on catalogue cards," University of N e
British Columbia Library Bulletin, LXXXII (May 26, 1972) ‘ j\j’ PRI

e O . LN

" 33Henry Voos,."Revision of the curreut Library of Congress\\ o
catalog card format," Library Resources and - Technical Services, X1 ,\gi .
(Spring, 1967), pp. 167-72 L L e : AN
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” adVan;ages anTe proble&ns of such a division have been *oo fully
Y

,ex'loredaa to ne:b'listing here. v ~_,,"_ — ;' .

int

<. easier* to\use, each subject grouping being ¢learly shown._ i h.

,f a subjfd? with only one'entry requires one guide card aé well as' ’

;never be .typed again.

,_q;’“\‘ ; B -»f'

. Although at the University of Hiaeouri, a completely new file
was begun when ticked\tracing was begun, in the five\universieies here "

(in estern Cénada) where it has been adopted the switchibas made by

Xiling the new cards with the existing ones., The existence of
\ L
‘some cards’ with‘subject and _some without in the same file, hae , _—
\ b ; . . -"‘.

create no real problems. Users seem to depend on the guide cards to .

locate he subiect they need as’ soon as guide cards are inserted,

-~

' lvwhether eadings are .on the individual cards or not. No special

instrud%kpn in- their use has been needed. Usets find'the guide cards
| N

Standard subdivisions'are not normally shown in a library s o

.

subject authority file, but all Such divisions must be typed on
v

..guide cards if they are used in the catalogue. It is not possible,

¢ \ ' ' {

- therefore, td use the subject authority file as a source for typing

\ . .. ”J

the guide cardf. They are best typed frqm’fhe catalogue entries ‘"»" S

i

"themselves, a\guide being typed for each heading used. Of course,

L

another with hundreds, but it'is no more work than to type it on th
o -

top of the added~entry card, and once typed on the guide, it need

A . . - )
¢ . . ’ ‘6’ !
- L . |

\ . -

| " LXXXVII (May 1, 1962), PP 1728-30.

IS . . o
4 . - e .

R S
~J. McRee Elrod,, The divided cataiog, Library Journal, ,

\ -z ".». =T EE TN

. - ~ ' . Lo Sooe ) R
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'with the most recent edition of %he Library of Congress Listof .

Subject Heading_. Only those'subject authority fild cards which S fij;'

E . " ; :,93; fﬁf
ef ; D“““B the. filins of ths t:icked cards, any tis:ked headins - ) :
t‘;) -_"1th°“t a correspahding 8uide 1s, returned to" the cataloguing ;f-’
B ‘departmen:, and a 8uide cai‘ and. any required cross references are . > 3

® i

made. Changes in suhject heading terminology ara traced by’ Yeferences, _’f'

-,

' for example. EDUCATION OF ADULTS See ADULT EDUCATION. Such a

“reference could be typed across the top of a,gnide card of a different ' “p

colour. If.a filer firds an old card with EDUCATION OF ADULTS ticked ' .

in the tracing, he simply files it behind the guide ADULT EDUCATION

iwithout making any change on the card or on the tracing. ‘ ::~ . N

-‘,ﬂ : Indeed the subject authority file may be diqused of ésé

the guide cards themselves used as’ the authority file in conjunction

e

: _trace cross references need be retained and this traoing may be :h' E o
'transferred to thé~ versd of the guide cards.~”;i.'i;;> .f'”, 'él!i‘"‘ R
- ~-Series entries, like sub}eet-headings,‘are no longer typed nﬁ:;_”;{ég
as’ headings on individual entries bdt are dlsb ticked in the : (_g; -;fi,;;
oo — -

"tracing, and the entries filed behind guide cards. Series'entries

l
-

' share with subject entries the eharacteristics of requiring a 4 ’3;357';'

' standard entry and cross references from variant forms. -

The use of highlighting in making added entries is identical
. g\- e
to the use of ticked tracing just described and has the same o

-

advantages. d//tead of being ticked in red the term is highlighted 'f'¥<1 5

:cross with a yellow felt marker)

(that is, pai ted or brushed

.

on a white card while .the -t ing still remains quite 1egible beneath. N '
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." tﬁ'Chnique- o o ~' v N — "falr . , -> L E ) ~

y I':ecause this makes the filiug term more‘ distincti\re on th . cataldgue . ﬁ
fard than a mere tick and ao yellow highlighting makes for s&iil * ,
‘,fpfaster filing and pulling operations than is achieved by.ticked z' ??E:
. trmﬁng.'.ﬂaff;'*i-, i.?QQZJ?;:ﬁF'{'q@‘“hg,¥i;rfj“g;;xh:efﬂiggﬁ
| UBC replaced ticking with yellow h&’hlighting*indicatingﬂ‘ NG mi
both subject and series entries."Its‘discard slips also had thsir :
' %_ filing entries iuhicated in the saméwway. Series. title and mainiiagn',

‘ entries ane highlighted where they appeared on- the slip. Shelflist .
discard sliph also hﬁ%ﬁ the,call number highlighted.asv By October,.}: ih
197236 ;ellow highlighting qf title cards for all its catalogues 'as %i'£§
being coppleted. .« B S

. The ticked tracinngr"the~yeiloy‘highlignted cataﬁggue is a* :. .i. .

form of the subject card catalogue vhich«is easier to treateuand .hv7 ;f:;;;

o i. affords better service than a. traditionaI catelogue, in either :1;25" _;i7th
ZLJ. dictionary or divided form. Tt may be“established using existins vh:f;fﬂiﬁgi
' | -cards with a minimum of expense.. Assuming evep the shortest delay://,;ff%fi;
--'bslpossible in the arrival of the computer qn-line .or printout .‘ 5ifii’:;f¥;;j%%

catalogue, considerable time still remﬁins tQ UF saved by usins this R

Billetin, No. LXXXII ~ °
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This technique,’is in use at UBC\c 7 New series, hxf&ike new subject
headings, are shown to be unestabiished in the. system if théy 1ack a
@uid—e card (or a cros&referenoe to a guide card) in the author/title e

vcatalogue; Like subject headings, lseries entries are not typed bht f ,

/ ‘a temporary cataloguing technique similar to ﬂSTCAT. -

&

D
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;‘,; available to the public while awaiting ‘*the receipt of LC card ‘or o

~

T a 1ibrary with only one professional c%taloguer and one—and-a—half

L

St this survey. | UA amd/unc. 'I‘he Medidal Libr‘ary at UC, is also using )

|‘\

This technique is prompte(g by the ,@.m of making new books N

. & .
-catalogpe inf%rmation._' Although it was o%in;%ly worked out for

...‘ A

catalogue typists, many research libr!'ries, especially in the United._.' '

States, now optimize their ut,ilization of NPAC/ﬁ: copy by this ;

' 37Marvin H. Scilken, J'Backlog to frontlog. a scheme for o
circulating nonfiction books without the help of. LC " Librarz
”Journal, XCIV (Sentember 15 1969)., PP- 8014—1§. .
' . . ' . ‘,_ ? R Y .
38Daniel Gore, "In hot: pursu t of FASTCAT " Library Joutnal, .
"XCVIL (September 1, 19}2), pp.,2693 Se e . q

Lo

L

B , . R .
H R - :
’ ol e > e 8

- -‘mstead are ticked (all series statements ‘being\ traced) T
| .. Q_Since no/ typing is invol:r/ed it is found"sto Jbe. less time- : )
—\ o consuming ito. make entry for a11 series than t;) détez;mine eaqh time -
: which to include and which to excl-ude. \ ‘ : ‘ . .
o ~ - The 'FASTCAT' of Sc.':ilken37 and Core has ah'eady found. L .
] \l\( adherents in t:wo university »libraries of’Western Canad'a cove‘re:i in .



J."FASTCAI could be said to operaté on’ thq.rationale that duriug
the first‘weeks of a book's life, any,listing which,provides immediate E

~ access to the book is better than no access ht all before full |

\

cataloguingiis done and that this access is worth it eVan if it

should codt a little extra. This relates éo Melcher s view thdt a
book is most valuable when new., oo o Co "‘5' " " :
N ...many a: book could be said ‘to. lose value.at .the .rate-

‘lof 2 _per ‘cent a weekn : At least, there would probably ba
many ‘a timely book - which you would not order at'all {f you
could not have it during its first year of- availability.

At the\end of 1ts first year, even. a hint copy offered on

va remainder ‘counter at an 80-per ‘cent discount might not"

- seem .attractive. ,That being .the case, it cannot bean

A exaggeraf!on to sug est that each week's delay in making\
~the book available is like throwing away 2 per ‘cent of what

-~ it cost to buy and process it, n39 -

. ‘ Where FAStpAI operates, a copy of the order slip is filed
L =

'lin the autnordtitle catalogue by title, whep the order is placed. o

' When the book arrives, the Acquisitions Department retrieves this

'order slip from the file and types tﬁ% order - number on a call number”

. abel with the word 'FASTCAT', on top of it.,'With this label, the

»

‘“”book is immediately shelved in a special collection in the main N

reading room, prominently located where all will see it, and where
'.all ‘may orrow. 1-,‘ S . - l:l

Once FASTCAT has been instituted, the nonprofessional

,'cataloguer seeé only the books with Lc data cards while her, p

- . ) . . ¢
e . L . \, . i B
. N .

- - S . N
?guelcher, gglcher“onggcqnisition, ppp'105—Q6;A"ra




_________pnbfessional_counterpart—handles—only—those—for—whicﬁ—theragis—ltttle———*'““
. or no hope of receiving LC copy. thefEby maximizing her professional
r time while allowing for'Pn orderly work flow. Every book awaiting

C
- ‘LC copy may be located easily.\ By this arrangement, the Cataloguing
}".‘ Department houses only those books which are actually in process.~
o Readers have easy and immediate access to‘new books both for o
. k browsing and borrowing. ., l | f : ;_»
FASTCAT is_a particularly useful.technfque for‘libraries. -
neceiving books on an approval'plan.:-Since those b60ks'tend td“:

' reach the library months earlier than they would if they were | i?. [
_conventionally ordéred the effect is to exacerbate the problem of
- '.'. cataloguing backlogs. The sooner the book reaches the library, the

longer it. has to wait in the ‘orkrocm for the cataloguing copy.
With FASTCAT ‘the book 8ets to the borrower much sooner than conyen-"jf'?
tionally ordered ‘books do., ' : | -
Laskowski40 has provided agdescription of this ;aphnique as L:.L'
employed at UA It was introduced here following reductions 4in; .f'{ -

’k'cataloguing staff, whéle the book acquisition rate remained

7Zrelative1y stable, and enabled UA to make immediately available for '

circulation those books fbr which, LC copy had not been received :;;;;,;li-f
A Entries for new books.are first searched in LC. If copy is not o

- found, items are assigned the two alphabetic letters of the LC , e

).

