













































































































































































ITII. COMENTS Ol TOOKS AND CONVENTIONAL CATALOGING

The master 1ict of clements, as well zs thc comments on why
tipring is requirad have heen oriented toward the btook and towerd the
rrectices of conventiun:l c:taloging. This teinc the cace, there is
not the same need for cxtr: comments pertaining to this form and to
thi; type of recori as there is with the other bibliogravhic forms.
Sorm= comment does seem to te required, however, on the conventional

catalos record when viewed =t a bibliographic citation.

The catalog identifies and describes the work, provides
multivle approaches or access points to it, and relates it to others
in the collection. In contrast, a btibliographic citation only identi-
fies or describes the work. An abstract journal, with separate in-
dexes, toth identifies the work and provides multiple access points
to it but separates these two functions. 1In one section the state-
ments thnt deserite the work are displayed; in another section, the

index entries to the work.

In conventionzli cataloging, probtlems arise in trying to use
thc same data for both entry and statement tecause the catalog usez an
cstztlished form of thc name in the entry in order to bring together in
the c2talog all the works of an author and all the editions of a work.
This has sometimes resulted in a certain loss of bibliographic integrity
in tle entry, in that the form of the name in the entry differs from

the form of the aame in the work itself. 1In contrast, or perhans to
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and other forms of miterinls and identifies, again through relator
codes, the name of the conference at which a paper was presented. It
also distinguishes works that are the actual papers presented at the

conferences from works th:t are based upon such papers.

In the comments on conference entries in Section II, it was men-
tioned that separately identifying the components of a conference entry
would provide additioni] access points for these materials. There are,
however, certain limitations in using the name entry as the input
source for information about the conference. First, not all conference-
like publications have conference name entries, only those vwhich have
distinct names. Second, according to conventional cataloging practice,
the place where the conference was held is not given in the emtry if it
is already contained in the name of the conference. Third, the place
held is not given if the naume of the institution is given. PFourth, the
date in the conference entry usually contains only tue year. PFifth,

the name of the sponsor is not given in the conference name entry.

There are also certain advantages in identifying the work as
being the proceedings of a conference. Such tagging allows for special
catalogs or lists of conference proceedings arranged either by subject
heading or classification numter. Such tagging of the record,coupled with
the separate identification of the elements of a conference noted adove,
Gives the capatility to do coordinate searching using any combination of

the following:
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