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Core Record Types:

Work:

Unique work reference:
relate no. for review records and ‘see also’ records to no. for original item (eg Original work - 123456; review - 123456/a; see also – 123456/a/i)

Abstract:

Depending on type of material to be abstracted, may require subject specialists (eg abstracts for novels could be done with existing staff expertise; abstracts for criticisms would need further training or different personnel)

Ranking: 

Good idea. Also discussed the usefulness of audience level. Perhaps these two options could be used separately or in conjunction with each other. Audience level may be set up on the basis of educational level (eg primary, secondary, undergraduate, post-graduate). An item with a high secondary level rank, may have a neutral or low undergraduate rank.




Tailor topics to target audience – ie generalist terms used for items for secondary level audience; specific literary terms used for post secondary level audiences.

Earliest known date:
This generated heaps of discussion!! There was a general feeling that the current AUSTLIT system of retaining the earliest date and replacing publication details with the latest instantiation is a very sub-standard practice. Various options were thrown around (eg include all instantiations, only record the earliest instantiation). The final preferred model was to retain Earliest Known Publication details on all monographs and then list any further instantiations which involved significant change or additions (eg if a particular publication had a different introduction or illustrator. Note also, that we need this information [which appears in the Note field] to be searchable for establishing related Creator Lists.)


See also notes in Related Worklist

FormList:

General agreement that forms and genres should be split into separate lists. (Noted that [pictorial] and [film] which are on Kent’s list are no longer operational forms). Also refer to previous notes from indexers meeting where recommendation was forwarded that [interview] should be deleted from the form/genre list.

Suggested that [children’s literature] be added to the f/g list and that [young adult fiction] be amended to [young adult literature].

Currently there is no such form as “part of sequence” – sequence parts must have a ‘stand alone’ form of their own (eg short story, verse)

Further discussion related to the current AUSTLIT [bi] and [au] codes. Noted that although these codes have meaning in the AUSTLIT environment, these meanings are not commonly recognised. Recommended that [bi] be used for any item about an author (other than the writer of the item) and [au] be used for any item by an author about him/herself. This would mean that brief items by an author about him/herself would still attract the [au] code, but the extent of the item would be obvious from the source field. (eg an item on 1 page of The Canberra Times, 8 pages of Westerly, or an entire monograph).

Geographic SettingList: 




Extend current range of options. Include settings such as rural, outback, sea. These terms may be used as ‘topics’ as well as ‘settings’ depending on the context of the work. (eg a novel may be set in the outback, but a poem may be about the outback) Consider also the use of ‘space’ as a setting.




Look at whether use of abbreviations for states is appropriate or whether ALEG should be in line with LCSH (eg Victoria, not Vic). Current usage has search implications (eg a search on Queensland will bring up results for awards, universities, politics, etc, but will not result in a hit on any of the items with Queensland as a setting).

Temporal SettingList:
Again, look at extending range of options (eg should World War I be included as a setting). Also, define decades by span of years (eg 1900-1909, not 1900s which may also be interpreted as 20th century). Possibility of including specific years, or shorter years spans (eg 1910, 1876-1878).

Related WorkList:
Concern expressed that we try to be consistent in the way we deal with re-worked/revised items. Revised monographs should be able to be treated in the same way as revised verse. Preference for maintaining a single record (with explanatory notes) for as long as possible, before moving to setting up a new record. 




Some discussion on linking AUSTLIT works to non-AUSTLIT works (eg relationship between ‘Great Expectations’ by Charles Dickens and ‘Jack maggs’ by Peter Carey)

Related CreatorList:
System needs to search across all fields in order to ‘catch’ all possible links (eg influence of A on B, is currently in topics field and will not be found by an author search)




As with Related WorkList, will we make links between AUSTLIT authors and non-AUSTLIT creative authors, and AUSTLIT authors and ‘non-creative’ people (eg. influence of Stephane Mallarme on Christopher Brennan, influence of Carl Jung on Patrick White).




For creating these ‘relational links’, it becomes important that people named in special responsibility, topics and notes are set up with the same authority format as in the main author authority file (eg can’t use ‘Introduced by Geoff Dutton’ when authority format if ‘Geoffrey Piers Dutton’). Also, all editors need to be named in the author field – use of ‘et al’ would eliminate some potential links.