.« .

@

40 e | ' '
- Seno Laskowski "Technical services in Alberta," Technical
- Sidelights, v (May, 1973), PP- 17-19. s oo v
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'library. On the arrival of new books, they are given a broad

.. browsing.

A

T cl“ssifi~at10n n "b“r. Key punchers than transfer. tnom a Book order

slip, the library location, class numbers, accession number, and as

"much of the author/title as goes on an 80-column card. The books ~.

xare then lettered and placed on the open shelves. On a weekly basis,

‘4

'a cumulatiVe printout is prébared of all books on the FASTCAT shelves.

The computer—produced printout, arranged in author sequence,ﬂprovidesn

53
the only bibliographic access to the £astcatalogued books. -After Lo

~. -

' 8-10 months, books are searehed again in LC and fully catalogued

'FASTCAT is applied at UBC to the East. Asian Division of the

[

. et
classification number (in pencil) on the title page, and slips are

filed 1n’the location file. The length of thé wait for ful);l. @
cataloguing depends on.the language of the,geferial Urdu may be :
' kept for thirteen months, Chinese three months, and South Asian :
.fifteen months..’ .These figures represent however, maximum periods.

Generally,_a maturation period of six months suffices. Title and

,subject access to the material during the waiting period are provided.

»“'The title file is kept - in the: workroom but még}be consulted by any

reader on request. The subject approacH corresponds to the order

" in which the books are sheived using the rough classification

number'pencilled on‘the title‘pages. This was d signed to facilitate-

At the Medical Library of UC a new publication is not -

catalogued until two weeks have elapsed. The mategial is initially

‘given a temporary author/title catalogue entry and is kept on a

display shelf for users, but It‘ﬁay‘not be bqgroq'ﬂ until the
' - .

L
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~e book before it goes out on 1gan. Mean-—

N

”dfv:te interest "an attached slip. The

- (__,

lending orden'of each particular book follows the order of names on '

the slip. ' o“ 'T C -~ - ] N
¢ S . . - o
..Original Cataloguingﬁat Victoria. <

!

- The attitude observed ‘at UV‘could be termed a "psychological
PR

s'speed-up method of cataloguing.,'a determination alwaysxto bridge :

'the gap between acquisitions and cataloguing, and not to accept a
cataloguing backlog ds inevitable.v

More than fifty percent of UV's library book budget is spent

‘on approval plans. The 1dea behind such an. arrangement is to get

things,quickly._,Since approval planS‘without.speedy\cataloguing'
.amount simply to 'hurrying up and waiting ’ vigorous cataloguing

'u

"'has therefore been stressed in this library., Each cataloguer is _

s . . .

expected to accOmplish a set amount of work each'dav. This.has
R
involved’ careful study of what procedures to: adopt ‘and how long\it

- was practicable to wait for copy.-
- uv believes that a cataloguer with two or more year!p

7/
experience should catalogue better than LC for local needs, and

.

[

A,___ee_that«the~eataloguers—should'd’*'I p more faith in themselves. For

[Pl T T

~ some difficult areas calling for specialist knowledge, such as

. L.

., corporate entries in foreign’languages, cataloguers may rely on

K

£

LC, but when the cataloguing is simple it should cost less to o

-

catalogue materials than to control them in backlog..
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UV“E‘atﬁdy‘“f_fEmporary control (FASTCAT) in other universitiesf
[though not available to the investigator] revealed that such ‘a device
. ‘4

‘was expensive, and since the cost of hig er education in Canada has

never been ‘under - such scrdtiny as it 15 noy, UV felt that cataloguera

must be very cost-consciOus about their techniques. UV emphasises o iﬁ ‘

t e

~ that cataloguing is only one aspect of the cost of a library book and

<

cataloguing cost should not be out of ‘proportion to the rest.,~

Cu
~ "‘
. A o -



S - . CHAPTER V

. . SUMMARY
\,4' ) L ".~4 ' o . »

An'investigation into.what,changes‘arejmade in'LCrcatalpguing. o

reveals. that the main areas of difference lie in the gall number and

the descriptive cataloguing used in the various libraries. While

‘the variationvin classification between LC.and the seven libraries is

s@éminima1,<the use by some of Cutter-Sanborn tables instead of LC author

| .numbers,‘results in widefdisparities'between LC call'number and thosej,:‘
of such libraries. A few eiamplés may illustrate'this fact: whereas‘

| i US classifies only 3 out of 101 titles differeitly from LC, yet only

. 4 of its "'call numbers are identical with LC thus reducing what would
have been approximate%y a 97 per cent call number agreement ddhn to
3.9 per centu Only 18. out’ of the 166 entries studied at UA are | W;:

*

classified differently from/LC (corresponding to 89 per cent), and yet

only 3 call numbers of the 148 are identical to LC (1. 8 per cegnf

"hagreement) Even UBC which u?es LC author numbers and has only«2I out iii

‘ of 164 entries classified differently from LC (87 per cent agreement) |

igbnmkes 116 of the remaining 143 call numbers differ from. LC'*Tabout 29
. per cent agreement in call number) by adding edition date to’ allgpf

~ thenm, including first editions - although this is a less seriouswék

problem. ‘But the close agreement between Lc clﬁssification and those N "3
of. the inhividual 1ibraries, does not imply the same classification C

. 5 . . 0

practice among the seven. T o o
: ’ - . ¢ . : f.

In their descriptive cataloguing, thé‘libraries generally
adopt a practice similar to LC Only one of them, UC‘ experimented

101
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<

\standard bibliographic elements, both \iithih each liﬁt‘y and as.

© .

X

"-‘Subject Headi JS. Each libraq:y, bouevere tends to\g‘assigh morie subjectgi"t

f"heedings than LC provides, but the extta in each*case (Table;3v6)\aw

TEOE :the liBrari

- headings. assigned by the libraries and th%ie assigned by the Library

{s the fact tha g)more specific subject headings are\«,;achiegred in a ﬁew
A4 [ ]

‘headings prrvided by . 'f”‘ - ‘;"

R . N S
with simplified cataloguing (Appendix' 2) but this was for only g* .‘ '
ey N A
limited éim year period and, since late 1972 has reverte!! to fulr* v ‘

cataloguing.‘ There is however.* a generai tendency by the . lﬂararies

'to omit the details of illustxative matter, the mention of the author ot

| . . s T , .

. o
as part of the title stg‘tement in single personal author works, the. U |

v, v. ‘e S
(‘ L] .-

book pfrice which LC nov almost always carriés ‘as part of the collatien.‘

‘ and any indication of‘ either natioual or fii‘st editions. They all cut ."
. . 9

¢

S o
down on the number-of notes is giyen Bn I,,C copy.; ﬂthOugh ther)e] is a N

fair measure of consistency “among’ the iibraries in the use of tlie
<) \’:

™.

.~ . \
compared with LC copy, in the ‘use of ‘the less essential elements,\ S T
") “

-

there 1d a consistent pattern in some, while the use d’f the others i‘s '

i : o A

"'inconsistent. In the choice of main entry, a total of f8 variations '
-

R "N ' : ‘ .o
(one library has 8 ‘and two othets, 3 each) out of 998 main ent:i&s S J
studied’ (98 2 per cent agreement) should be cqnsidereﬂ very close “

. v C "_ e . R i * q
indeed to LC.. , R I ST R ]
ndee S T P .-\..-‘,---e.

1

Generally, there exists a close agreement between the subjett a o
3 )

J .:r'. | ~'&
of Congress, even with their supplementary use of Th‘e Li@t of Canadian

- . R

not considered very significant :Ln numb;er,., Signiff\cant’“ain thﬁ reﬁtdﬁw

by the addition df further suh-divisions to the general

l...
&
v

] - . : N Sl “."\,
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.. ~ A AR ) )
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Various forms of Lc\copy are in ‘use in the libraries. Although '

‘ égth library receives the NUC book catalogue with its monthly and 'L,

annual oumulations,nnearly all_ofithem_rely_on_some_form of—Lc cop,._

S

; the case- of ‘one library that buys,printed catalogue cards, it gets these

"a

R

B

- seriously considering reinstating the subscription.- One effect of the‘7 a

which arrives faster, in an effort to speed up cataloguing._ Even in

0

(printouts from MARC tapes) not directly'from LC but from a commercial
firm which guarantees a quicker delivery of the cards. One library
subscribes to MARC tapes, another to microfiche (MCRS), two make use'

of proofslips while four depend on CIP, and one receives the LC—NPAC . .

depbsitory cards as a participant in that programme. While few of

the libraries rely on only one of these faster forms of LC cop s " T
3 - a
others combine two (and one ‘of them, three) to maximiz%;the fa t 5

receipt of.LC ‘copy (Table 4-4) The,only 1ibrary that epends solely

on the NUC, previously Subscribed to the proofslips and is now
)

ever-increasing use of LC copy, following the trend in the United

.
4?.

: *States,l should be ‘a corresponding increase in the use of non-profes—'

o sionals in ca;aloguing, but this remains ‘to. be investigated./ Such -an hifh L

_u

a investigation promises to be interesting, especially as two of the

'1XIII (Summer, 1969) pp. 321—31.

) - « el
libraries surveyed state that thpy also employ non—professignals in 3/{ R

original cataloguing..{ ;"w

‘o

S

quseph ‘Av Rosenthal "Non~professionals and cataloging,
survey of five libraries," Library Resources and Technical Services,‘

o
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N Of the faster forms of LC copy used by the libraries, nlnc, B

N

would appear the fastest of all, according to the Payne and-McGee

study,g—whieh—maintains—that—it—arrives—~in—most—cases——a week—eariier——————

\\

than the proofslips.. But MARC has limitations of cost and scope, it

—

. appears the most expensive subscription and requires computer software

and hardware, boqh of which are expensive.' Until recently, it included.,_.

