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	This is the talk page for discussing improvements to the Help:Citation Style 1 and the CS1 templates page.

	


	Put new text under old text. Click here to start a new topic.
	New to Wikipedia? Welcome! Learn to edit; get help.





	Assume good faith
	Be polite and avoid personal attacks
	Be welcoming to newcomers
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		To help centralise discussions and keep related topics together, the talk pages for all Citation Style 1 and Citation Style 2 templates and modules redirect here. A list of those talk pages and their historical archives can be found here.



		This help page does not require a rating on Wikipedia's content assessment scale.
It is of interest to multiple WikiProjects.
	

		Wikipedia Help  Highâ€‘importance
			This page is within the scope of the Wikipedia Help Project, a collaborative effort to improve Wikipedia's help documentation for readers and contributors. If you would like to participate, please visit the project page, where you can join the discussion and see a list of open tasks. To browse help related resources see the Help Menu or Help Directory. Or ask for help on your talk page and a volunteer will visit you there.Wikipedia HelpWikipedia:Help ProjectTemplate:Wikipedia Help ProjectHelp articles	
	High	This page has been rated as High-importance on the project's importance scale.






		Academic Journals  
			This page is within the scope of WikiProject Academic Journals, a collaborative effort to improve the coverage of Academic Journals on Wikipedia. If you would like to participate, please visit the project page, where you can join the discussion and see a list of open tasks.Academic JournalsWikipedia:WikiProject Academic JournalsTemplate:WikiProject Academic JournalsAcademic Journal articles	






		Magazines  
			This page is within the scope of WikiProject Magazines, a collaborative effort to improve the coverage of magazines on Wikipedia. If you would like to participate, please visit the project page, where you can join the discussion and see a list of open tasks.MagazinesWikipedia:WikiProject MagazinesTemplate:WikiProject Magazinesmagazine articles	
	See WikiProject Magazines' writing guide for tips on how to improve this article.
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		Some of the templates discussed here were considered for merging or deletion at Wikipedia:Templates for discussion. Please review the prior discussions if you are considering re-nomination:
	"Withdrawn" proposal to merge Template:Cite press release with Template:Cite news on March 2, 2018, see discussion.

	



		Text has been copied to or from this page; see the list below. The source pages now serve to provide attribution for the content in the destination pages and must not be deleted so long as the copies exist. For attribution and to access older versions of the copied text, please see the history links below. 	Copied pages:
	 
	Copied Template:Cite_book (oldid, history) â†’ incubator:Template:Wp/nod/cite_book (diff)
	Copied Template:Cite_journal (oldid, history) â†’ incubator:Template:Wp/nod/cite_journal (diff)
	Copied Template:Cite_web (oldid, history) â†’ incubator:Template:Wp/nod/cite_web (diff)
	Copied Module:Citation/CS1 (oldid, history) â†’ incubator:Module:Wp/nod/Citation/CS1 (diff)
	Copied Module:Citation/CS1/Configuration (oldid, history) â†’ incubator:Module:Wp/nod/Citation/CS1/Configuration (diff)
	Copied Module:Citation/CS1/Suggestions (oldid, history) â†’ incubator:Module:Wp/nod/Citation/CS1/Suggestions (diff)
	Copied Module:Citation/CS1/Utilities (oldid, history) â†’ incubator:Module:Wp/nod/Citation/CS1/Utilities (diff)
	Copied Module:Citation/CS1/Whitelist (oldid, history) â†’ incubator:Module:Wp/nod/Citation/CS1/Whitelist (diff)
	Copied Module:Citation/CS1/styles.css (oldid, history) â†’ incubator:Module:Wp/nod/Citation/CS1/styles.css (diff) 









Citation templates


... in conception



... and in reality











What does "vice" include?





Regarding: Template:Citation Style documentation/url

Firstly, this is not an issue for me, I just happened to be reading this section and wondered about this. But hopefully a clarification could be helpful for others in the future.

Under url-status, it says the values unfit or usurped are used when the URL/domain links to "vice", but it's not clear what that means. Is there a help page that could be linked there to clarify?

For me, when I hear "vice", I think, say, gambling, drugs, and pornography, but I'm not sure that's what it's referring to. (Funny enough, the reason I was reading this section was regarding a link to a liquor company, which could be considered "vice" under some definitions.)

An obvious case is a URL that used to point to a news article but now points to pornography; obviously we shouldn't keep that link to avoid any unpleasant surprises for people clicking the "original link", but I can imagine more complicated cases.

By the way, in the same section, I believe "reseller" refers to domain resellers specifically. That should maybe be clarified too.

â€” W.andrea (talk) 20:41, 3 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	@W.andrea: I think that in this context "vice" does include gambling and pornography, as those are two common types of content we are redirected to when a web domain is no longer live. GoingBatty (talk) 21:55, 3 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


		I've boldly modified unfit and usurped in the doc; feel free to revert or edit. Actual change to guideline rather than just wording; the distinction between unfit and usurped wasn't clear (and they actually do exactly the same). Quicker to do it and if necessary revert than long discussion. Best wishes, Pol098 (talk) 23:55, 3 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Is vice not clear? It's just a 1 word label instead of having to write out "pornography, gambling, etc.." every time in the document. If the word vice is curious ("what does vice mean?"), then we can make a footnote listing some examples.
	Secondly, the change made by Pol098 is not what we have agreed on. There is a difference between an entire domain being usurped. And individual URLs within a domain being inappropriate, but otherwise not usurped. For example, a news aggregator site might have lots of safe URLs. But one of its stories contains blatant pornography or gambling spam. So we individually suppress URLs from legitimate domains using |unfit=. Or we can suppress an entire domain that has been usurped. In effect both of these do the same thing, but they are operating at different levels and mean something different. In brief: usurpation occurs at the domain level. Unfit at the page level. -- GreenC 01:36, 4 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Is vice not clear? Vice is a culturally informed topic with differing interpretations; one prominent example is the Committee for the Promotion of Virtue and the Prevention of Vice. Another example is that my grandfather considers it a vice to go shopping on Sunday, but I do not. Please consider another word if brevity is the concern here. Orange Suede Sofa (talk) 03:16, 5 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]






	Because this is yet another discussion about this topic, I'm beginning to wonder if we wouldn't be better off defining unfit and usurped as equal aliases.  Editors can then choose the one that seems best to them.   That might remove the apparent need to quibble over the individual meanings of the keywords.  If we do that then, the definition might be rewritten like this:
	unfit or usurped â€“ selects |archive-url=; used when |url= links to vice (gambling, pornography), advertising, a domain reseller or other unsuitable page; links to |url= are suppressed in the rendering. If an entire domain is unsuitable, consider instead usurpation or blacklist.


