Register Ramblings





Number 10 already…





I note with some surprise that this is the tenth article I have written for the Newsletter about the Register.  At the outset I rather imagined this column would be an occasional contribution to cover issues and events where the Register is concerned.  In practice however, there has always been something to say or comment upon and there has never been so much interest about dials shown by Recorders who send in reports and other information.  I hope Members have found and will continue to find these short articles of interest.





Volume 21 ready - already…!





In the last issue of Register Ramblings I remarked that we had just seen the completion and binding  of Volume 20 of the latest 250 Report forms submitted by Recorders.  Well, we now have Volume 21 ready to be sent off for binding.  Much of this apparently frenetic activity arises from a reduction of the backlog of forms on my desk but behind it all is the steady flow of forms from our recorder stalwarts.





I am also pleased to report that as well as notifications of previously unrecorded dials we are seeing an increasing number of reports about dials which are already recorded.  This is most welcome since it permits the recording of aspects of dials that were not noted first time around and of course it permits the changing condition of a dial to be monitored. 





However this success also means that we have had to change some of our Register practices.  One such is the independent verification process which has been used in the past to check that what is recorded on the database by the Registrar is indeed consistent with the data that was submitted on the forms.  This practice was started when the Register was first being set up and when several volunteers were performing data entry for the Society.  However, because of its value, the practice was continued up until recently. 





As soon as a batch of 250 forms has been entered and before they are bound it has been the practice to make copies and to ask five volunteer Members to share the task of checking the entries in the database with those on the forms and to report any differences and discrepancies.  This is an excellent way to maintain the integrity of the database which after all is the basis of the printed Register available to Members.





However, where we have received more than one report on a dial, the entry in the database has to reflect all of the reports and it may not (and indeed now probably will not) solely reflect the wording of the latest form in all respects.  When faced with this a Verifier is obliged to record the fact as a possible error even though in practice there might have been no error at all.





This problem has increased significantly with the increase in the numbers of second and subsequent sightings and is now at the point where a majority of entries frequently requires an (unnecessary) comment from the Verifier.  Accordingly that form of verification has now been replaced by a random consistency check where the information from all sightings of a dial can be reviewed and checked against the chosen entry.  This is obviously a more lengthy process and cannot be carried out for all 250 forms in a batch.  Despite this there are some benefits to the random approach since it is not necessarily limited just to the current batch of forms. Already the records for a dial wrongly recorded some time ago as having an EoT scale have been identified and corrected.
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