I ” . -

_',;ﬂ' only current English monographs, whereas universities acquire materiala' ‘4;

in virtually all languages, for both teaching and research.‘

.
,)';

MCRS microfiche and proofslips, on the other hand are very
comprehensive, containing all current,Lc materials in all languages.
- The problem with MCRS ’s that its searching is rather involved.f It has.

. to he done in three steps'v alphabetizing the books, searching the o

microfiche, and doing the printout. Any slackening in the pace of one 3L»LF
step holds up/the-others. In addition, both’ the microfiche and the o
, equipment fOr reading‘and printing are more. expensive than, for example,.~nuf
the proofslips which require no gadgets at all._ MCRS has however this .ii B
‘h'advantage over the proofslips, that no alphabetical filing of cards is',-.ﬁ
8 uinvolved the MCRS cqpy is kept according to. years and months covered,[lokf:
'and within this arrangement, numerically.' Filing and retrieval of theﬂ:: fp%

"n

‘fiches are both easier and faster than in‘the case of proofslips.,ft'i' |

- . - .':_--u.., ”, .,,' B TR S Ry

N o _,‘,.‘“

o Proofslips still !bpear to be the cheapest.and the most comprehensive

' £
Ameans, but the overhead cost in ﬁ&ling the slips seems to be high an&'

to negate the initial saving in price.:’ , S

o, - R , . : S B : - .
. . S .. T - T e . . 1:'

2Charles T Payne “and Robert S McGee, "Comparisons of LC
o proofslip and MARC tape arrival dates at the University of . Chicago . - -
. ~Library," Journal of: Library Automation, III‘(June, 1970),,pp. 115—17.;~~

e

~
R R
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The use of Josten 8 cards. like the use -of LC printed cards,

,;f\J

should Abt be as cheap as a proofalip subscription. Because Josten 8

-t

are printid“from—MARC——a—subscription—to—dosten~s—should—have—the—same___

R scope limitatioh as MARC.. All the other forms of getting LC co%;
‘(except CIP) still leave a 1ag in time between the receipt of the book
. ;and that of the cataloguing information and necessitate both the |
'creation and the searching of more files. Because both the book and‘ "

ithe cataloguing information are received together under CIP programme,'b'

'

. ‘ : ° - e -
: CIP eliminates this lag.‘ . . S ~47_ﬁ-5-~, L

R I .
To supplement the speed and coverage of the above LC services, o

ahd particularly to ensure prompt‘action on materials with Canadian

W;gimpgint which Canadian libraries are more likely ‘to receive before '

the Library of Congress does, four of the. libraries studied participate

'“in a countrywide Shared Cataloguing Programme operating among eight

"'Canadian uniVersities for the mutual exchange of cataloguing informa— ;;

-

tion LA significant wastage, however, exists in the programme as it

~v',"'presently operates (Appendix 4) ff .1[J.‘ .,_ ff‘»' 7"";;1 fd

| Because of the loopholes in the operation df the existing

‘fprogrammes, both at the Library of Congress and at. the local level

<g‘most libraries are compelled to‘keep some materialouncatalogued for ._'

,A.. PN

varying periods awaiting the receipt of LC copy.. The libraries ensure
' ) X

faccess during this waiting period and while materials are in process; o
i:by a"Books in Process List' to- acquaint users with what is available,.g?
ff while two Iibraries, in addition to this list, also make use of a'”u
.,temporary cataloguing technique (FASTCAT) to bring current materials,_.ﬂp

'-‘immediately on. arrival within reach of their users, in an. effort to ; L



allow enough time for maximum catalogui_g copy to be utilized.

Searching and filing, time-consum ng operations, are reduced byj -

—-"————“—a—combination—of—q;her'metnods.‘ one 1ibra 7 merges both the pre—order '

and the pre—cataloguing searching in the sam unit in the Cataloguing
Department thus ensuring (just as the OHEY 14 rary subscribing to MARC‘

(v tapes does) that bibliographic data is establish d once only, and then‘ -

. any other interested departments. The only library that !“i deposé\

L3

receives from. various sources in an. attempt to cut down on the number ,l\ﬁiw
. A\ : - .
' \
' of filing and searching sequences to" be handled it also adopts the

B
principle of dealing with exceptions, for similar reasons. There are

L . - “
e e

;Atwo methods that significantly cut down on- typing" ticked tracing and
| . yellow highlighting, which are employed by most of the libraries.' .
"Although they are mainly used . in the subject catalogue to reduce the
‘ typing of each subject heading to once only, they can also be applied
 to the filing of other added entries, such as series.; v' ‘
| In those libraries where relevant bibliographic data is
supplied to the cataloguer before she starts to catalogue a book it :rn
.is discovered that cataloguing is speeded up as a result"in most |
cases, this data is received from the acquisitions department. Where
" such data is suspect, alternative devices have been used to. guarantee
) this initial help. Thus ofxe library maintains a distinct descriptive ’v
:cataloguing unit (mainly nonprofessionals) while another has full-time ‘?j

_searchers in the cataloguing department.‘ A third makes use of title—'

A'page photography in the same effort to. provide cataloguers with

2 ‘¢

DR



"'. ‘ : : ' .‘ ' 'l. '~ ?"". ' ‘ ". ":.‘ ' ; ’ v_’_:v‘-; . .‘ ‘»_ : ‘. .1»‘ : a I .‘ . ,' ‘ ‘ ’~" '.. ‘;‘\: .'
.' cataloguing data the impact .of thia device has besn hailed as a T

v

.f'-_‘dramatic change in original cataloguing. To speed up- furthet the

cataloguing process by butting down on the number of decisions required

of - every cataloguer, one 1ibrary makes entry for all eeties, instead of :

leaving each cataloguer ‘to unravel each time, which series entries L'" '

'should ‘be left out. i.:- L ]‘ : .Q‘Th ©a
R RECOMMENDATIONS =~ = .. -

The high percentage of original cataloguing still going on in

'these libraries, the existence of backlogs in most of them and the
L limitations of the Shared Cataloguing Programme of some Canadian '
. ;‘.funiversities, invite some attention and recommendations. A cooperative'd
%'i.cataloguing arrangement that could process efficiently and quickl} T
",current.aon—United States material acquired by Canadian academic\and
L ‘- fii;-research libraries would be of great help to these lihraries studied. a_gf
o ;The wasteful’duplication of effort in repetitious cataloguing of items.?‘,
- in each local library has led librarians to realize that coopeEation
.‘;is no longer ‘an ideal but a necessity if gheir libraries are to meet .
- the instant needs of their users with the available resources and in _;\d

KY

‘.the face of rapid growth Qf information.; While the Shared Cataloguing

Programme among the eight Canadian universities, as it presentiy

"operates, is along this line, it would appear to be too limited in H'; L

scope to make the required impact. And moreoVer its' wastage rate, 3as .

spotlighted by Laskowski 3 and bosne out by statistics (Appendix 4),_
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_ v 3Seno Laskowski "Technical Services in Alberta," Technical ‘ ;.
Sidelights, III (May, 1972), pp. 31—32 T ‘ L
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is significant.- The projected helptﬁrom MCRS to this programme may hot

make for much improvement, for -while |its suggested coordination could

B

B

-cut down on the cost of the cards and their postage, it could increase'_“,

.. w e

o the time-lag between the completion of the cataloguing in a generating:“*‘

1ibrary and the receipt of this information in the other participating'

libraries._ In other words, it is most likely that MCRS would create

I - . T

another bottleneck that will make it difficult for cataloguing copy to

get to c%gsuming libraries promptly., Simplified cataloguing, tried bydi7‘-.

.-\

UC and later abandoned; does not seem to have met the needs of o

) readers, although a more reliable verdict on this should be based on a_ :

° N

N catalogue use‘study én UC catalogue. Such a study should in part, SR

answer the question as to whether full cataloguing is necessary for d?fV

.,\'\—'

'every item in the collection of a university library.: The UC exper-'f

Sy

iment suggests, howevers the e is no’ easy solution to the problem of s

R tet

| l; Network cataloguing appears to be the answerr 'With 5~pateﬁci§11
for standardized pr;:tice, it should be a cooperative cataloguing
arrangement,‘in which each participating library,_could,using an on— i
1ine system, search the LC MARC tapes at a central base as Well as '}
provide further bibliographic.input.: With the recent introduction of
a Canadian MARC by the National Library of Canada, such an arrangement
would offer a far greater access to an all-embracing bibliographic data ‘
base for each participating,library.' The use of MARC tapes recommends i
itself on basis of arrival time and'flexibility. This network.-f_

" cataloguing should be a. total system :\ihg the National Library at e

\

Ottawa ‘as a back—up, with three regional centres, one in.the East, one
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T in eentral Canada and,one in Western Canada. Each local library ahould

-~ i

» report items as catalogggd to it Re gional Centre which should in turn

"-report to the }lationai Library, searching should fol the same

R T

"procedure.:~;ﬂ' o
‘ The Western Canada Regional Centre should include a11 college, :": ’

\::_ »university and research libraries not only in the three provinces'
b.zcovered by this survey, but also in Manitoba, and should be based at .

~-.S Although it has relatively small book resonrces, US has the

; expeqtise, the manpower, the software snd the hardware required for the
- efficient operation of such a network. Since a‘Regional Qentre, ‘as.

{7 herein conceived should he basically for transmitting informaggon,
A

: this 1ack of bibliographic resources is/hot a serious handicap ‘as no

)j_. regional back—up is essential for the efficlent operation of thisP s

N

,|‘..