	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 01:56, 4 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	The question still exists, when is it appropriate to use the word "unfit" vs "usurped". We can provide guidance as noted, the difference is between an entire domain being a problem, versus a page being a problem within an otherwise fine domain. -- GreenC 02:35, 4 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]




			"the difference is between an entire domain being a problem, versus a page being a problem" - great, that makes sense, but the documentation needs to make that clear. Very much a storm in a teacup, the distinction has no effect on the reader, and the editor can see where the page now links. My edit doesn't make this point, but it doesn't make the guideline worse so I won't withdraw it, and hope it will be improved upon. Even the name is vague, unfit-page, usurped-domain is better. Best wishes, Pol098 (talk) 12:04, 4 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	I thought the documentation does make that clear? One says page, the other says domain. -- GreenC 17:41, 4 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]






	Agree with merging them and making one an alias of the other. They don't do anything distinct, and it's silly to argue about a distinction that doesn't matter for any practical purpose. Something that does matter would be to shop generating a warning message when these parameters are used. What good is it if it's interpreted as if an error? If I used that parameter, I did so on purpose, and I don't need a pseudo-warning to try to convince me something is broken every time I edit the page. Just inspires someone else later to think it is broke and mess with it. â€‰â€”â€¯SMcCandlish â˜� Â¢â€ƒðŸ˜¼â€ƒ 03:03, 5 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Do these do the same thing? I can't tell any difference when using them, from the maintenance category, or from the sandbox. Agree that it make sense for them to be aliases. Can we go ahead and present them as aliases in the documentation now? Rjjiii (talk) 16:27, 14 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


Citation access icons are sometimes clipped on MonoBook





Hi, @TechnoSquirrel69 reported this bug on Phabricator, but it seems to be a problem with the templates. Please see https://phabricator.wikimedia.org/T356831 for screenshots.


Steps to replicate the issue (include links if applicable):

	Open this permalink. Any page that uses the access icons could also have this issue. Here's another.


What happens?:


	See that the icons are getting clipped on the top, bottom, or both.


Other information (browser name/version, screenshots, etc.):


	I'm getting this issue on Firefox and Chrome. It seemed to turn up most reliably on Monobook, sometimes on Vector 2010, but neither of them had a 100% reproducibility rate.




Matma Rex talk 12:27, 7 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	The size of the access icons was chosen to fit the font size that readers see with the default skin (at the time, that was Vector â€“ since renamed as Vector legacy 2010).  It appears that the Monobook skin has a smaller default font size (not in MediaWiki:Monobook.css so I don't know where the Monobook default font size is set).  The issue is exacerbated by use of {{reflist}} and {{ref begin}} which render references at 90% of Monobook's already smaller default font size.
	
	
sometimes on Vector 2010  Examples of where you see this?  I use Vector 2010 and have never noticed clipped access icons.
	
	I'm not inclined to do anything about this.  So long as the access icons display correctly for our readers, I see no reason to expend the time and effort for those relative few editors who use Monobook.  Is it even possible for us to know the skin that a reader is using?  I suppose that some Monobook css can include overrides for the access-icon css in Module:Citation/CS1/styles.css.  I notice that Monobook uses PDF icons that are different from those used in Vector 2010 so wherever the Monobook PDF icon is defined might be an appropriate place to override the cs1|2 access-icon css.  Doing that is outside the cs1|2 bailiwick and will no doubt require the services of an interface administrator.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 16:31, 7 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Did you know that TemplateStyles selectors can begin with something like body.skin-monobook? Also, did you know that a contain keyword exists for the CSS background-size property? Either of those could potentially be used to resolve this. Anomieâš” 12:38, 8 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	I did not.  I did not.  Thank you for that; I have little knowledge and experience with css.  I used both in Module:Citation/CS1/sandbox/styles.css.  Here are permalinks to my sandbox using the various skins:
	minerva
	monobook
	timeless
	vector
	vector 2022


	Anyone know how to get rid of the duplicate warnings like this one:
	Warning: Background image '//upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/6/65/Lock-green.svg' was used multiple times, first declared at line 51, col 2.


	There are four such warnings: line 57,  line 79,  line 95, and line 112.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 16:19, 8 February 2024 (UTC) 18:09, 8 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Found a solution.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 18:09, 8 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]








Please add publisher1= and place1= parameters for multiple publishers





For example in this book Following the Equator, there are two different publisher company credited in two different place.

While using this Template:Cite book however, there are only publisher= and place= parameter for one value despite there are two values. Therefore, for now it coded like this: " |publisher=American Publishing Co. and Doubleday & McLure Co. |place=Hartford and New York ",

and displayed like this: " Hartford and New York: American Publishing Co. and Doubleday & McLure Co. ",

where it should have displayed like this: " Hartford: American Publishing Co., and New York: Doubleday & McLure Co. "
 EdhyRa (talk) 12:09, 10 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


Please add hal= parameter





This should be similar to various ID parameters like doi. See Nubian ibex for a citation with this parameter. "hal=hal-00888596" or "hal=00888596" (implementer's choice) should link to https://hal.science/hal-00888596 - UtherSRG (talk) 15:23, 11 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	You can use the {{HAL}} template and the |id= field to achieve this, see my edit[1] to Nubian ibex. -- LCU ActivelyDisinterested Â«@Â» Â°âˆ†tÂ° 16:05, 11 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	There's usually a re-existing template you can use, {{BNF}} for links to BibliothÃ¨que nationale de France for instance. -- LCU ActivelyDisinterested Â«@Â» Â°âˆ†tÂ° 16:06, 11 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Hrm. Ok. But I was hoping, after a doi-like implementation, that I could then poke on User:Citation bot's maintainer AManWithNoPlan to scrape for additional data. Is that possible with "id="? - UtherSRG (talk) 16:15, 11 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Sorry that's something you'd need to ask AManWithNoPlan. -- LCU ActivelyDisinterested Â«@Â» Â°âˆ†tÂ° 17:35, 11 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	{{HAL}} is used in only ten articles right now. That's not enough to add a whole new parameter, with all of the support that entails. Putting the template in |id= is usually what we recommend until usage reaches a higher level (vague mumbling about what constitutes a "higher level"...). â€“ Jonesey95 (talk) 18:24, 11 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Yay for vague mumblings! XD - UtherSRG (talk) 20:37, 11 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]










Does fixing a cs1 error or a cs1 maintenance constitute a cosmetic change or a substantive change?





There is a section WP:COSMETICBOT that explains differences between a cosmetic change or a substantive change. Does fixing a "cs1 error" or a "cs1 maintenance" issue constitute a cosmetic change or a substantive change?

There are pages in the "CS1 errors" and "CS1 maintenance" category: 


	https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:CS1_errors
	https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:CS1_maintenance


There are multiple subcategories of CS1 errors and CS1 maintenance. From the first sight, some of which look like cosmetic, while other look like substantive.

It is explained in the WP:COSMETICBOT that a substantial change is considered the "administration of the encyclopedia", such as the maintenance of hidden categories used to track maintenance backlogs (e.g. changing "citation needed" to "citation needed|date=September 2016").

If there is no general answer on whether "CS1 errors" and "CS1 maintenance" categories are cosmetic or substantive:


	"CS1 maint: PMC format",
	"CS1 errors: access-date without URL",
	"CS1 errors: archive-url"?


