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Editor in Header[edit]





Your edit creates a new problem.  There are works that were edited in their original language, then translated into English, such as all of the Imperial poetry collections throughout Japanese history.  In those cases, we definitely want the editor to appear first. --EncycloPetey (talk) 17:02, 31 January 2024 (UTC)[reply]


"No license" tags[edit]





Hi, I see you are adding {{no license}} templates to a number of works. I'd urge you to be a little more cautious with them; in some cases, a license is indeed clearly indicated, just not in the programmatic way that makes administrative review easier. For instance, Wikipedia publishes 500,000 articles in 50 languages states in its header "The text of this press release is placed into the public domain by its authors."

More specifically, when I was learning the ways of Wikisource, for a long time I thought the license information was understood to be kept with the underlying djvu or PDF files on Commons, and didn't worry about adding them here. I now understand that's not sufficient, but...old habits die hard. I'm doing my best to catch your tags on my watchlist and add templates where I can, but I'm not sure I'll keep up. I hope there will be an effort to catch at least the straightforward cases prior to any deletion effort? -Pete (talk) 19:55, 31 January 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	Don't worry about it, I have no intention of trying to delete them :) think of it more as just a label that says "you can improve this work by adding a license tag" —Beleg Tâl (talk) 19:59, 31 January 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	But, it's not just your intentions I'm worried about. I'm not sure if it's the case here, but certainly on other wikis administrators will often purge anything with a "no license" tag with a speedy delete. Also, why should the reader be subjected to the tag, at the top of the page, in a case where there's a clear statement in the header? If the information is indicated, this seems to me confusing and cluttery to the reader, and counterproductive. -Pete (talk) 20:02, 31 January 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Lack of license tag is not a valid rationale for speedy deletion on enWS; to be speedied it must be a "clear and proven copyright violation". And as for subjecting the reader to tags, I think it is good for readers to have clear indications for when a work is not up to our standards, and why. —Beleg Tâl (talk) 20:06, 31 January 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	Another way to go about it might be a slightly gentler tag, something that goes at the bottom of the article and says "the license should be reviewed." If you're not reviewing even for statements in the header notes, that's a step somebody should take prior to making a definitive "no license" assertion. -Pete (talk) 20:06, 31 January 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	That's a good point. The current wording of {{no license}} is a lot harsher than most maintenance tags. Maybe I'll propose a reword on the scriptorium. —Beleg Tâl (talk) 20:09, 31 January 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Sounds good, thanks. -Pete (talk) 20:10, 31 January 2024 (UTC)[reply]








I said this on Scriptorium, but I'll say it again here more directly. Despite my concerns about the process, I very much appreciate your attention and effort to addressing what is apparently a pretty pervasive and important problem. You brought an important bit of policy to my attention that I had never noticed before, and I'll be adjusting my practices going forward. Thank you for that part. Still think there are some process details to discuss, but I want to reassure you that I see value in your overall effort. -Pete (talk) 20:47, 3 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


STOP STOP STOP adding no license tags[edit]





I’m trying to clean them up somewhat systematically, mass-adding pages DOES NOT HELP. PLEASE STOP. (Also, get permission before using a bot?) TE(æ)A,ea. (talk) 15:41, 3 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	Do I need to spam your talk page as much as you spam the template? When did your bot get approved? TE(æ)A,ea. (talk) 16:03, 3 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Don't be ridiculous. It's a maintenance tag. Not everyone can deal with the ridiculously over-complicated PetScan query. Seriously. (Also AWB doesn't require bot approval on enWS) —Beleg Tâl (talk) 16:05, 3 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	I’m not saying that everyone has to use the PetScan query—I know how cumbersome it can be. As people mentioned in the discussion (in which you participated), there is a better way of doing things than just adding the template everywhere. This is especially so where the license is easy to add. You have already added it around 1,500 times (just checking quickly over your recent contributions), which does not help a structured approach to tackling this problem. (Again, this is especially so where the template has a more dire message than the reality of the situation.) TE(æ)A,ea. (talk) 16:08, 3 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]






I have asked for the tags to be added, because it helps me. --EncycloPetey (talk) 22:02, 3 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


Thanks for your {{btsn}} undertaking![edit]





Seems like our projects are aligned again! I'm constantly using (and annoyed with) sidenote templates and I just want to thank you for setting up [[Template:Beleg Tâl's sidenotes]] as a placeholder. I'll definitely be using it going forward (especially in my current Bible projects), and I'm looking forward to seeing how it develops. Feel free to reach out and complain about sidenotes whenever!