- The Centre at Ottawa should maintain a’ master record of not

e only the LC and the Canadian MARC tapes, but also the BNB tape, the i R
v S French MONOCLE, the German and any other national tapes, as a resource ﬂv_l«“
_ with which to handle all questions from local libraries through their

5§5:3>f Regional Centres.” The setting up of regional centres ia designed to ld5.~d

-

i{;ibraries) should then transmit to, or receive informa-'»,fhf

-

pttawa Centre so that lines will be dedicated anﬁ costs
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e

National Library as a back-up, might sound an expensive proposal. ltf

lEe
[}

. current trend by which each Western.Canadian university library will

eventually autbmate its cataloguing system which may then be incompat—

ible with anyone else., of the seven libraries covered in this survey,

four are already closely involved with computer cataloguing. TESAFl ff'n .

at us is alréady operat\fnal UA has a different automated system '

*: which bears no relation to US./ The UC system, though patterned on

TESA-l is not compatible with dependent on, nor connected to it. R

The threézother libraries will probably follow, since all have access

-~

o already to the computer. USR has a dedicated line to the MARC tapes

at US and yet buys Josten '8 cards, printed from the same MARC tapes.

This appears to be unnecessary duplication, and: can only be justified

' if the cost of Josten s cards is considerably_less.than_similar*eardsw*-*———

Sy

from US.( A greater cooperative use of TESA—l by more university
libraries should have reduced costs without increasing the time-lag...
Within a network arrangement, using MARC tapes, the other forms of LC
in use in these libraries - Josten s cards, proofslips MCRS micro-;*lrw

fiche - would not be necessary.'

LR O

: The main disadvantage of a. coordinated arrangement seems to be '-"'

the problem of - non-standardization of cataloguing data.; This problem =

was the focus of - the first part of this study and is real. The solution o

lies in a standardization,of cataloguing practice among participating

libraries. -3irf:-f -"ff :-1,":f f ' j"’l?‘f':_ ..“~‘lthl'?i g}gif'*ftt
The attitude of librarians to standardization of a11 kinds has ;;f'”

been ambivalent.; They have argued in their writings and speeches for

-

S A
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uniform standards and practicas, they have set up committees to design

.}

standard cddes ot cataloguing practice, and at tnersame\timﬂ\ eariy
.

~ Y S
A every library is non-standard to a g eater or lesser degree in many of

study exemplify.» This puts standar ization into the category of good :

And yet the case for standardizat _n ia not only strong, but urgent,f

particularly now. that the use of the computer for cataloguing s - DTS

Q 'o ,."b

e ‘ already a reality.- If abl libraries in a cooperative arrangement have o

the same basic operating routines, they .can hope for packages of
- AP

programs - programs that most libraries could only at greater expense t‘ &
l& ;

o~ .

develop themselves or - to have developed specially for them. Standard-fl

.\_

ization of records is.usually considered as of far greater importance

than the’ standardization of systems, just as library records themselves

‘ | hold the central place in a library -~physically as well as administra-y
{f“_r; tively. They are the library s chief product end their production -

'. usually involves a J\rge number ’often a majority - of its senior

staff. It can be argued that users will find libraries of all kinds 1

much easier to use if thete is more.uniformity OE record:.z:feVifi;f: o
t}readers, for example, understand classification schemes andlfew appear Fffﬂ
"to find catalogues at alf’easy to use. Their difficulties are .df;.\ -
itliaggravated if schemes of classification vary, or: if numerous modifica—if“’iﬁ

i tions of a scheme are used or if catalogue records for complicated

o

- 1f‘materia1s like symposia and festschriften, show inconsistency..

-;..Attempts in some universities to introduce students to libraries and

to. familiarize them with library records wouid have much bettet chance L

T e
- .
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. o

of’ success if the knowledge acquired could be valid for all later

library experiencenm_mhere_ie,“of_course,_no doubt that_many modifica:__;;;;
71‘ : tions, introduced into libraries under shortaterm pressures, with ‘

insufficient forethought, 1ater hardened into tradition which must be

upheld at all costs. PERET

Perhaps most convincing is the argument based on cost. The

1 cost of making catalogue entries -and constructing classification
numbers for large|numbers of books quite apart from the.actual | 7'¢'
production of physical records, is one of the biggest items in a
1ibrary s budget. Should libraries rq“pe records to a common form, .

“they could take advantage of centralized machine—readable records..'An;-

- . B e

’ exception could however ‘be’ made for the Special collections of '

k4 %vL individual libraries and such other materials not .- likely to be acquired
.vbygeveral libraries. . . : ~ |

A decision as’ to which bibliographic elements should conform to.

:“, such standardized practice cpuld be based on what most users usually

| look for in the public catalogue. Palmer s,4 perhaps the most . \
'statistically reliable catalogue use study to date,s supports the

!gfindings of earlier studies that the most used elements of the cat—-'

'7“Catalogue use studies, therefore, agree With CIP PfaCtice over the -

'exclusion of both the collation and the imprint, except that the

'ﬁ.‘ )

o 4Richard Phillips Palmer Computerizing the ‘card’ catal_g in the7“(
" university librar, ry: a survey of user” requirements. (Littleton, Colo:
_Libraries Unlimited 1972), pp 81-84. S e e Lo

N

alogue entry are title, author, call number, subject headings and datf.Lff:fr
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1~nformer would like the date included as’ the only part of the imprint. ;;>‘ "

From cataloguing considerations, especially reckoning ‘on the time and

iskill that determining each element would demand much time would bg\

1

g_'gained if at 1east, the classificationgand subject headings were i C
:‘supplied on a cooperative basis and accepted without modification by
.'. .each participating library Each library could then get its experienced / '

Q% aSsistants to supply both the imprlnt and the collation in very little
T e f
time, once the Physical volume is on hand. R “:'.‘ = o j'{;

ot ’ ’ . ' L -

Classification usually constitutes the most explosive issue in '/"lf

' any consideration for stan Erd EZEISE?‘ The quest for perfection in 3-‘1‘.?'

o -

.'h:_ this regard is often not tempered with expediency.; Even among libraries

T £ P
.4'with a similar problem, the solutions which they offer diverge, @s is =

the case wiEh the seven libraries in this study over the classification— ;-C‘

1 of Canadian history, literature and law (Table 3 2) The inadéquacies

of the various classification schemes of knowledge ‘are. too detailed and
' well knoWn to their users to merit listing here.- What recommends the
Library of Congress to most libraries in the English speaking world is ”

mainly its backing and services._ If the LC claSsification could be f'-

o,

accepted by libraries as a WOrkable shelf arrangement for books,‘to aid ;;:Qi
hrowsing, most of the futile efforts to bring it to perfection in 1oca1

." libraries (often under the guise of adaptation to local usage) would be ':':
/ : .

 gaved. An encOuraging aspect of its service, however, is that the 'ﬂ
//iibrary of Congress itself has a regular on-going revision programme .fﬂff

("Additions and Changes") which practising librarians anywhere can
I
research into and contribute to, on-a cooperative basis.: Such obvious »y};u-

o

’shortcomings as exist among Canadian libraries with Canadian history, :

4 -
T



T 1iterature and law, could engage worthwhile Lffort, not of individual

7¥*~f—~ “Iibrarians dcvising solutions for individual libraries, but on a

concerted plan, such as that of the Canadian Task Group on Cataloguing;

'Standards,6 which 1is working on the nature and content of the bibliog- S

'“.‘i:fhraphic record for the National Library of Canada 8 automation project.'t
There is at the moment an onjgoing revision ‘at the Lihrary of Congress'
of” PSBOOO FSOOO and KE (Canadian law) and these will be available
‘to the public in’ 1974 It would appear that if a CACUL7 committee had,i

. '»'handled such an issue before, on the instigation of - cataloguers, the ”

" Task Group might already have adopted such a committee 5 report or

recommendations, possibly with some minor modifications.h With

*3;1reference to accepting the LC classification scheme as it is it should“i"”

| j”valso be realized that other approaches exist (and should be created
4 where they. are not) to maximize the retrieval of library resources,
:;since one book could be equally relevant to two or more distinct area37
'iof study but can only sit at one Spot on the shelf That browsing I

i}actually happens to some degree for certain students and even faculty

: members who constantly use the stacks of university libraries is ”

“commonly become acquainted with the literature in their special

5a;* R o 6Canadian Task Group on CataloguingvStandards._ Cataloguing'
' -standards:- the: report of the . . . Group . . . with recommendations

to_the Nationmal Librarian, Dr. Guy: Sylvestre. (Ottawa, National
'Library of" Canada, 1972), pp. 22~ 29.~. , _

. 7CACUL is ‘the abbreviated form of 'Canadian,Association of
S College ‘and - University Libraries' whose’ membership are mainly - ’
o university" librarians. It is a division of the Canadian Library
' ”Associatiou.: R ‘ Lo i

la.beyond question. It may not however, be accepted as the way scholarspniﬁ o



.»fields., Without doubt, systematic bibliographies and book lists, \-77

us ¢

.including indexes, abstracts, lﬂ@rary catalogues, bulletins and

similar listings, are more effec ive means of informing fachlty

members of additions to a particul . libyary s colleétions. )
- _

.
[y . Nw‘

in the names we have used to describe the boundaries of the units of

‘knowledge, he was only emphasizing this twentieth century inter- ,

| fdisciplinary trend in education. For the young faculty member; inter-

hgdepartmental research projects yield the highest returns.3 The new B

scholar follows his leads all over the campus, and his books are found

-;ﬂintmany of the classification divisions of the library?h The pursuit

'of scientific research (and this is true of the social as well as the

'natural sciences) is hecoming less and less compartmentalized, with

" the. advent of mission-oriented or problem-solving research, which

'v:building and programme' but the'behavioral sciences include significant.

«Jiaspects of - psychology, biology, sociology, political science, economics,'

'draWS on several disciplines. Harvard has a behavioral sciences

: anthropology, pediatrics and mathematics.' How can any classification

‘;system be perfect when the units of knowledge are in a state of " flux?*

a her néw universities by theoHome UdiVersities Conference (1960)

a

'European Studies was one. of the areas proposed in Great Britain for f,;

a4

8Ralph Eugene Ellsworth University library in violent

“ljtransition, Tenesseée. University Library-Lectures,. Nos. XIII—XV - ‘{&”W
1961-1963. (Knoxville Tenn. Univefsity of Tennessee, 1963),
" PP. 15-22.. : ST L . .