Maxim Masiutin (talk) 20:06, 11 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	It is technically a substantive change, since it removes a category, and often an error or maintenance message, from the rendered page. â€“ Jonesey95 (talk) 23:04, 11 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


auto date formatting inquiry





Why doesn't |orig-date= format its output IAW the article's implementation of {{use dmy dates}} or {{use mdy dates}} (like |date= does)?  â€”  Fourthords | =Î›= | 20:08, 11 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	Because the assigned value is not constrained to date-only.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 20:30, 11 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


cite thesis





Question for the citation team: Is there a reason cite thesis doesn't have a page/pages field? I know we're not supposed to cite anything below a Ph.D. thesis (a rule that I may or may not selectively ignore but never mind) but is it wrong to include thesis page numbers for some reason? I am not a professional academic so this might be a known thing with theses or bibliographies. (Shorter: I'm asking out of ignorance/curiosity/good faith.) I usually just tack them between the ref tags after the cite thesis template but I always get the distinct feeling I'm doing something wrong. Thank you in advance for guidance. jengod (talk) 22:20, 14 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	It does. Are you using the VisualEditor? We probably need to fill out the TemplateData. The TemplateData for {{cite book}} and {{citation}} are much more complete. The parameters unique or specific to {{cite thesis}} could be added to one of those and then the unsupported parameters can be removed. Regards, Rjjiii (ii) (talk) 22:43, 14 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Cite thesis page is undocumented parameter
	I am so sorry to be a difficult patient but I have no idea what I use to edit other than "my phone" and I toggle back and forth between desktop and en.m as needed. When I add a page to a cite thesis template and then use the little citations gizmo it tells me "unsupported parameter." See image. "unsupported parameter" seems like it might make the robots mad and I want to be supportive of our robot buddies. But you're saying I can ignore? jengod (talk) 23:13, 14 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	@Jengod: It's all good. That's the VisualEditor (Wikipedia:VisualEditor). You can ignore that message beside "page". "undocumented parameter" is meant literally. It is supported by the template but not documented. If you scroll down to the bottom of any template's documentation page, you will probably see a big table of parameters or a link to a page with a big table of parameters. Those tables are the JSON data that the VisualEditor uses. It's called Wikipedia:TemplateData, and many less-used templates lack it completely. It honestly seems like a pretty weird system. I have just added the parameters from {{Citation}} that cover page, pages, at, no-pp, and chapter. Rjjiii (talk) 00:11, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	@Rjjiii awesome. I've been double-taking at that for a while now. Thanks for the fix. Much appreciated. best, jengod (talk) 00:15, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]








CS1/2 English language parameter documentation and TemplateData





Could we clarify the meaning of the description for |language= in the CS1/2 TemplateData section? The current text states 
The language in which the source is written, if not English; use a two-letter language code or the full language name, which could be interpreted in one of two ways. Either it is a description of the output of the parameter, where if the parameter is |language=en it will not be displayed in the text delivered to the reader of an article, or as one user recently said to me it is an instruction not to use |language=en for citations to English language articles. My understanding of the longstanding consensus is that we include the |language=en to make it easier for non-English language wikis to directly use our citations when translating our articles. 

Additionally, the interpretation that the TemplateData entry is an instruction doesn't seem to match with the template documentation's usage section. The usage section states that 
When the only source language is English, no language is displayed in the citation, however it does not recommend against using |language=en when it is appropriate per the cited source. If the consensus is that we should still include |language=en for English language citations, could we update the text in the TemplateData section to make it less ambiguous? Or if the consensus has changed, and that we shouldn't use |language=en could we update the usage section text to make that more explicit? Sideswipe9th (talk) 00:31, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	English
	IMHO, language=en and en-gb or en-nz or en-pk is harmless and/or is often automatically pulled from whatever bibliographic database you're using and the path of least resistance is to leave it. I personally like it, it adds nice detail to citations, and this is a vast international project and the same way we use regional English language templates (e.g. {{use Sri Lankan English}}), in part as a gesture of inclusivity and respect, I think acknowledging regional variations is appropriate and certainly not wrong. My layperson's understanding is that maxing out metadata is central to excellent information systems management, which is what we do.
	not!English
	If your source is not in English, include the appropriate language code, and where appropriate include regional variation codes where they exist, for example I believe Flemish is nl-be (Dutch, but in Belgium!), Brazilian Portuguese is pt-br, Mexican Spanish is es-mx, etc. The languages are probably very similar, if not identical, especially "in print", but the most descriptive possible tagging is beneficial and again it's a respectful gesture that acknowledges linguistic and cultural diversity.
	jengod (talk) 00:55, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


Untitled items





	{{Cite journal | first=Deborah Dash | last=Moore | title=none | department=Review of Daniel Morris, ''After Weegee: Essays on Contemporary Jewish American Photographers'' (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 2011) | work=American Jewish History | volume=97 | number=1 | date=March 2013 | pages=93â€“94 | doi=10.1353/ajh.2011.0012}}


unfortunately (for my purpose) renders 


	Moore, Deborah Dash (March 2013). "none". Review of Daniel Morris, After Weegee: Essays on Contemporary Jewish American Photographers (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 2011). American Jewish History. 97 (1): 93â€“94. doi:10.1353/ajh.2011.0012.


with an unwanted title of "none". How does one do away with titles?

(Additionally, "Review of Daniel Morris, After Weegee [blah blah]" is hardly a "department". The department might well be "Book reviews" [plural], though I haven't looked. A superior alternative replacement for "department" would be welcome.)

I'm pretty sure that this is a question I asked, and that was expertly answered, a few months ago. Sorry! (I did look for the older Q&A, but couldn't find it.) -- Hoary (talk) 05:29, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	Brackets "untitled" - I wish it supported "[no title]" to be consistent with n.a. for no author, n.d. for no date, and no pag. for "no pagination" but close enough!
	
Moore, Deborah Dash (March 2013). "[untitled]". Review of Daniel Morris, After Weegee: Essays on Contemporary Jewish American Photographers (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 2011). American Jewish History. 97 (1): 93â€“94. doi:10.1353/ajh.2011.0012.
	jengod (talk) 06:16, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	In this case I think you're good to put mostly any "title not original the source" in brackets and slot it into the title slot. The brackets indicate it's created by the cataloger or bibliographer and not what the original author named their artwork.
	
Moore, Deborah Dash (March 2013). "[Review of Daniel Morris, After Weegee: Essays on Contemporary Jewish American Photographers (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 2011)]". Reviews. American Jewish History. 97 (1): 93â€“94. doi:10.1353/ajh.2011.0012. jengod (talk) 06:23, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	jengod, thank you, that's definitely an improvement. But I remember, or misremember, that there's an even neater fix. -- Hoary (talk) 07:27, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	I believe you and I'm over here with my popcorn. I love all these cite templates--they have so many cool secrets and nooks and crannies! jengod (talk) 07:34, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]






	Your citation shows "none" because you used |work=American Jewish History when you should have named the journal as a journal: |journal=American Jewish History:
	{{Cite journal |first=Deborah Dash |last=Moore |title=none |department=Review of Daniel Morris, ''After Weegee: Essays on Contemporary Jewish American Photographers'' (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 2011) |journal=American Jewish History |volume=97 |number=1 |date=March 2013 |pages=93â€“94 |doi=10.1353/ajh.2011.0012}}
	
Moore, Deborah Dash (March 2013). Review of Daniel Morris, After Weegee: Essays on Contemporary Jewish American Photographers (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 2011). American Jewish History. 97 (1): 93â€“94. doi:10.1353/ajh.2011.0012.{{cite journal}}:  CS1 maint: untitled periodical (link)




	Do not misuse cs1|2 parameters (|department= in place of |title= etc).  Consider writing the review title as the title is written on the journal page and specify |type=Review.  Omit the more-or-less unnecessary bibliographic detail for the avoidance of confusion (sometimes such titles contain ISBN identifiers, price, physical dimensions... that are not relevant when citing the review):
	{{Cite journal |first=Deborah Dash |last=Moore |title=''After Weegee: Essays on Contemporary Jewish American Photographers''. By Daniel Morris  |type=Review |journal=American Jewish History |volume=97 |number=1 |date=March 2013 |pages=93â€“94 |doi=10.1353/ajh.2011.0012}}
	
Moore, Deborah Dash (March 2013). "After Weegee: Essays on Contemporary Jewish American Photographers. By Daniel Morris". American Jewish History (Review). 97 (1): 93â€“94. doi:10.1353/ajh.2011.0012.