ISSN/ISBN:


General agreement that this was a cataloguing function and would represent a duplication of effort if it were included on ALEG records. Discussion on the possible rationale for inclusion, complications for records where more than one instantiation is included [ie would mean multiple ISBN’s], ‘role’ of ALEG,etc.

Creator:

CreatorReference:

Confusion as to whether this meant a text-based reference or a numerical reference.

Name:



Change ‘humans’ to individuals’!





Honorifics – not currently included in AUSTLIT – what do other partners do? What would be the value of including them?





Interest expressed in seeing what ANB does with variant forms of names in their authorities (inc. do they link formerly known as, etc)





Recognition that for some forms of names (eg variants) ALEG will be the specialist authority and we should not necessarily try to match our authorities with those of cataloguing institutions.

Gender:


No value seen in having any options other than ‘male’ and ‘female’

Expatriate Australian:

noted that we need to tighten our rules for establishing expats., suggested that we should follow a similar rule to that for establishing ‘aust’ writers who have come from overseas (ie 5 year residency).

Related CreatorList:

Discussion on need to establish which display ‘pods’ we want (ie related to creator in how many different ways? Has written about, has family connection, was influenced by, etc)

OccupationList:

as with Biographical NotesList, need source of information. Use sparingly (only if acknowledged by author?)

Instantiation:

InstantiationRef/WorkRef:
[We didn’t understand!!]

Reprint/RevisionList:

            And


Set boundaries on how much information is added 


EditionInformation:

PhysicalDescription:

? Only add if it applies to entire work/print run/edition





Also need to re-think whole rationale for including special renderings as this can really blow out into large blocks of information. Distinction may need to be drawn between various format renderings (eg braille, large print) and renderings as a separate work (eg film, play, opera). Latter group more valuable to ALEG clients.

Component WorkList:

[Didn’t really understand – is this like the list you get when you do a ‘Source’ search – ie list of contents of a particular instantiation of a work??]

Special Responsibility:
As noted above, need to refer to people in this field in authority format if links are to work.

HoldingsList:


As with ISBNs, some discussion as to whether this was an ALEG role or a Library role. If links to be made to holdings, prefer links to title rather than individual published versions (ie Robbery Under Arms would link to 203 records on Kinetica – up to client to establish which one they want).

Award:

WinnerList:


Prize details - Preference for listing prize details only once under general heading for award. This information not required on the individual citings of an award.

Related AwardList:

Need to establish relationships for awards that have changed names, sponsors, etc.

Attributes Common to all Core Record Types:

ExternalReferences:

( URL





Also need reference for manuscript holdings (ie because they don’t have an instantiation!)

SystemStatus and WorkFlow:



General Record Status:
Establish which of these will be visible to external clients.





( Keep deleted records available, but not visible externally.


Indexing StatusList:

RIR – felt that this term needed to be available for clients to see, but needed re-wording (ie to indicate that record is complete without topics!)


RecordHistoryList:

amended how / by– needs further discussion – note initials of each ‘changer’ or only initials of ‘changer’ on completion of record

Infrastructure Record Types:






All looked good to us – not our ball park!!!

Notes:






[Thought this information belonged in other sections – eg Work & Instantiation]

Issues:

Letters in response to reviews:






“All other works about that work will simply refer to the work…”. 

Does this mean that “see also” letters (ie in response to reviews) will be records in their own right with the review as a subject? Will they also link directly to the item under review? (Tessa = personally, I think 1 link at a time, not 2 leaps!)

Notes:



re standard templates. Will we have truncation for inputting as well as searching? (eg key in <Auc> and Auchterlonie will pop up for selection, key in <tibu> and Tiburon will pop up, etc)






Will we have in-built system prompts? (eg if the person keying in selects [verse], the system will automatically bring up the “box” for first line; if the person keying in selects [serialised], the system will automatically bring up the Notes template for <Published in serialised format in < …>)

Additional Issue:

Some discussion on search strategies and the way results will be displayed for the client. Generally felt that the system should not generate results without ‘telling’ the client what has happened (eg if a client searches on ‘Ayers Rock’, the system should not just display the search result set for ‘Uluru’, but should tell the client see ‘Uluru’ [client should be able to just click on ‘Uluru’ at that point without re-keying])

Additional suggestion:

Canvassed the possibility of using ANB to ‘run over’ the ALEG system annually to alert ALEG of updates/revisions to monograph publications.

Tessa Wooldridge
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