/"

9James Thompson,'"Book classification in new university

‘b,libraries,f Library Association,Becord VLXV (September, 1963), p. 327.

v < o < .
-. -~ . . -
S -

When Ellsworth8 stated that there is no 1qgger any significance '



o - . B ., . .
. o ' : o 3 ) LI

- 116
e %¥
,%(jvg

;Progrsmmes in African Studies that span disciplines are’ equally

this contemporary inter-disciplinary trend in education.

Vnumbers used by 1ibraries, which in this survey {responsible for

rfrom the items that shouid conform toathe standardized practice here

-:proposed.

'speed in the different cataloguing departments labouring under'a

‘fall into, the area assigned to a particular library should in ‘that

' ment should buttress this cooperative cataloguing. But if data .ase

familiar in African and Americgn university programmes.. In fact, .f-%, ,
Al . 4

there are institutions that have discarded the traditional labeils of

< o, e
'departments and 'faculties and have, instead organized their & . ?

3 ‘

'; programmes under such broader u%its-as schools to better reflect & '_;{.

- . e .
X 2 i:\ :

- 1f differences in classification can be. rationalized on tar

‘contention that different universities §houlg§have different empaases. o

it ‘is hard to find any firm basis for the differqnces in the ﬂbok . o
» & - .

most of the lack of agreement in call number ‘ Because of this wide S

’ L - . N ‘g

v divergence introduced by its use, the book nuﬁber could be excluded

IS . ¢

tiﬁi’ o “ -

o)
0'
b
-

9

‘variety of handicaps and pressures K there could be an a‘rrangemed ’, cel

[

i‘ similar to what obtains under the Shared Cataloguing Programme among,,'“

some Canadian unIVersities. By. this" atrangement ‘those books Ehat

!

'. library, receive a rush treatment 80 that the bibliographic data wouldﬁ!n

¢+ . ~.-&,"

A be available to the others in a day or two. Where this division of“

areas follows subject lines, rationalization of collections develop— A ﬂf\

e

is on—line, there should be no need, .in fact of dividing areas’ ‘?

- — ;.AA

covered among participants.
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In conclusion, it is clear from this survey that the problems

._of_cataloguing_ineuniversity—libraries~will—net—be—he1ped—~§s—a—"

: ;significant extent by isolated efforts of individual libraries% just |

;'as they may not be ultimately solved by mere conventional methods that
'depend on. further increase of library staff and the complexities of

- their work. Individual libraries could augment cataloguing speed by “5

employing various sHbrt—cuts that would remove repetition of protesses

‘and thereby cut down on the time involved in such routine operations as5d;"

.. . X X Y

searching, typing and filing._ But cooperation amOng similar libraries,nf”"t

' within a viable unit ,offers the most effective solutionﬂto the problem .

R

of speed. Aﬂd anprerequisite for a .eaningful :ooperation lies in

dlsstandardization. Because of the need t,'bas practice on: accepted
i national standards, the Canadian Standards Associatign should, there-

fore, develop a standard for the presentation oﬁ bibliographic data ig ,;

{'monograpﬂb, in a fashion similar to standards it has alqeady developed ‘fa o

'n'for periodica s and all coklege, university and research libraries o f‘”

'[should adhere to these standards in compiling their records.\ These

would be used with the amendments to Library~of Congress classificationii_;f-d

,:and subject headings accepted by the Nationai Library of Canada. This ﬁ‘uﬂvyf

‘ removal of the urge to reject bibliographic information, or much

e . e B
- ~ - 3 . .

'.aeditorial work onvcopy be{ore it may be used ‘will very significantly

“speed up,cataloguing in university libraries. B RS

EDO

, 10Canadian.'l‘ask Group on Cataloguing Standards.. Catalogging
L .Standards the teport of the ... Group ... with recommendations -to. the_
- National Librarian, Drx. Guy Sylvestre, (Ottawa.v National Library ot ‘

Canada 1972), P- 21. IR R AR
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Dear Sir/Msdam. REEE
. ‘ Uy

I am'a graduate student working towards a Master s degree in Library )
Science (MLS) ‘at the School of Library Science, University of: Alberta.‘f,ﬂ

For my thesis, I am conducting a survey of’cataloguing- practice of the.

university -libraries in Western Canada. .The pufpose. of this: study is. e
. to:identify and compare the various cataloguing méthods. employed by SRR
" the different libraries ‘to speed-up the" catalogufng of their materialsvv':,'*
.. and to find "out :what - changes are msde in LC cataloguing in each o
*,jinstitution.‘3' - L . o

xflIn order to. provide the required’data, it“!s hoped that part#tipatingﬁ

vlibraries will answer all questions carefulty .and completely.. If you,'“

can only give ‘an. estimate 4n . response to any question asking £or

. “statistical information, please label as. an estimate.h ‘Other aspects
.of - theé .survey will be covered during an on-site visit; the’ Director R
. of .my- 6chool will ‘be contacting you regarding possible dates - for - this =
jv“visit. If you so desire, ‘. Summary ; iof the questionnaire results will_ﬂ[;;gk;
'_be made available to you, upon the completion of this study.\.k T

A stamped self-addressed envelope is enclosed for your convenience. f:i'-k 0
L IE possible, please return one Copy.. of thegcompleted questionnaire to. o
“,me before 7th June 1973, the duplicate copy. is for your file.. ‘,f‘ !

Iy

-.:j{Thank you very much for your cooperationu,'f f*t"

N gl

m]'Raphael C.«Nwamefor, i
..‘“Student,.x,-“ v ”
;-School of—ﬁibrary Science.

Sincerely,

'!RCN,grs_f
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o equivalent and 1s mainly concgrneg
of cataloguing.m Anyone else §h¢

A professional should have a library sch001 degree or- its
. with the more intellectual aspects
‘ be: regarded as a nonprofessional,f

s avestidgagge.

, Gataloguing refers to thé‘&ntﬁllectual work that goes into
getting a book ready for the . shelf.f It includes descripti@e
cataloguing, classificglion and subject heading work..n{ o

for the purpose of this quest

use of only the standard- procedures.. It excludes rush’ cataloguing,
" simplified: cataloguing, temporary, cataloguing, fast cataloguing and
“the cataloguing of duplicate copies, but %:cfudes the use of LC qopy

"1 with . revision.nb,i__. c s e “,,_N

- publications._. F S T

; the book.

\ ;3 | Rush cataloguing,‘ A- bq k for rush cataloguing is"regarded as, SR

. a priority ‘ttem so that instead f.-taking its. normal turn in ¢he’

.- process, an: attempt is made to get it ready for the open stack with

the shortest possible delay.-:w_g

. ‘ Simplified cataloguing is the process of preparing entries for
-a catalogue without the full description or detailed identification of

r',. .3

o Temporary cataloguing is the process of preparing entries for
a catalogue without the full description or detailed. identification of
" the book; in order to get it into’ circulation while waiting ‘for LC -
cataloguing information. . - Temporary . cataloguing differs from: simplified
cataloguing in. that the latter is. considered permanent._;;fb»~ , -

o Gataloguing poli‘x,is a local cataloguing decision guiding the T.;&rﬂ

cataloguing practice of the library concerned:. It differs from:

»cataloguing ‘rules’ which have a far’ wider application, national or f;f]'.'r;}

f#nternational. ot

' , Materials, as - used in this questionnaire refer only to books.
'book' ‘should be: regarded as-a, printed and- published- monograph of

'“»at least forty-nine pages excluding the covef pages.  The data demanded

1in this questionnaire eﬂElude serials nonbook materials or government

. "_1'26'

The interval between the receipt of a book ‘and. its complete ”f*ﬁf‘
. cataloguing 1s ¢onsidered normal when the. cataloguing invclves the ‘



A SURVEY or ATALOGUING PRACTIGE( b wasrm
CANADIAN UNIVERSITY LIBRARIES '

N .PRELleNARY_lNFQBMATIOﬁ”‘b.
A ) q". ."»H.fs- -
R Name of library

,_2.‘ Name and position of officer completing the questionnaire

3. Total number of staff (in full time equivalents) in any way o
concerned with cataloguing, including,staff of departmental or'
s other: subsidiary libraries who are ﬂn any way concerned with
' this activity. R R : . L Lo

ﬁ~Professionals. ‘Tf i anprofessionals N Total
)‘4? A-PProximate size of. library collection as would be reported to‘lfu
' Statistics Canada S RN _ ‘ ,

‘:”15 What statistics are kept by the Cataloguing Department?
' (Please send copies of any forms used) R =

".6 What units are used to measure output of cataloguing? (As farfas“
possible, please define the’ units used) Ve e

7; Give an estimate of the number of titles (NOT VOLUMES) catalogued
by an average cataloguer in one normal working month - between Dot
January and April 1973 (this should include items revised and ,‘“ R

: recatalogued) Al N T TP I T PR S

vProfessional _ R ‘"“chhpiofessio§51;7_

e T = o 7:{‘1275‘:;.

]
R
1

QU E s 'r 10 N NA I R E" R LNty
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i
= _7referred to in Question 10 above? Yes )

S 12.

: ..'_._'_(_)_

Y ! .14-

What form(s) of LC copy ‘do. you use and‘te what extent does your jf;f“
_library revise it (them)? R I I L : ‘-”"

_”bWhat is the normal interval between the repeipt of new material in e
- the library and its appearance on the public shelves? :

AJ T ..

'What is the normal interval between the receipt of new mate;ial in
"the cataloguing department and its appearance on the public shelves?

No

What is the extent of your cataloguing backlog?

".l'.‘

If you have a- backlog, please list and briefly describe all
the means_you employ to: cut it down..__, ‘ , _

N

R

Y

S

...‘.

Do- you feel there is need to cut, down on the length of the interval

(a) - If there 1335°.ba§k198:‘h°w[ié5thié accomplished? e

fWhat procedures do. y0u use’ 6. speed up normal cataloguing -~ e. g.»f '
WxShared Cataloguing, Cataloguing-In—Publication, %tc o e




tar

-

15

'-this year. -M B , . e

f_f'
o T

In the following table, please check the appropriate box to R
- indicate ‘the approximate percentage of - catalogue caggs ‘obtained
from“each of- the specified sources for the first four months of

3
-

,,‘flhe_sum ofjlfoshonld‘eqUal 1ooz>"d' : "EstimatenPercentage'?