	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 14:54, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Is there a way to get "type" (or a similar parameter) to render after the contribution title instead of after the journal name? This would be clearer if it said:
	Moore, Deborah Dash (2013). "After Weegee: Essays on Contemporary Jewish American Photographers, by Daniel Morris" (Book review). American Jewish History. 97 (1): 93â€“94. 
doi:10.1353/ajh.2011.0012.


	â€“jacobolusÂ (t) 19:59, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Related: it would be very helpful if "language" could attach to just the contribution name instead of the journal name. For example, many old math journals routinely included a mix of papers in English, French, German, etc., which make it confusing to have a citation like 
Last, First (1850). "Title in German" [English translation]. French Journal Name (in German). 4 (5): 72â€“90. Indeed arguably the "language" and possibly "type" parameter should always attach to the chapter/contribution name, rather than the book/journal name. â€“jacobolusÂ (t) 21:04, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	For book reviews, "Consider writing the review title as the title is written on the journal page" is very bad advice. That leads to titles like "Siobhan  Roberts.King of Infinite Space: Donald Coxeter, the Man Who Saved Geometry. xv + 399 pp., illus., figs., apps., bibl., index. New York: Walker & Company, 2006. $27.95 (cloth)." Nobody sane wants that. â€”David Eppstein (talk) 20:45, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Or in this case, "After Weegee: Essays on Contemporary Jewish American Photographers. By Daniel Morris. Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 2011. xxxvi + 299." But I think the idea would be to cut to just the book title + author, not including publisher, ISBN, price, page count, etc. The purpose of the citation is to identify the source [here the review], not dump a pile of unnecessary noise on the reader. Personally I sometimes shorten long book titles in such citations to just the first part, along the lines of just:
	
Moore, Deborah Dash (2013). "After Weegee, by Daniel Morris". American Jewish History (Book review). 97 (1): 93â€“94. doi:10.1353/ajh.2011.0012.


	But it would be clearer still if "type" was attached to the review title rather than the journal name. â€“jacobolusÂ (t) 20:54, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Pretty obvious that you failed to read all that I wrote.  Let me give it to you again:
	Consider writing the review title as the title is written on the journal page and specify |type=Review.  Omit the more-or-less unnecessary bibliographic detail for the avoidance of confusion (sometimes such titles contain ISBN identifiers, price, physical dimensions... that are not relevant when citing the review)




	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 22:47, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]






	Good morning (where I am); and thank you, all. I'll follow the monk's suggestion. Of course the template's semantics are important but I'm also fairly happy with the appearance. However, I second jacobolus' request/suggestion that the value (here, "review") of the "type" attribute is appended not to the journal title but instead to the title [if it even is a title] of the piece that's being cited. Â¶ Though [opens can of worms] actually I'd prefer output such as
	Deborah Dash Moore (2013). Review of After Weegee, by Daniel Morris. American Jewish History 97 (1): 93â€“94. 
doi:10.1353/ajh.2011.0012.


	(with no quotation marks around what I think is a description rather than a title; and no inversion of the order of the author's name, as it's not within an alphabetically ordered list of surnames). But I imagine that such proposals have already been suggested, discussed, and rejected. -- Hoary (talk) 23:46, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	(If you feel strongly about a particular citation, you can always use plain wiki-markup instead of a template. If you need to link to it from shortened footnotes use {{wikicite}}.) â€“jacobolusÂ (t) 23:49, 15 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	jacobolus, yes, I know. For a long time I didn't use cite templates (other than when working on articles that already used them), because they seemed not to cater for a lot of bibliographic peculiarities that I'd often encounter -- notably books with two or more parallel texts (perhaps one in Dutch and one in French) and thus two or more titles. An enormous amount of work has gone into the templates and I understand the value of using them (for machine-parsability, etc). I use them, but I still have niggles (as is to be expected for any complex system). Anyway, I've gratefully implemented the suggestion above. -- Hoary (talk) 01:44, 16 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]






New initiative: Data Citation Corpus





Wikipedia:Village_pump_(miscellaneous)#Data_Citation_Corpus -- GreenC 15:03, 16 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


The solution is via= but





	
Lybarger, Donald F., ed. (August 1942). "Angier House (1854â€“1866), Kennard House (1866â€“c.â€‰1940); Lincoln Hotel (1940â€”)". Historic Sites of Cleveland: Hotels and Taverns (Report). Columbus: Ohio Historical Records Survey Project. pp.Â 366â€“437 â€“ via Ohio Works Progress Administration Publications, University of Kentucky Libraries Special Collections.Â  This article incorporates text from this source, which is in the public domain.


	{{cite report |title=Historic Sites of Cleveland: Hotels and Taverns |location=Columbus |publisher=Ohio Historical Records Survey Project |editor-last=Lybarger |editor-first=Donald F. |date=August 1942 |pages=366â€“437 |chapter=Angier House (1854â€“1866), Kennard House (1866â€“{{circa|1940}}); Lincoln Hotel (1940â€”) |author-link=Historical Records Survey |url=https://exploreuk.uky.edu/catalog/xt7vt43j1895 |ref={{harvid|Historical Records Survey|1942}} |via=Ohio Works Progress Administration Publications, University of Kentucky Libraries Special Collections}}Â {{PD-inline}}


So. This is a fairly obscure government report. The only place it's online is this university library. As part of wikiloving our friends the librarians and archivists, I like to include as much "repository" credit as I can jam into citations. If it was just an inaccessible box I would use {{cite archive}} but I think it's appropriate to treat this as a book/report/website etc. 

Anyway, I would've loved to steal the institution= and collection= attributes from {{cite archive}} for this ref, except it says that publisher and institution can't be used simultaneously, and collection is not a supported attribute. *So* via= is doing a fine job handling this task, but I would love if there were archive attributes like repository= and/or collection= attribute in the main cite template. 

Another example where I would have used this is on Chicano Liberation Front. I think I emailed three libraries before someone had a copy of this obscure local underground paper; once I found it they were so cool and scanned it and sent it right over. So definitely wanted to give credit. But the citation for the *article* doesn't really accommodate the additional archival detail that sometimes I would like to include.


	
Blake, Michael (1971-08-13). "Barrio Bombers Speak Out: Walking softly in the barrio with a big stick...of dynamite (Communique from Chicano Liberation Front)". Los Angeles Free Press. Vol.Â 8, no.Â 33. pp.Â 1â€“2. ISSNÂ 0024-6573. Issue 369 â€“ via Center for Southwest Research at University of New Mexico - Underground Newspaper Collection, MSS 514 BC, Box 48.


	{{Cite news |last=Blake |first=Michael |date=1971-08-13 |title=Barrio Bombers Speak Out: Walking softly in the barrio with a big stick...of dynamite (Communique from Chicano Liberation Front) |volume=8 |pages=1â€“2 |work=[[Los Angeles Free Press]] |issue=33 |issn=0024-6573 |id=Issue 369 |via=Center for Southwest Research at [[University of New Mexico]] - Underground Newspaper Collection, MSS 514 BC, Box 48}}


To make a long story long, in a perfect world designed around me me me (LOL), the "main" cite template would also allow more "physical location" attributes like are included in cite archive, like so:


	{{Cite news |last=Blake |first=Michael |date=1971-08-13 |title=Barrio Bombers Speak Out: Walking softly in the barrio with a big stick...of dynamite (Communique from Chicano Liberation Front) |volume=8 |pages=1â€“2 |work=[[Los Angeles Free Press]] |issue=33 |issn=0024-6573 |id=Issue 369 |repository=Center for Southwest Research |institution=University of New Mexico
|location=Albuquerque, N.M.
|collection=Underground Newspaper Collection
|series=MSS 514 BC 
|box=48 |collection-url=https://nmarchives.unm.edu/repositories/22/archival_objects/196279 }}


I guess another way to do it would be to have a {{cite book}} and a {{cite archive}} side by side within the ref tags, but that might...break something? 

