Information Sources and Searching

H6602


Assignment 2:
Due date: Week 12 (7 & 8 October, 2002)
The purpose of Assignment 1 was to bolster your “information sources repertoire“, i.e. to get you to know as many information sources (types of sources and actual titles) as possible. Its focus was on breadth rather than depth.  In Assignment 2, we will focus on depth.  To do this, you will do a 6-8 page
 review on a reference source of your choice.  The purpose here is to examine in depth one or a  set of related sources
.

Here are some suggest steps you might take to do this assignment. Example:  a music teacher.

Step 0:
Choose an area of interest from which you will select a reference source.  My suggestion is to choose an area which is related to your line of work.   For a music teacher, music would be your obvious choice.  If you are a doctor, a banker, or an entomologist, the choice is again clear.  You should also note that some areas have [many] more reference titles than other areas.  For example, music has many very good reference titles ( aromatherapy has far fewer.

Step 1:
 Review a reference source in the area of your choice. The choice of source (s) will be left to you.  You have to ensure that the source (s) is available either at the National Reference Library, at the NTU Library, or at a library to which you have access.  You can only write a review of the source if you have access to the actual item.  For the music teacher, he/she may choose “The New Grove Dictionary of Music and Musicians” (NGDMM), a mammoth work of 29 volumes.  He/she verifies that it is available at the National Reference Library (Call No. q780.3 NEW v. 1 ( q780.3 NEW v. 29)

Step 2:
Note the formats in which this source is available.  In print, CD-ROM, WWW, through DIALOG, or a combination?


NGDMM, for example is available in print and through the WWW.

Step 3:
Read the prefatory material.


What is the scope?  What is the intended audience?  How is the information put together?

Step 4:
Familiarize yourself with the information content of that source.


What information does NGDMM contain?



Biographies of composers (test: Mahler)?  What about that of eminent conductors (test: von Karajan), musicologists (test: Erwin Bodky), performers (test: Yo-Yo Ma), music educators (test: Walter Piston), etc?  What type of biography is it?  What information does the biography contain?  Biographies of personalities from which countries?  Predominantly U.S., U.K., and Europe?  Are other countries covered (test: Heitor Villa-Lobos ( Brazilian composer & pianist)?  Personalities dead, alive (test: Iannis Xenakis), or both?  Are the complete works of the composer provided?



What musical styles (test: jazz, pop), genres (test: choir, ensembles, orchestral, opera, military band, early, ethnic, Broadway), periods (test: classical, romantic, impressionistic, avant garde), and forms (test: sonata, symphony, gavotte, prelude, concerto) are covered?



What about musical instruments (test: piccolo)?  How organized?  As instrument families (piccolo would be in the woodwind family in this case), or as individual instruments?  Mainstream instruments only, or peripheral ones as well (test: recorder, clavichord)?  Existing instruments only or “extinct” ones as well (test: sackbut)?  What about ethnic instruments (test: er hu; serunai)?



Information about orchestras (test: Concertgebouw, Academy of St Martin in the Fields)?  How about other musical institutions?  Choirs (test: Kings College Choir); schools (test: The Juilliard School); societies (test: American Musical Instrument Society)



What are the strengths of this source?  For what type of questions would I use NGDMM?  For what information would you refer to an alternative source?  Would you use NGDMM to find out what pizzicato means, for example?  If no, to which source would you go?



Who are the contributors to this source?  Do they represent the spectrum of the music world?  Do you see conductors, educators, performers, etc., in the list of contributors?  What countries do they come from?



You can use APPARATUS to evaluate the source.  However, note that APPARATUS forms the least common denominator of criteria for the evaluation of sources.  You  will need to test your source with many more questions that arerelevant to the subject or field in question.  APPARATUS alone is insufficient!



Examine the arrangement of the information.  How good is the index?  How fast can you find specific pieces of information?  Specific entries?

Step 5:
Suggest alternatives sources for information contained in the reference work you have selected.  The scenario here is this: I need the information that is contained in this source, but unfortunately, the library/information resource centers I have access to doesn’t have this title.  Where else can I look up this information?

Step 6:
Read some reviews of reference sources.  Well-written reviews can be very useful sources.

Step 7:
Write your review.

If you have no familiarity with the subject matter you have chosen, the sources you are working on will be difficult to assess and you will not be able to write a meaningful review.  Your selection is crucial. Be sure to choose a topic with which you are familiar.

Notes:

1.
Before you start work, clear the source(s) with Dr. Logan or Dr. Ramaiah

2
Include copies of key pages of the source that you are reviewing.  They should not be pages selected at random.  Include them only if you have a reason to include them and you refer to them in your review.  If it is an electronic version, include screen shots and printouts.

3.
You should use the latest edition of the selected work(s).

� Page size: A4; Typeface: Times Roman (12 points); Line spacing: 1½


� As some sources compliment each other and are often used in tandem, it makes more sense to review them as a pair or a set.  You will then be able to see when you use one and when, the other.  One example of this is if you choose to do The Merck Manual of Diagnosis and Therapy, it will make sense if you review this alongside the Physicians’ Desk Reference.