- or| 20%| 302 40%| 502| 60%| 702 802 |90%|100% .

Catalogue cards
purchased from - .
. 1) Library of Congress -
2) Wilson -
.‘3) Other sources

S {less]. |- 1. - B I EEEN R

(please specify)

NS

‘Catalogue §ards o L ] i'.'I‘tii‘" ',~;fﬁ, , }fpwu -

- prepared 1 cally f S R | R A SN PR

4) From LC copy . ,j RS PR R AU R

- . 5) From other copy..
E . (please specify)

(in all its forms) , o R j‘-}"‘. L

;5)"ﬁ‘Qrig‘ina‘1 "ca'talog'nin ;
'",:pla;f

",f'a) In general when are the cards ordered? (Check;as applicable) iphjf

If your library buys printed cards, please answer the following
v.questions. o B AR S .. o :_ﬁ

e e,

i) When books .are ordered

ii) Between ordering ‘and: receiving
iii) After books are received ’

- b). Please specify the number of‘weeks or months that it generally

takes, on the average, to’ receive the cards Q, S weeks
e months S TR N T

. '::"c)ADo you,uSd&lly accept thefprintedlcardsvwithout.revision?gf'

CYes 4 .Wo_ <AL R

‘:[:_.d)rlf no;.pleasejspecify'whatlchangeslare generally made. .. - °



’ ) / ) ' .4 ‘ . .».\7 o 2 E | 'o . .
’ ..\. .‘-i':.’ " R K9
: v A S ..-' - ] B . . v .' 1%
17. Does vthe-c'aital.oguer V.fnake use- of:’any prior(nork done by other people '
~ (a) in the cataioguing;departhent? '}' Cyes No
. (b) in the acquisitions department? 1 Yes No
(c) thers (please specify) 's i‘ Yea No:
‘ b
'Please indicate the kind of service and th§ extent of use.
% i
s ,
f - T
'R : '5 &
~ORIGINAL CA'I?ALDGUING fo S s St ‘
e ‘ - ‘9.5 » l/ ' . . ,'«: " vb. FE )
18, (a) Are there special areas where you “do ngt- use LC copy, that 1is,
" where your practice is to do origina cataloguing of every .
:item received? i . % Yes - _ No.
.(b)_Pleasefspecify:sach area(s): N Léﬂ L '
R o v .“”‘{' " {: ' %

W .. v o

(c) What advantages (to your library) has such a practice, over .
"the use of LC copy? oo S , ! .
| QA Ry
" ’ -? 7 N;:' ) -'
19; What procedures do you use to speed up original cataloguing? .
’ (Pleaee give brief details and indicate followhup procedures )
’ where applicable) v B : T :
. A - S :...._1
J fL
| 3
- - , " z M \*A ., . »r
i ’ ) )
. - L)
. . Py
Y'Ar/.
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e
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) ”If_.'yeS;. -how ma#lY?~ -

. - . - .

ﬁ;\ “p,r.,;

~ . . o : ; o -131
R DETAILS OF CA’I‘ALOGUING mmuzs
"-.' - . t-. - - n W -q_- ) t\' 1: i ;\
20 (a) Do YOu follow a<written catqloguing policy Yes »,.qu*“t
(b) If yea, please send a copy, if possible, when«retuxning '
: ' this questionnaire. : g : B A
N ;"Zluf (a) Do yqu follow any published code of<kataloguing rules?
i o Yes g No ‘ . C e
| q;) If yes, which? R
,.. 2 - , ; i ~ ) i . o . : L
o éﬁ.’ The code of descriptive cataloguing rules is folloWed (check as
B appropriate) : B e -
. i) just as given s . ff
( ii) with some modificatiana S e .
(111) with extenSive modifications" - e
’ .rf;23. What secondary or. added entries do you normaily make? s
?24. (a) Do you keép to a stipulated maximum number ‘of steh secondaryn~,3i
o headings per ‘title in the authbr (or name) catalogue? o
Yes . No T S ‘ A

(a) Which classification scheme(s) do you use? State edition Z5L‘
égwhere applicable.n_fvj;.' A . , :

.‘.

(b) if" you ‘use. more than one - classification scheme, please state -
which part of\the collections is- classified by which scheme.j': .

I;-

N ','

appropriate)

( i) with no modification or expansion? ‘
'( i1) with some modification ‘or. pxpansion?

(iii) with extensive modification or . expansion?

(b) State subject areas involved and indicate the specific
; mad{fication or-exp L

’(a) Is the classification scheme you use followed (check as



a7,

Do you use any author nunbers supplementary to that giyed‘ln the
.published qditionrof the- classification scheme(s)? Yes

e

¥

2B

29,

L 31,

"o

“,‘Summarz offquestionnaire

" (a)
: ‘_‘to a book? L e R

No

SUBJECT 'ﬁE};nINcs o .

()

. [state which list you use, indicating the’ edition as well.
N OF

@
.(b)

¢ i) Timteade e U o e
(edt) satisfactory? T S
‘(iii)mexcessive? o

o . o 5.__/: NS 0 -

P / . \, 0.‘ R - WA -

) — ' e R S 'f"f
If yes. whish? ANTRERS A e _"l"?-”'j\l

./N;I;z;g*{?]

) . . . S £ - IR
” o 1_, . R . S . : ) v
. . . boa R

If your subject heading work is based on\a specific 1ist, ff"

° [

If not,gwhat’methia do you use in subject heading work? "

- > oo

Do ‘you use any supplementar§'list(s)7é'Yesi; o No -

If yes, indicate which, ~ . 7 R

A
.

About 'how many subject headings, on" the average, do you assign

(b)JDo you keep to a stipulated maximum number of such headings
. -per title? Yes : No % : o :

| f<°>'
WOuld you - consider the average number of subject headings you B
. assign per title (check as" appropriate) ' i

If yes, how many? i:‘u"w I ,:-;_,_.---f“

YN

- topy destes.

No copy desired . . . ¢ L e iflﬁbljzl.ali
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e

4fauthor, e. g., Alexander Dumas, father and son. p

>>- closing entry and drawing a 1ine through (in progress) "f' i ii' ‘{

(/[; RN THE. umvmsuy_or_cucmy_mm, SR S R

SIMPLIFIED CATALOGUING GUIDE

J

I ‘y_oRI;GINAL‘CAlfALOGU.mG‘ -

.Author’s dates' Leave off except where known to conflict with another

PR

o,

.

i Imprint. Date only, taken from title-page Or ver80 of title—page.j.':-\ ey

- Square brackets only }f supplied and doubtful. l .;;7;3;‘

CollatiOn:“ Volumes only. In the case of open entry use: vols. followed _
a « . "',40.‘

by (in prd.ress) when complete catalogﬁer will be resqﬁnsible for

. f{,Series‘note:_;Out.-ﬂ}"7“ VR

‘i. 'Notes.‘ At the discretion of the cataloguer. ‘In general no note for

bibliography or contents. .
: R L

;Tracings' Subject headings need ‘not be : subdivided for form divisions,

| with the following exceptions _5“ M;;.r:h,';;.;j?;;J,_i{;' iiﬁ*' L
' | h‘,;l., Bibliographylit ?:Av:f }fv% :tr'f$~

2. Bio-bibliography,%‘ R

- Dictionaries L .;': ‘“‘fv'? EEEETE

'ftZDirectories ;?'~‘

| History'h‘,~f. S - ;~”hj;,'f(‘_ ;'-;”;
6. Indexes : Q' _.}Jil . ﬁg'f'fli'
-7 Periodicals f«



T

.'~_Added’entries.. Continue to mahe translators and editors in P ,fff-'

'"e"classification only., All others out.: Title added entries to remain.i""'

e

- 'CATALOG‘UII}JG‘. WITH5 LC -cm)” DS

Continue to usa imprint and collation as’ now.v Card shou1d~not_‘ﬁ”

give misinformation e. g ’ if publisher different from the copy in hand “,:*

g
original cataloguing for other tracings.

I

'a line should be dr‘bn through it. Do not have it erased., Leave ;'ﬂ_

'series note on, but delete series added entries. Treat as with

\

New Editions and Reprints

‘ 5% A new edition is defined as, any issue in which the text has

[

:’been added to’ or- altered. The text for this purpose includes all

oot

”,prefatory material footnotes, appendices, ‘etca {~?

Any other issue, i ey one in which the text is unaltered from o

a previous printing, is considered a. reprint, even if issued by a new
‘ D ‘

. ,

I |

. e .
publisher or in a new format and giving new pagination. ':‘;'

If two copies of the‘same tekt are’ in.the library they will be

~

catalogued as duplicate copies or copy 1 and copy 2 even if in '

», different formats and issued\\y different publishers.;,iA__{fw‘; R i

B
- . N AN
LA K i -
B - . : e | -
N . o p . :‘.
’ : g . o L
. . K =
: . -
S
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ey

' PREPARING CATALOGUING COPY . -
AUTHOR s DATE.'_ "

g

Omit except when known to conflict with another author, e.g.,

Alexander Dumas, father and som. Or when the author.is a king, queen, 0

'y

' president or. pope.hk ST PR IR
- peRiNT:

S : Place of publication, publisher, date. Date is taken from title
page or verso of title ‘page.. Use. square brackets only if date As. '
supplied .or doubtful : S : : ‘ o

Ccomamons T

Numbered pages, illustrations, map, SiZe. SRR

SERIES NOTES"
Are put on all books )
Make series £or. |

‘1. All university series ﬁk

\ ,; L Zél Publications of learned societies :;Lyﬂ-

jt‘fNumbered and unnumbered series with limited subject
.Ht-scope ’ o TN .

o r--r' >i4j~ Oy

AR Government publications
5. ,Publishers series when publisher s name is not part of
’.series title. : : :

L : 1 'réf tf;HSi;£i°nézif ﬁ°£‘iﬁdica?éas?n;tﬁéﬁ##?ié:Pérégréﬁh}f‘f-f
| 2. ‘F°r changes in title eih?‘l ‘ nlk.i : ‘A
o V:‘;.;” : 'é F°r’b°°k8 With alternate call numbers. E g.‘kAnother copy

,if ; i't;; Ai,.% i,"13§1,i



lﬂ§T.4,“ Xerox.reproductions . f;ﬁ‘

357 Limited editions. E g.. Number 20 of a limited edition of
' 50 copies L » , T - co -

S It is not generally necessary,to make contents notes, or notes f{
for bibliography.--~ : , . . o o Sl

’fRACINGS. S | | |
The following form divisions are not used with-subject headings. n
‘_;lrg'Addresses essays, lectures Sl o ‘
"f. efﬂ* ofjfyil 24“ Collected works -
| 3{f:(Collections)
5. ‘-Bandboogs‘_m‘anuals’ etc. e o T
-‘Y\‘6 ;“but{ines, syllabi etc.‘ﬁ';sli“ lfl.;}
_7, Sources S
MAKE SERIES ADDED ENTRIES FOR._. . o
f":vl; All university series':’lll"
: ié, Publicatious/of learned societies };leia

'.3 Numbered and unnumbered series with limited subject scope

.V,Z)Al Government publications

R }fkffi~" 5. Publishers series when publisher s name is not part of
AN i ries title. ' : o :




o CANADIAN ’_‘tfﬂ_xvzisri:_izjsﬂ,fsujAaabjf"éAi‘fAi.o,c’umo PROGRAMME: smnsncs ERTEOTS

’)‘

Key to symbols used. ~#‘ﬂ,7 fx;i;;if S

"YCaBViV?“f}Q;‘j University of Victoria Library g;ﬁ'ﬂff'a‘

. e .

