2010 OCLC CJK User Group meeting: discussion questions for Chinese Cataloging Group                                              3/26/2010
We have discovered certain types of problems in the bibliographic and authority records for Chinese materials in OCLC, and categorized them as follows for our discussion.

1. Bibliographic records

a. Quality control of vendor records such as CNPIT with E/L M
i. The types of problems:

1. 246 field: created for some meaningless subtitles
2. 520 field: Chinese summary getting too long or just kind of advertisement

3. No 300 information: the information of 1 v. is really useless
ii. Examples: OCLC# 297145463, #310085643
iii. The summary of discussion: 

1. Train your copy cataloger to be aware of these problems, and edit them locally if necessary.

2. We can let OCLC know our concerns with CNPIT records 

b. Creating parallel records based on non-English records, e.g. CcBjTSG /N5L ($b chi in 040 field), etc.
i. The types of problems:

1. Different Romanization

a. Zhongguo vs. Zhong guo

b. Da xue vs. ta xue

2. Birth year format for personal authors

3. No main entry

ii. Do not add LCSH to this kind of Chinese record, but create a parallel record instead.  See the example of OCLC# 421451590 
c. Enhancing library records from Asia and Europe

i. AU@, etc. (National Library of  Australia)

1. The types of problems: 

a. Fixed field—Srce=#

b. 242 field: title in English translation
2. The summary of discussion: leave the 242 field alone in master record, but can remove it locally. 
ii. SINLB (National Library Board, Singapore)

1. The type of problem: 300 field also in Chinese
2. Since it’s cataloged in English, you can remove the 300 field in Chinese.  

iii. CUD (Cambridge University)

1. Only a very brief English record is displayed.
2. Chinese record is linked in the 856 field, so you need to click that link to see the Chinese record.

3. Example: see OCLC# 79499874 
d. Control headings: 
i. It’s great to use this function to control headings in the bibliographic records.  However, there are still some algorithm problems for controlling Chinese names, i.e.
1. 600 10 Huang, He ( 630 00 Huang He gang qin xie zou qu
2. 700 1   Feng, Shui ( 650
  0  Feng shui

3. 700 0   Aqi ( 710 2  Abbott Quality Institute (410 AQI in authority record)
ii. The summary of discussion:

1. Check it carefully.  When it’s not working, do not control the headings.

2. This is a serious problem.  We should notify OCLC for improvement.
e.  Subject headings in Chinese scripts—HUA records

i. The types of problems:

1. 6xx, 2nd indicator: 0 rather than 4 for Chinese headings 

2. The qualifiers: in Chinese rather than English; see the example with OCLC# 457376662
3. With Chinese geographical subdivisions, that should be removed.  See the example with OCLC# 231719403  
f.  CAJ (China Academic journals) records

i. Serials Solutions requiring CONSER records, otherwise Ulrich brief records loaded

ii. A project for CEAL?

1. If interested in collaboration, email Charlene.

2. So far, UCSD, U of Iowa, Rutgers and Vanderbilt have expressed interests in this project.  
2. Authority records

a. Adding Chinese references to authority records: evaluation

i. Pros: Helpful for undifferentiated name authority records

ii. Cons: Lots of cleanup and maintenance to do

b. Updating undifferentiated name authority records
i. Have you done this routinely in your workflow?

ii. Many records have not been updated for a long time.

c. Chinese series authority records
i. The type of problem: the same series published by many publishers

ii. Solution: more research needs to be done before creating the SAR, esp. for the qualifier to break conflict.

d. Merging records for bilingual materials, e.g. Chinese and Tibetan authors
3. Cataloging Toolkits for Chinese materials: draft available at:

     http://www.eastasianlib.org/oclccjk/oclccjk/Toolkit.html  

Please send your suggestions or comments to Charlene at cc179@columbia.edu, so we could make this toolkit more useful for all Chinese Catalogers.

4. RDA related to Chinese cataloging issues  
We ran out of time to discuss this topic, and hopefully can have more discussion next year or through a webinar, etc.

PAGE  
1