I'm probably writing this all out as procrastination from the transcription I need to do for this Kennard House draft but I wanted to float this idea and see if anyone else had asked about this before or if there were any recommended workarounds. THANK YOU! jengod (talk) 06:29, 18 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	jengod, See {{Cite archive}}. Param |via= is definitely not the place for it. Mathglot (talk) 06:52, 18 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	@mathglot so could I do {{cite book}} and {{cite archive}} side by side in one ref? jengod (talk) 16:35, 18 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	OK I tried it, linked by the word "at". So far so good. Thank you!! jengod (talk) 19:53, 18 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]






tcommon assignment cleanup





In this discussion (permalink) an editor asked: 
Is there a way to get "type" (or a similar parameter) to render after the contribution title instead of after the journal name?

That question got me wondering about cleaning up the mess that is tcommon assignment.  tcommon is an internal variable in Module:Citation/CS1 that is used when assembling a cs1|2 citation rendering.  For example, the tcommon assignment for the standard {{cite book}} template looks like this:


	tcommon = safe_join( {Title, TitleNote, Conference, Periodical, Format, TitleType, Series, Language, Volume, Others, Edition, Publisher, Agency}, sepc );


where Title, TitleNote, Conference, etc are metaparameters associated with |title=, |department= (or |title-note=), |conference= etc. â€“ this is how cs1|2 deals with aliases.

In the above assignment, Conference, Periodical, and probably Agency do not apply to book citations so there is no real reason for those metaparameters to be in the tcommon assignment.

Since I am thinking about these assignments, now would be a good time to revisit parameter positioning in the citation renderings.  I guess my gut feel is that |type= should not be moved closer to |title= in journal citations but I suppose that I might be convinced otherwise.  Are there other parameters that ought to be repositioned?

Current live-module renderings can be seen in my sandbox (permalink).

â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 18:41, 18 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	In {{cite map}}, a map that is a stand-alone document has its title rendered in italics, using |title= to hold that title. That title is then followed by the "(Map)" type. If the map is contained within another work, such as citing a map within an atlas, the title of the map is held in |map=, rendered in quotation marks and has the type following it. To wit:
	
Bureau of Public Roads; American Association of State Highway Officials (November 11, 1926). United States System of Highways Adopted for Uniform Marking by the American Association of State Highway Officials (Map). 1:7,000,000. Washington, DC: United States Geological Survey. OCLCÂ 32889555.
	
Rand McNally (2023). "Michigan"  (Map). The Road Atlas 2024: United States, Canada Mexico (100th Anniversary Special Collector'sÂ ed.). c. 1:1,267,200. Chicago: Rand McNally. pp.Â 50â€“51. Â§Â Q9. ISBNÂ 978-0-528-02718-5.


	Having that type indication shift positions like that makes sense to me. The atlas isn't the map, the map within it is the map. In another context, take a look at:
	
"Road Shift with State Well-Planned". The Mining Journal (Editorial). Marquette, Michigan. April 27, 2005. p.Â A6. ISSNÂ 0898-4964.


	The implication there is that the newspaper itself is the editorial, as the type in parentheses is qualifying or describing the paper instead of describing the cited content within. If instead it renders as:
	"Road Shift with State Well-Planned" (Editorial). The Mining Journal. Marquette, Michigan. April 27, 2005. p. A6. ISSN 0898-4964


	then we'd be clearing stating that the article cited is an editorial. The same could be said for any number of common descriptors of journal articles. ImzadiÂ 1979Â â†’  06:36, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Hello! As part of this discussion, can we move source generation to a separate page and break it down into types/variants? To make it easier to edit the sources display in other wiki projects? Iniquity (talk) 12:24, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	I don't understand what it is that you are asking.  cs1|2 doesn't do 
source generation whatever that is.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 14:03, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	I'm mostly talking about the code that starts at line 3951. We talked to you a few months ago that it would be cool to be able to customize the display of sources to local standarts. You advised to use local templates, but it seems to me that this does not make sense since this module provides too many useful functions. Iniquity (talk) 15:04, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Help talk:Citation Style 1/Archive 91 Â§Â Another render of the source template?  That is outside of the scope of this discussion but briefly, the code beginning at line 3951 is only part of the final rendering.  If I understand what it is that you are asking, we must scour the code for anything that does any part of the rendering and somehow move those pieces to a new submodule without breaking the current renderings.  If you want to discuss that, start a new discussion.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 15:31, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Ok, thanks!Â :) Iniquity (talk) 20:47, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]








	I have removed Conference, Periodical, and Agency metaparameters from the book and journal tcommon assignments.  I have also removed Format from all tcommon assignments because by the time execution reaches that point, Format (if it had been set) has been unset to empty string so inserting an empty string in the tcommon assignment is pointless.
	
	I wonder about how {{cite journal}} handles |others=.  When the author and editor name-lists are empty, |others= is the first element of the rendered citation; when either or both author and editor name-list present, they immediately precede |others=:
	{{cite journal |author=Author-name-list |editor=Editor-name-list |others=Other-name-list |title=Title |journal=Journal}}
	
Author-name-list. Editor-name-list (ed.). Other-name-list. "Title". Journal. {{cite journal}}: |author= has generic name (help)


	{{cite journal |others=Other-name-list |title=Title |journal=Journal}}
	
Other-name-list. "Title". Journal.{{cite journal}}:  CS1 maint: others (link)




	Compare to {{cite magazine}}:
	{{cite magazine |author=Author-name-list |editor=Editor-name-list |others=Other-name-list |title=Title |magazine=Magazine}}
	
Author-name-list. Editor-name-list (ed.). "Title". Magazine. Other-name-list. {{cite magazine}}: |author= has generic name (help)


	{{cite magazine |others=Other-name-list |title=Title |magazine=Magazine}}
	
"Title". Magazine. Other-name-list.{{cite magazine}}:  CS1 maint: others (link)




	For consistency it seems to me that {{cite journal}} should render |others= in the same way as all other cs1 templates (same as {{cite magazine}}).
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 19:54, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


archive-date mismatch error





In footnote #3: https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Asin_Road&oldid=1175617230 

There is a date mismatch between the archive URL and archive-date - the error was not being displayed or reported in the tracking category. I fixed the timestamp Special:Diff/1207477051/1208956488 and then it was reported: https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Asin_Road&oldid=1208956488

This variation of timestamp for archive.today was in about 4,000 articles, and there were date mistmatch errors in about 100 of them not showing up in the tracking category. It should be cleaned up for now on enwiki, but likely exists in higher volume on other wikis. This variation is copy-pasted by users because archive.today uses it when clicking the "share" button. -- GreenC 19:45, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	Fixed in sandbox:



Cite news comparison
	Wikitext
	{{cite news|access-date=December 17, 2018|archive-date=May 23, 2023|archive-url=https://archive.today/2018.12.16-230102/https://www.manilatimes.net/dpwh-opens-new-road-to-baguio-2/483841/|first=William|last=Depasupil|publisher=Manila Times Publishing Corp.|title=DPWH opens new road to Baguio|url-status=dead|url=https://www.manilatimes.net/dpwh-opens-new-road-to-baguio-2/483841|work=[[The Manila Times]]}}

	Live
	
Depasupil, William. "DPWH opens new road to Baguio". The Manila Times. Manila Times Publishing Corp. Archived from the original on May 23, 2023. Retrieved December 17, 2018.