:&yiﬁyﬂf:'*fiijaBVaU - ”~‘}2University of British Columbia Library

'v”i.?TﬂCaOTYAfQ;E‘5fffYork University Library

» yi Caﬁgasﬁff" ' ,Simon FrS;er University Library

'.ﬂiQaOWtUi-, AJTUniversi of Waterloo Library ,ﬁifffaleﬂ.ﬁbiplﬁ.;f

":,g Ff~-gJCsAEU3”U:" L!TUniversity of Alberta Library

B f:i.i-UaAUUaii“ J.f*University of Calgary Library

':3bicaO0U_“f :"d“'University of Ottawa Library

E
%
s
b
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'—l
=
E.
é
]
[0}
CHe
T
<
O
H’i
z
S0
B
T rh
8
8-
-
-
g
O-
l“
[
o
5&
-

CcaNesw :
'UﬁCaMﬂUT:Lsiyy?f‘UniVersity of Manitoba Library

R

fﬁicabﬁAf}ﬁ.~ﬁ5;f University of Windsor Library

A , I
: - L o)
1 . , .
- “ t . .
¢ R -




© . MEMORTAL

oy

e

T Nou'of cards (masters) r

-

eceived.’ ~ - v

| SHARED CATALOGUING PROGRAME: STATISTICS MAY 72 - APRIL 73" 0 "" .

* Month

CaBvaU

Caovey!

caoTY

Ca00U

{caBvas

Total

o May

145

431

T 91

s |

197

Lo

337

18

187 -

RS
_Jung

188 .

152

108

26

logs .

_Ju'Iy.

332 |

358 |

189 -

167 |

199 |-

X

w2 L

Sept. ;

| 340

215

196 '

208: |-

69|

20w

57

258 .

29

1487

92,

200 |

66 |

il

g1 |

»‘:f‘;‘s.ﬁ.:f

uso

| es2)

89

16

Jroos -

R

" 223,

oo |

)

335

| 138

120 |

sy

'll.' ,b 345 :l

{165 {266

153 |

o

3 | 8

; 223 :

cnst|

©0 . No, bf cards yseds 2

SR [ R

29

>

1|

8l

: ; ,16,; ; |

|

a8

"\D "

; B 10 :.

15
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| SHARED CATALOGUENG. P
. (Continued) . '

ROGRAMYE:

" Nov.

: 312;13 

.igi

" Decs | 6 f

16

3

ﬁngi

s |

i’~5$ff"55

: -__‘v Jan.

T

KAn

62 |

260

e,

.  ”;Féb3f\G'

T

28.°|

37

18’

{-100. |

T s

el

.

| 2spy

10

.25

I

36 |-

? §{,‘}

1w ]

o

|

7

57 .

]

'“»iogﬁai:ﬁ

£ cards matched with proof slips.

CaAEU

CaBval’

ééthu

ca0TY

casviv |colan.

 fCaBVa§1

Totil =

"3642

180 |

.3OT

. 23?

|81

'f455fjf‘;

e 00 |

187

a2

 : ;1;¥

iﬁ47;;;;;¥ﬁ

ff}jf~i

w2 |

¥

a

T

N

|6

'Tiﬁof' 

ﬁ 7Q:{ :

| 30

}d

| 202

©. 60|

70,

31|

521 L

;*';l?éf;ﬂ

iz |

E'i;247:;

69 |-

28 | >

9

;;5§of}lijﬁ

e

<l168i,?

s

20

1|

f:29_f

3

-;1 :g

i 32

i4o‘_

11251_

?fZQf‘j{

?4  7

307 -

.36

3|

R

5

ETHE

76 |

86

| 1)

_1129 o

'29‘_7

15

o

397, -

37

f ;’260 :

21

110

t{Zﬁﬁ

... 11‘3 t»’»_ :,

f379ff‘-2-

51

146

S

- 171

T .-

30

3

R R

595

R T
7 g of april, 1973, t
.. .. we acquired the

. . slip filé{“v *?

.MGRS

his refers to Canadiana Proof siips. At that time
system-and_8?¢'nQTIOnge:_maigtaining:aﬁ;Lc~pr9qg/{”ﬁl
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'ijpfﬁdngfMCQtdSQéeﬁt::m‘ o

| vay -

.

" .41 ot

| owe

3

13

Caug. v

| sept

.
. .

.'\

| ;ZOjf"jb“

Coct. oo

Nov.

- I?

Feb.

n

| oapr.

29~

. L

' SHARED CATALOGUING PROGRAMME: ~YORK UNIVERSITY LIBRARIES 1972/73 '

B Numbef of;cardé‘m#téhed'With‘LCf

~

étrpqinthf fii;ng;”'5.=

CaBVaS |CaBVal

CaMWU

Cao0y

CaNESM

Total .

{Monch

May |

CaBViV

Caowey.

CaAEU
e

CaACU.

;:9;_, o

© June-

'1 }

1 [

2

RN

o

ety |

2 . ,3;;‘

. 2 

17 0

- ) .'A'l.ig. e o

'-nSep;g-'

18

Oct. |-

j25'*”

.20 .ii -'

BT




». 4\4 ’, : T )

B A S S

- Number ';fo’fj ‘c'a“i_:ds niéi:éhe_di_jﬁith\ LC at:j"}ibiﬁtﬁ._;-p_f',’dai:éldgﬁhiix_;g__: 4'

| Month |CaBVaS/|CaBVall |CaBV1V [CaOHEY [CaAEU |CaACU [CaMWU (200U |CaNESH fTotal

I U T (6 C IR R I N I R S 6 £ 7

. ":May .

Csume| 2| 12 foas [ s o fa3 | = [ =] a] e

[N

,fVJﬁly..:w"'

g | 28 a6 19 {1 fe Jio |- | e

oct. | 3 | 15| 28 |20 ‘|16 |1 |2 |3} 3. | e

CoNov. |- o8| 28 | 3 |22 a2 fa [z |8 flw |18

3

Jan. | 1w |ooe w ol s3] b e

o | o

o Feb. | 20 | 15 12 70 s

. (;l_;

4

2

2

4

3

3

8 .

pec. | 3 [ 16 | dg Jao fs f- Do | |3 | ez

: | |
1l

1

1

caprn {1 f 13 Lo | 7o fa0 16 e 66

Phelw o
|

. TotAr|-37 { 189 | 220 |155 [192 |35 |52 fer | 17| 958 -

 SHARED ' CATALOGUING. PROGRAMME: YORK UNIVERSITY LIBRARIES 1972-73 . °

%

o Number of cards” (masters) ‘received from: - i

. Month|CaBVas canabfcgsvi?_caoW5y b4AEu'¢gAcU‘éAMWU:CaoougcéNESM Total =

Cmayo| 220|388 |87 Jor fuss |- f33 |e4 | 45| 983

~ June| 26 | 308 | 155 |11 fuge | - . |s7. |108 ‘). 360

017

- guly |11 | 352 | 146|108 |83 .|106 |65 105 .| 13 | 989 "

Mg, | s4 |477 | 180°| 61 - |206 |13 . 'fi66 |35 | 9.[1,101 -

* sept.| 56 [ 796 | 79 |77 [133 | = |73 |74 | 20 1,308 . -

Ock. |29 | 963 | 2097 | 98 . |io5 |as8 67 |4 | .9 frez.

" Nov. |- 35..| 698|201 [o1 . [137 8L |36 |e6 | 11 [1,356 % .
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SHARED CATALOGUING PROGRAMME.
(Continued) R .

f“““bef‘¢f~98fdsifﬁésﬁers)f?éééivedffiPﬁ?~T7:“-

. YORK PNIVERSTTY LIBRARIES 197273 -

“nde. |-

: 16 

jj32;7;7

207.

s

;fii3j

a0

ff533L1

48]

1380

10

1752

RN

5f160j .

65

1P

w |

7

61|

208

1,25

Feb..|

3§ikﬁ

649 |

.2341

88

145

“185

120

li;séi& f 

' .. ‘ v6.:.

482

253,

133

97|

:9?:%

153 |-

12

524

1;215}

553353

‘f@la{: ?

f53 

; §2¥

106"

1;.525

| 1,225

1. 305

nmn

,12246’-;

1054

|2667

895

758..

1091

201

15,388

":l:;;ﬁf?°"

Number of cards (masters) used for oniginal cataloguing.:1  ? -

" Month

CaBVaS

caval

‘CaBV1V

CaOWED

CaAEU

CaACU

CaMWU

Ca00U

CanesH Toc81 f;.

| 10

1

ﬁ;;"

:.iQZJf.

