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September 1, 2005

Ms. Jennifer Davis

Manager

Bibliographic Control Section
Office of Bibliographic Services
Government Printing Office

Dear Ms. Davis:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on GPQO’s proposed cataloging practice
“*MARC 300 field for Remote Electronic Resources”. The GODORT Cataloging
Committee has reviewed the document and provides the following comments.

GODORT supports the practice of adding the 300 MARC field to catalog records for
remote government electronic resources, since it will communicate whether the digital
document is an exact reproduction of the formatting and extent of the original. Users of
these cataloging records will find this information very useful for bibliographic control,
reference, and collection management.

Since past cataloging practice dictated that remote electronic resources cataloging
records lack the 300 MARC field, some libraries used this information in combination
with the general material designation “electronic resources” to identify records for
“online only” resources in their catalog systems. However, other options for identifying
these records are available to most libraries, and the benefits gained by having more
detailed information describing resources outweigh any potential problems caused by
the addition of the field.

While the Committee generally supports this proposal, a number of questions have
arisen regarding the implementation of this practice. These questions are as follows:

1. Will the practice of using the 300 field for remote electronic resources be
optional or universally applied to all the resources GPO catalogs?

2. How will this practice be applied to resources that are commonly described as
1 v. (various pagings) or 1 v. (unpaged)? Might extent of these volumes be
recorded along the lines of this example?

> 300 $a 256 p. (various pagings) : $b digital, PDF file



3. If the 300 field is used to describe a PDF document, will GPO also continue to
include the URL for a corresponding text version in the 530 and 856 field. Since
the text version could be treated as a version of the PDF document, it would be
helpful to have GPQO'’s practice explicitly addressed.

4. While the practice specifically addresses serials, does it also apply to
integrating resources? Perhaps it would be helpful if the practice referred to
continuing resources, rather than serials.

5. How would the 300 MARC field be formatted for closed serials? It would be
helpful if an example for closed serials would be included in this document,
perhaps such as:

>300 $a electronic text, 3 v. : $b HTML, digital, PDF file.

6. How would the 300 MARC field be formatted for a Word document? Again, it
would be helpful if an example were included in this document.

We look forward to a response to the questions detailed above, and thank you for the
opportunity to provide feedback on this proposed GPO Cataloging Practice.

Sincerely,

Arlene Welible

Chair, Government Documents Round Table
University of North Texas Libraries

PO BOX 305190

Denton, TX 76203-5190

Phone: 940-565-4150

Email: aweible@library.unt.edu