	Sandbox
	Depasupil, William. "DPWH opens new road to Baguio". The Manila Times. Manila Times Publishing Corp. Archived from the original on May 23, 2023. Retrieved December 17, 2018. {{cite news}}: |archive-date= / |archive-url= timestamp mismatch; December 16, 2018 suggested (help)




	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 20:30, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


Refactoring the code for the final rendering





Hello everyone! While translating the module into Russian, I encountered one issue - some participants do not want to use the CMS or APA style, but prefer styles that correspond to their own language. For Russian, this is GOST.

I attempted to fix the render [2], but it was very challenging because the entire rendering is scattered throughout the code and sometimes is completely illogical and opaque.

I believe that since individual languages and language projects have different standards for source representation (different component order, formatting, different sets of data), it would be very helpful to simplify editing this representation in a common module. Having the ability to remove italics and bold, as well as rearrange components, would be beneficial.

In ruwiki, there are specific templates that I want to transfer to this module, but it's necessary for them to be able to change the render when a certain parameter is entered. For example: citation_style = gost.


	Source	{{cite journal |last1=Aries |first1=Myriam B. C. |last2=Newsham |first2=Guy R. |date=2008 |title=Effect of daylight saving time on lighting energy use: a literature review |url=http://archive.nrc-cnrc.gc.ca/obj/irc/doc/pubs/nrcc49212/nrcc49212.pdf |journal=Energy Policy |volume=36 |issue=6 |pages=1858â€“1866 |doi=10.1016/j.enpol.2007.05.021}}

	APA/CMS	Aries, Myriam B. C.; Newsham, Guy R. (2008).Â "Effect of daylight saving time on lighting energy use: a literature review"Â (PDF).Â Energy Policy.Â 36Â (6): 1858â€”1866.Â doi:10.1016/j.enpol.2007.05.021.

	GOST	Aries Myriam B. C., Newsham Guy R. Effect of daylight saving time on lighting energy use: a literature review [PDF]. // Energy Policy. â€” 2008. â€” Vol. 36. â€” Is. 6. â€” P. 1858â€“1866. â€” doi:10.1016/j.enpol.2007.05.021.

	DIN	Aries, Myriam B. C.; Newsham, Guy R.: "Effect of daylight saving time on lighting energy use: a literature review", Energy Policy, 2008, Vol. 36, Iss. 6, pp. 1858â€“1866. DOI: 10.1016/j.enpol.2007.05.021.


 Iniquity (talk) 20:59, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]

Typo in headline





What do I do if the headline for a source appears to contradict the information in that source?â€” VchimpanzeeÂ â€¢  talkÂ â€¢ contributionsÂ â€¢  20:59, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	Vchimpanzee, can you give a specific example? Cullen328 (talk) 21:07, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	I could ask CBS to correct it, but after a year ...




		Text used as a source: "'Super Bowl Greatest Commercials: Battle of The Decades' will allow fans to vote on their favorite ads of the last 40+ years."




		
James, Derek (February 7, 2023). "'Super Bowl Greatest Commercials: Battle of The Decades' to reflect on best ads of the last 4+ years". CBS News. Retrieved February 19, 2024.â€” VchimpanzeeÂ â€¢  talkÂ â€¢ contributionsÂ â€¢  21:10, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Per MOS:TYPOFIX 
However, insignificant spelling and typographic errors should simply be silently corrected (for example, correct basicly to basically).. That said, 
4+ is not obviously a typo for 
40+ without seeing the line 
Super Bowl Greatest Commercials: Battle of The Decades" will allow fans to vote on their favorite ads of the last 40+ years. from the article itself, so it might be worth adding a comment clarifying what the text actually says in the citation. Umimmak (talk) 22:20, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	It's still a draft and I haven't found enough for a comprehensive article, but it might become part of a larger article.â€” VchimpanzeeÂ â€¢  talkÂ â€¢ contributionsÂ â€¢  22:41, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	I didn't use the template, though this is what I was advised to do in a similar situation. That was recommended by someone here. I also contacted WCCO-TV (not sure whether they or CBS News is the "work") to see if they will correct it.â€” VchimpanzeeÂ â€¢  talkÂ â€¢ contributionsÂ â€¢  23:29, 19 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	When I click through to that CBS article, it says "40+ years", which appears to match the article content. If, hypothetically, the headline had said "4+ years", as it does at archive.org, and I were confident that "40+ years" was intended, I would probably write "[40+] years" in my citation, maybe with a note after the cite template explaining the notation. â€“ Jonesey95 (talk) 00:49, 20 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Apparently after I reported the problem it was corrected.â€” VchimpanzeeÂ â€¢  talkÂ â€¢ contributionsÂ â€¢  18:16, 20 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]














Web citation (RefToolbar) - asking for Additional fill-in





Asking for change to Web citation (RefToolbar) popup box.

At the URL box, when the magnify glass is clicked, and it fills in additional (such as Title and Website name), can it also fill the Access date? This will be a time-saver as one-less thing to click on.

Asking here, but wondering if I should request at VPT instead? Regards, JoeNMLC (talk) 15:26, 20 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	This is not the correct venue for that request.  Try WT:RefToolbar.  Don't expect much of a response.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 15:35, 20 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Thanks. You're right-last talk there was in October 2023. Cheers, JoeNMLC (talk) 15:41, 20 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]




Questions about Category:CS1 maint: unflagged free DOI





The documentation at Category:CS1 maint: unflagged free DOI states that this issue can be resolved by adding |doi-access=free, but "Exception are pages with {{Academic peer reviewed}} or {{Cite Q}} on them, where the update needs to be done in Wikidata."


	What specifically is the update that needs to be done in Wikidata?
	Is it OK to simply add |doi-access=free to {{Cite Q}} templates?  (e.g. this edit and this edit)


Thanks! GoingBatty (talk) 05:08, 23 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


		no idea. See this discussion.
	yes, but ideally we would do something in Wikidata instead


	 Headbomb {t Â· c Â· p Â· b} 05:16, 24 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


Cite book problem where "work" is not allowed





I'm not sure what was intended. I went to the archived source and it seems to be part of a book. Pearl Milling Company#cite note-BIA-1â€” VchimpanzeeÂ â€¢  talkÂ â€¢ contributionsÂ â€¢  22:55, 23 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	Looks like a junk citation to me:
	{{cite book|last=Kern-Foxworth|first=Marilyn|title=Aunt Jemima, Uncle Ben and Rastus: Blacks in advertising, Yesterday, Today and Tomorrow|publisher=Connecticut and London: Greenwood Press|year=1994|url=http://testaae.greenwood.com/doc_print.aspx?fileID=GR5184&chapterID=GR5184-561&path=books/greenwood|archive-url=https://web.archive.org/web/20140424192836/http://testaae.greenwood.com/doc_print.aspx?fileID=GR5184&chapterID=GR5184-561&path=books%2Fgreenwood|archive-date=April 24, 2014|work=Public Relations Review|volume=16 (Fall):59}}
	template uses {{cite book}} but seems to be citing something (a review?) in Public Relations Review
	template links to what appears to be the book publisher: Greenwood Press
	at the bottom of the archive snapshot of the chapter(?) the publisher provides MLA and CMOS citations; neither mention Public Relations Review though the author does have an article in that journal that is used as a source for the 'cited' article/chapter/whatever.  Note that the referenced article is is from the same journal issue as is mentioned in the junk citation:
	
â€”â€” (Autumn 1990). "Plantation kitchen to American icon: Aunt Jemima". Public Relations Review. 16 (3): 55â€“67. doi:10.1016/S0363-8111(05)80069-4.