.f4}:;;

il‘,”

June |’

| s

18-

15

,-‘4 ;> 

L2

;,;?13,

.:5;::

‘14;'jfu

._:14

2]

98

Car

. 21 1-

.  61

56 |

;fisf

112

| 2037

. .DeC. ‘v

B

| Jaﬁ.',[l

43 |

3 zét‘

Feb.

73

42

_;27;’

57

15

B

226

66 |

26 |

3]

,18

10|

 §752111-” '

Apr.- |
PR

|46

;'31' f

29

19

_241.

382

; 290 X

RS
‘101 {-

241 - ﬂ;

:67 

v“59§rff

72

. TOTAL|

1,263

.‘47.;;'f31
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| SHARED CATALOGUING, PROGRAMME: - YORK UNIVERSITY LIBRARIES 1972/73 -

VNuﬁbgf}dfwdarééf(mastété)isént-to other insti;utioﬁg:f*f'

1

;Iilné DR 97 - December R 1?‘5’ R 3

 aly. | 6. | Jemsary | 213

. august. | 1767 | February. | . 148

)

L _'; "Séptéﬁb§t-:.f:.vﬁi“ISSﬁ’}\“f{?négch:.t.:vll.A ? .;155 :f;f.

Lxdcﬁéhet‘ ‘ :f'v"fl58' ”ilui.prriiﬁrf     ";.:7'5?05;7

- morar’ | 2,082




CooL e .~ o, °© - UNIVERSITY OF WATERLOO s T o
K - . . - L A P . .
T e i . ) Y : .

. : : v
R H . - St - .

K . ’ . ) B : o .
- T

)
. -

ST " SHARED CATALOGUING PROGRAMME: ANNUAL STATISTICR® = - =

A s May 1972- dpririery o T 0

PR P SO A A R S PR D "« |Totals

o P e . - CaBV1V |CaBVal |€40TY (CaBffaz{CaAEU (ca00U {casct CaN£SM |CaMwyl TOTAL nmn@unmmw
.- .l ‘ L - , + - — - LR .Mt ,'. - . N

.i No..of ca nm Asbmnmnmv

N ) '
o« e :
N4

Y

. N .b . - X . ., .-.A -+ ‘1 - .¢. : N . i ' ,, . .. . . N .». .. . . . . J ' .. . 3W~- .
7 oreceived from:. v, | 2493 | 7473°| 2269| 272 | 1755| 1027[ 82| 372 | 976 {37219} "
- ?i&mnn.?ﬂﬁﬁrmwwuf;wa‘p L.wA_fw..mm;&fAﬁ B N
. w<m»~»eum. e 7123 |13, B0 |- . ,

a

e R e S e A

i by'P. s. Hmnmn. .| 682} 722} 1321 38 [ 342] 190| 1824 '-64° ) '127| 2479] - 14.40°
z? of §.T, n. Aﬁmmnmnmw B S FR | S .w..... VT _ S
7 used: - 597 | 973 |- 804 44 . 428] 72 | 192] 57|

-

zomwom,wynwmwmmmumm.onwmpuww_wmnmuomcanw,vw cagwrui 1,044 - ¥ T -




o1as

B -

Yy
X

Ef;srAiISTicsszNUAgy;JbLY;iéjbf{f'y];Tj_i

\‘CaNSM CaBVas |CaBV1V Caow:U‘égorthqtﬁx -

A0 L= T f 7591 96 [ 239 [1781

X O L

65| +7| -io | 2en| 88 3327108

83| 12| - | 268 | 49 [ 170.[ 1308 -

o - | 181 | 73| 2u

T Mo |aea | eag 228 [rass

- 7“7+ 'Number -of cards (masters) used: _\\\ TR "-,,fx,.";-_f -

] -

i . LT B

. Number of cards semt by €OU: .. T o0 pl
| e T T R

: % _ﬁFéVrier ———
. Mars L ——

a
|
o E "'.‘. o l hd B . . . . } - - - SR
S e 4 Janvder ge= 1290 s e T e
4 A
t

s
, me
4
©
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‘ _‘_fﬂSHAREDVCATALOGUIﬁG PRQGRAMM§§ ‘UBC-UNIVERSITY LIBRARIES

 Number of cards (masters) received froms: ' .

“* Month |CaAEU [CaBVa$ |CaNf SM| CABVAV/ CAOWtU| CaMWU | CaOTY | c4ACU | ca00U| Total

S U gan. |83 | 327 10| 225 | 103 | 48 [ 244 | 3| 82| 830+
L L a e
©. Feb. | 1467 15 | 7] 260 | ‘87 | 74| 122 | 184 |72 | 967 £

CMar. [ 143 |0 6| 12| 215 | 75| .89 | 175 | 89 | 114|018 .

Capr.o|18-| 4| 23] 173 | 85|88 217 62| 90| .860-

May |58 ] 4] 18| 143 84| 52| 132|217 | 94| 02 -
B e S B T LI M M
June f 9771, - 9 ‘5184_4“:‘71._-‘4; ~{11ﬁF- 1 |-1347) 654 .

-

. " Sugbarof cards wseds ¢ Loy el e
. Nugber of cards used: .t D

P -Zu WY S DU B T
. Month [CaAFU;|CaBVa$ |CaN£SM| CaBViV| CaOWEU| CaMWl | CaOTY| CaACU| CaO0U | Total -

U of

o meb. | 35| 16 ae6 |- 36| 9l se| s3] 1] aer -

| 161

{omo e |

cMar. | 13| 8] ~| 7] 44| 3] 32| o}

R R I R et o N T P e S L

o wdy | 28710 f ¢ 5T 106 | 10| 10(%33]|. 9 blas

— N ’ L» ’ -

v

250

i gume [ 910 wicim | o1 7| 907 7|
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UNIVERSITY OF CALGARY . - .

B N

¥

»l

o bSHAV RED CA{I‘ALOGUINGPROGR AMME

o

SR e

©, Number of. cards ‘u

. AR
et
B \;;1.

%,
o

ch
LA

LR
L

1972-1973 .

i :
sedi . -

-

Ky

s

CaBVa$

CaBVall

CaBV1V

Casteucamy

Ca00U | CaN£SM

Total -

b 4

. _‘. 4

“.

K . e

By

31

"1',

',117' 

-

g 13|

— ;.1/_ 1™

iER

10} s

." 1':-

.

2% ¢

-

| - 6]

o

L

|

b fs)oasel

12 R

w.

20

| 16

BN

=1 e

st

R B P

|

187

|rao | -

2

= 1‘-!_1 153

85 .

g
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 'Number of chfdsfi@aéféfé);Rﬁéeivéd'Fr¢ﬁ§'1 ;

1972 ~ Maren 1973 . -

" UNIVERSITY OF ARBERTA - .

eny

, * " SHARED CATALQGUING PROGRAMME: "»OQSZTA?I'STICS"f_:_iv R

. Month|CaBVas

CaBVal

Caavay

 CaWty

caoTyY

CaACU | CaMwy

Ca00U

CaNESM

)

B b

. 125|

225 °

1|

LR

15

- 98

asif

. './.‘-

1 ‘199

91f[

N

1133HL f

45

101

59

_‘95‘-22

S

e

‘81

115 {5

18"

::49._}

7S

~ 15

M aes |

2

50

15

| 48|

67|

.ﬁidgl ;

7 | -

7 |

134

1140,
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Sk

T

'“ﬁdnth-
©Apr..
o May

HTquwéL_

-

" Mumber of Masters Used; =~

' SHARED CATALOGUING PROGRAMME:

| STATISTICS. (Cofitinued) . .

ey

CaBVa$

CaBVaU

CaBV1V|CaWty’

coor[carcy

CaMWU

Total -

;:\»,

- 19 |

—

”1;ﬁ2111

3}27“'

27

AT

118,

.,¥;11j3;l 

’7j 4

49

30

.16

4. ~ -
N A

”»..July}”‘

53 |

23

 .18  !

36

15

:ft 1‘Aug;“ ‘

67,

26

S

58

183

:_‘;37: T

20

14|

: “ wQ¢t.;3*

et Il

- 83

20 |

74 |

VSENdVQEf'”"

g7 |

58

‘  9;‘ X

- Dec, -‘. Lt

- 55,

i:23‘  

24

157

© Jan. |l

21 ;

e

+ Feb. |

60

T

‘... )5 .

38 |

15 v f

10|

|

| 186

»  50‘1

L 650 |

375

237 |

e

;;il :%i

Nﬁﬁﬁétjof}Caids (Méstérb)ﬂSép£ tp;p¢hgr'ihétiggtiong:,5l,n.,‘“-

: . -Month . \No,: i

"‘Apr;:-.

1720

Oct.

S

May

"99 ff,?

-Nov.

BE ,174"':,"» PR

¢+~ June

202

Dec. - | 1T

EE T EPTTE &

T |

[Fsepe. | oasa - |

war. ol

- %48

| 320
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T
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- PLACE or BIRTH | NRI AWKA DIVISION, NIGERIA

YEAR pr

POST SECONDARY EDUCATION AND DEGREES. ,,»,'4‘7'3A"'

. University of Nigeria, NSukka Nigeriaﬂ"""‘

\ - Sl
1960 - 1963 _j]?_' . B A. (History)

s University of Ibadan, Ibadan, Nigeria';‘;ﬁﬁ'

~f1963 = 1964 *gf.} EE Diploma in Librarianship

= HONotRs

. /

AND AwARDs-. -;Tf‘ ]-,{e~,thf;.f,*gﬁ;f'ht:f..7:}.:j,;gTﬂt}jj;,;f,1

%;f;Federal Government of Nigeria Undergraduate Scholarship

)

R S
B

’-:.1961 - 1963 Lflﬂ’st'ff;}f‘f*'i”;571f4'..*“’Q’f=f',PT3,*§n7 5fifififﬁa?

u'fFederal Government of Nigeria Postgraduate Scholaréhip .'“fl

R _1963 —-1964 3; uﬁ}:}}; f*fv*[ ¢ﬁ~7;

'ﬂfCanadian International Development Agency Scholarship |

R |
=

N U B e

L _' o

. ,".

"i731972 - 1973'1 -f" 1!lf:::-,<i~;»?‘;,:fj;g; e ;_*a;fff;f,“f;.ygﬁf?