—SpikeShroom (talk) 22:52, 25 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


Blenheim column of victory[edit]





Hello.

I would like to ask you about the changes at Text on the Column of Victory in the grounds of Blenheim Palace.

Back in 2006, I visited the location of the column, took close-up photographs of the column with sufficient resolution to allow the text to be transcribed, then myself transcribed the text on the south face of the column, which contains an (entertainingly biased) account of the Battle of Blenheim - a not insignificant amount of work. I also uploaded the photographs - the photographs of the south face as a source for which my transcription could be verified, and if necessary corrected, and the photographs of the other faces of the column in order to enable other people to transcribe the text of those to expand the page. I believe that the north, east and west faces contain the text of a private Act of Parliament that gave the estate to the Duke of Marlborough.

In 2007, somebody else added the text from the east face.

The page remained in substantially the same form until 2018 when you edited it, although it appears that at some point somebody deleted the photos. I see that in 2018 you removed my transcription of the text on the south face. I am guessing that this is because by that time, the photos had been removed, so there appeared to be no source for the text. I see that there is someone's photograph of the east face on Commons and that someone else's photo of the south face (taken in 2015 and under a CC-BY-NC 2.0 licence) exists on Flickr. If downloaded at the highest resolution, the text of the south face is legible (aside from a rather small amount obscured by the railings near the bottom of the photo), so if a copy can be uploaded to Commons (as the licence would appear to permit) then this would resolve the problem of lack of sourcing.

I was going to try to restore the text from the south face based on the page history, but I see that it is now set up to include text from Wikidata, and I have no clue how to do this. I don't want just to restore the page in its previous form if we are supposed to use Wikidata instead these days.

Please can you add the text from the south face. You will that I had formatted some of the it as centred text - this is where it appeared as such on the column itself as you will clearly see in the photo, so it would be good for this formatting to be preserved along with the text.

Thank you. Scil100(2) (talk) 09:07, 7 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	Huh, interesting. It was a long time ago that I worked on that, and it looks like I replaced it with a transcription from a photo that got deleted, as you surmise.
	I see that there are some photos on Commons that could be used as a source, though I am not sure which face is which:
	commons:File:ENG Woodstock Blenheim Park 004.jpg
	commons:File:ENG Woodstock Blenheim Park 005.jpg
	commons:File:ENG Woodstock Blenheim Park 006.jpg
	commons:File:ENG Woodstock Blenheim Park 007.jpg


	I'll see what I can do with this :)
	—Beleg Âlt BT (talk) 16:34, 7 March 2024 (UTC) —Beleg Âlt BT (talk) 16:34, 7 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]


Floruit[edit]





Thank you for fixing the author pages with hardcoded fl. dates I'd made! I'd been a bit hesitant to create Wikidata pages for authors when there wasn't much information about them, but will do so in future, and avoid hardcoded dates. I did have a couple of questions though.

I noticed that you'd added the 1800s as a decade for the floruit date of some authors (I guess to make them appear as fl. 1800s in the header?) but I couldn't work out how to change this to 19th century. As floruit (P1317) says it supports multiple dates, I've added them all to authors whose work spans more than one decade. Not sure if this is the best approach, as the header then adds them all as "fl. 18xx/fl. 18xx/fl.18xx", etc. (e.g. Author:Heinrich Apel); maybe the header template could be changed to remove all subsequent fl.s? edit: I've now switched the floruit values to each decade they published works (e.g. "fl. 1820s/fl. 1830s"); still not sure this is the best approach; perhaps Header could use the work period (start) (P2031) & work period (end) (P2032) values that you've added? What do you think?
--YodinT 15:16, 8 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	The approach I prefer is to use the smallest single valid unit possible in floruit (P1317) (whether that be a year, decade, or century), and then put the actual dates in work period (start) (P2031) and work period (end) (P2032). As for using the latter values in {{author}}, I have made that suggestion but it hasn't been taken up. —Beleg Tâl (talk) 23:07, 8 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]
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