	Have you discussed this with the editor who created the junk citation? (perhaps this edit at Aunt Jemima?)  What is it that they are really trying to cite?  A chapter in a book?  A book review? A journal article?
	
	Regardless, the citation is junk so the error message is correct and not the fault of {{cite book}}.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 00:07, 24 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	They've combined two refs that are for different works. One is for a book called "Aunt Jemima, Uncle Ben, and Rastus: Blacks in Advertising, Yesterday, Today, and Tomorrow" and the other is an article titled "Plantation kitchen to American icon: Aunt Jemima". The article ref was being used to support a quote that is no longer used in either article, so the |work= and |volume= details can just be removed. -- LCU ActivelyDisinterested Â«@Â» Â°âˆ†tÂ° 00:55, 24 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	I forgot I had even asked this question. So what should be done with the ref?â€” VchimpanzeeÂ â€¢  talkÂ â€¢ contributionsÂ â€¢  16:19, 29 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Figure out which of the two sources best supports the en.wiki article text and then adjust the the template accordingly.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 16:35, 29 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	So far the source that was linked to seems to support the content but there are six places it is used. "Aunt Jemima, Uncle Ben, and Rastus: Blacks in Advertising, Yesterday, Today, and Tomorrow" by Marilyn Kern-Foxworth but I can't tell what the publisher or work might be.â€” VchimpanzeeÂ â€¢  talkÂ â€¢ contributionsÂ â€¢  17:36, 29 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	I can't find "rice flour and corn sugar" in the source.â€” VchimpanzeeÂ â€¢  talkÂ â€¢ contributionsÂ â€¢  17:40, 29 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]










Exclude errors in citations at AfD





I'm going through Category:CS1 errors: generic title and a decent chunk of them are in old, closed AfDs, e.g. Wikipedia:Articles for deletion/Indiavision news. I can't think of any case where I'd want to actually edit these. Is there a way to exclude them from display in the tracking category? It isn't actually a big deal, there's a grand total of 11 out of almost 3,000 pages, but as someone with vague aspirations to clear the category it itches. Rusalkii (talk) 22:22, 24 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	Add |no-tracking=yes to the offending template(s).  Error messaging will remain but the page will not included in tracking categories.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 22:48, 24 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	To the individual AfD pages, or the AfD template as a whole? If the former, I don't see where I would add it. Rusalkii (talk) 23:16, 24 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	
to the offending template(s). So, in your example case, change:
	{{cite web|url=http://wayback.archive.org/web/*/indiavision.com|title=wayback machine}}


	to:
	{{cite web|url=http://wayback.archive.org/web/*/indiavision.com|title=wayback machine |no-tracking=yes}}


	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 23:24, 24 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	That would have been the obvious interpretation, wouldn't it. Thank you! Rusalkii (talk) 23:31, 24 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]








Module access





Is there a reason why Module:Citation/CS1 does not accept access from modules that pass "frame.args" and insists on requiring "frame:getParent().args"Â ? Are you open to allowing others to add such an featureÂ ? SnÃ¦var (talk) 14:26, 25 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	In cs1|2, each template {{#invoke}}s Module:Citation/CS1 with at least one parameter needed by the module to identify the calling template: {{cite book}}, {{cite journal}}, {{cite news}}, {{cite web}}, {{citation}}, etc.  For example, {{cite book}} has this:
	{{#invoke:citation/CS1|citation
|CitationClass=book
}}





	|CitationClass= is passed to the module in the frame object.  To get the parameters from this {{cite book}}:
	{{cite book |title=Title |date=2024 |publisher=Publisher}}


	the module must consult the parent frame object.
	
	This was how the module has worked more-or-less from its inception.  The primary and overriding purpose of the module is to support the cs1|2 templates.  To the best of my knowledge, no one has proposed expanding that purpose to other modules.  Why do you want to do it?
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 15:28, 25 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	It is quite common for modules to have access for other modules, both here on the English Wikipedia and on other sites like Wikimedia Commons. Citation/CS1 is going against the wind on this one. One module, or a set of them in this case, does not set the norms, the majority of the modules do. As for usecases, they are allready here, there are a lot of modules and templates due to this module access not being in place. These modules and templates are: Module:Cite arXiv, Module:Cite bioRxiv, Module:Cite book, Module:Cite conference, Module:Cite document, Module:Cite encyclopedia, Module:Cite episode, Module:Cite interview, Module:Cite journal, Module:Cite magazine, Module:Cite mailing list, Module:Cite map, Module:Cite medRxiv, Module:Cite news, Module:Cite newsgroup, Module:Cite podcast, Module:Cite press release, Module:Cite report, Module:Cite serial, Module:Cite sign, Module:Cite speech, Module:Cite tech report, Module:Cite thesis and Module:Cite web. As for the templates it is a bunch of substitution templates with similar names, although I do know the reason for their existance is a bit different and unlike the modules might be justified. I am not trying to offend anyone by saying this, but this list of modules feels like an garbage dump. The only difference between these modules is the CitationClass and what title they return.
	@User:Pppery: I think you are going to like this. Is it not worth getting rid of 24 nearly identical modules, by merging them into one? SnÃ¦var (talk) 05:10, 1 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]




Two-part news article





Hello! I'm trying to optimize and thought I would consult w you guys. I do a lot of citations from newspaper archives. In some case the article starts on one page and then is "continued on page 35" or whatever. I like to include links to both clipping URLs in one reference because they're one entity in my mind. I usually end up with something like this:

<ref name="Kathman-1990">{{Cite news |last=Kathman |first=Janice |date=1990-04-26 |title=Popularity of Bottled Water Can Be Traced Back to Alhambra Valley Springs [part 1 of 2] |url=https://www.newspapers.com/article/martinez-news-gazette-popularity-of-bott/142039526/ |work=Martinez News-Gazette |location=Martinez, California |page=1 |volume=132 |issue=82}} & {{Cite news |title=Alhambra Water [part 2 of 2] |url=https://www.newspapers.com/article/martinez-news-gazette-alhambra-water/142039410/ |page=2}}</ref>

Is there any more refined way to do this, other than continuing to put [part X of Y] in brackets manually? 

Thanks in advance for any guidance you can offer. best, jengod (talk) 04:00, 26 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	@Jengod: what I usually do, using your example, is something like:
	<ref name="Kathman-1990">{{Cite news |last=Kathman |first=Janice |date=1990-04-26 |title=Popularity of Bottled Water Can Be Traced Back to Alhambra Valley Springs |url=https://www.newspapers.com/article/martinez-news-gazette-popularity-of-bott/142039526/ |work=Martinez News-Gazette |location=Martinez, California |pages=1, [https://www.newspapers.com/article/martinez-news-gazette-alhambra-water/142039410/ 2] |volume=132 |issue=82}}</ref>


	One citation for what is really one source, and yet both pages' clippings are linked. ImzadiÂ 1979Â â†’  05:30, 26 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	@Imzadi1979 ooh I like that--very clean! TY!! jengod (talk) 05:34, 26 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]




Inconsistent handling of ref=sfnref on desktop v mobile





If a citation uses a quoted name in sfnref (e.g.,  |ref={{sfnref|"Technical Report"|2021}}, it works fine and looks fine in desktop view. But viewed on mobile, it generates a harv error: the citations see no target source and the source sees no incoming citations. For a real world example, see https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=East_West_Rail&oldid=1210714109 . Removing the quotes fixes the problem. (In case it matters, "mobile" means Android+Chrome, "desktop" means ChromeBook+Chrome.) 

Presumably this needs reporting somewhere, but where? ð�•�ð�•„ð�”½ (talk) 11:00, 28 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	That's bizarre. For convenience, here's a link that shows the offending behaviour via "Mobile view" on a desktop. I notice however, that the click-function 'References -> Sources' works as expected. -- Michael Bednarek (talk) 13:03, 28 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	I don't see any error on desktop or mobile, but I'm only using the basic error messages rather than using a acript. This could be an issue with script your using, I suggest reporting the error at User talk:Trappist the monk/HarvErrors. -- LCU ActivelyDisinterested Â«@Â» Â°âˆ†tÂ° 14:40, 28 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	(edit conflict)
	Unlikely that this a cs1|2 or Module:Footnotes issue because neither distinguish mobile view from desktop view.  I suspect that this is the same problem described at phab:T348928 where MediaWiki is incorrectly url-encoding the short-form link when it should be anchor-encoding the link:
	{{urlencode:CITEREF"Technical Report"2021}} â†’ CITEREF%22Technical+Report%222021
	{{anchorencode:CITEREF"Technical Report"2021}} â†’ CITEREF"Technical_Report"2021


	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 14:45, 28 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


PMID limit increase





Please see the page 2024 in arthropod paleontology - the PMID limit should be increase, as it gives false positives on PMID values that are over 38400000, such as 38401545. Maxim Masiutin (talk) 23:54, 29 February 2024 (UTC)[reply]


Edition ordinals





This is a repeat of a proposal that has been made twice before:


	Help talk:Citation Style 1/Archive 11 Â§Â Suggestion for edition= parameter to treat raw numbers
	Help talk:Citation Style 1/Archive 64 Â§Â Proposal to enhance edition= parameter to support special numerical symbols


I quote Matthiaspaul:



This would help to further decouple semantics (which edition?) from presentation (f.e. "3rd ed."). It would not only make it easier to add common edition information, but also improve readability, maintainability and translatability, and it would allow to centrally change the rendering in the future, would this become necessary ("3rd ed.", "third ed.", "third edition" etc.), depending on the  output device (f.e., display the abbreviated form "3rd ed." on the small display of a mobile device, but "third edition" on a desktop or printout), or target language (e.g. "third edition", "dritte Ausgabe", etc.).


Jc3s5h suggests that sometimes, particularly for software, there is a "3 edition" which is distinct from a "3rd edition". As a native English speaker I don't perceive a difference between "3rd edition" or "edition 3". They are essentially interchangeable. "3 edition" is just wrong. If the edition name is "3", then it should be displayed as "3rd ed.".

Trappist the monk raised concerns about "other languages where the cs1|2 module suite is used". While I want to respect the challenge of maintainability of the CS1 suite across Wikipedia sites in various languages, and am wholly unaware of the systems in place for this, I don't think this needs to hold us back here. Changing this could be as simple as adding the following to Template:Cite book when it invokes the module, without even modifying the module to be English-specific.


{{Ifnumber|{{{edition|}}}|{{Ordinal|{{{edition}}}}}|{{{edition|}}}}}



I find Matthiaspaul's description of the benefits to be compelling, and don't understand the downsides to this feature. Daask (talk) 21:33, 1 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	I don't know the context of the line of code provided by Daask, or what programming language it is in. But if "Ifnumber" does what I think it does it would be unacceptable. Here is an example of a citation that would be a problem:
	




Cite book comparison
	Wikitext
	{{cite book|date=2010|edition=2011|isbn=978 1 11 154223 8|location=Quincy, MA|publisher=National Fire Protection Association|title=NFPA 70: National Electrical code}}

	Live
	
NFPA 70: National Electrical code (2011Â ed.). Quincy, MA: National Fire Protection Association. 2010. ISBNÂ 978 1 11 154223 8.



	Jc3s5h (talk) 22:12, 1 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	The proposed (pseudo?)code does not reflect the discussion. As far as I can tell from reading the linked discussion, that citation would not be affected, since the edition number is greater than 99. â€“ Jonesey95 (talk) 20:49, 2 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]




Problem with Template:Haber kaynaÄŸÄ±





Was helping a user with Draft:HalkalÄ±-BahÃ§eÅŸehir Rail System and noticed that the bot didn't exactly subst the template properly. Is this an issue with the wrapper or with the original placement of the template? Primefac (talk) 13:53, 2 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]


Oneida is missing from the recognized languages
Oneida has the ISO 639-3 code one.[1] Can this be added so Oneida sources no longer show up under Category:CS1_maint:unrecognized language? 

References


	^ https://iso639-3.sil.org/code/one






Snowman304|talk 05:22, 7 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]

	Not recognized by MediaWiki:
	one â†� {{#language:one|en}}


	so you'll have to spell it out: |language=Oneida.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 13:04, 7 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Hi Trappist, thanks for the quick response. I'm looking at Morris Swadesh, and I can't figure out what the unrecognized language would be except for Oneida, which is spelled out. Snowman304|talk 19:22, 7 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	That's the one (pun not really intended).  cs1|2 emits the maintenance message because Oneida is not a language name recognized by MediaWiki.  The whole list of MediaWiki-recognized languages and their tags is at Template:Citation Style documentation/language/doc.
	
	See Help:CS1 errors Â§Â Controlling error message display to show the cs1|2 maintenance messages.
	â€”Trappist the monk (talk) 20:18, 7 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]






OCLC limit hit





See for example 
OCLCÂ 10146270069, which exceeds the current limit of 10100000000.  Headbomb {t Â· c Â· p Â· b} 01:54, 11 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]

Same for PMC limits, which now exceed 10900000.  Headbomb {t Â· c Â· p Â· b} 02:00, 11 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]


Nonsensical error when title=none is set





The following gives a "CS1 maint: untitled periodical" maintenance message, but clearly the periodical is named here.


	
Torrence, Eve (October 2019). Journal of Mathematics and the Arts. 14 (3): 283â€“284. doi:10.1080/17513472.2019.1666459. S2CIDÂ 209985329.{{cite journal}}:  CS1 maint: untitled periodical (link)


 Headbomb {t Â· c Â· p Â· b} 02:12, 11 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]


	The warning message is unfortunately worded. What it should say is "article title missing in periodical" or something similar. -- Michael Bednarek (talk) 02:26, 11 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]
	Which would also be an error, because the title is willingly bypassed.  Headbomb {t Â· c Â· p Â· b} 04:41, 11 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]




S2CID still needs an update





Looks like someone last mentioned this a few months ago. The S2CID limit is still too low. For example, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pry_(novel) has a working article with an ID of 268071715. Can we maybe bump it up to 269000000 (or 270000000, if we're feeling cheeky)? Snowman304|talk 07:27, 11 March 2024 (UTC)[reply]
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