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The MARC Advisory Committee (MAC) has a very full agenda at Annual including five proposals and six discussion papers of interest to SAC:
Proposal No. 2016-04: Broaden Usage of Field 257 to Include Autonomous Regions in the MARC 21 Bibliographic Format.  The proposal calls for expanding the definition of field 257 (Country of Production) to include autonomous regions.  The field is used principally by the film and video cataloging community.  Earlier conventions allowed catalogers to flexibly express place of production for films with geographic subdivisions in subject headings.  The shift to using LCGFT (Library of Congress Genre/Form Terms) without subdivisions has meant reliance on field 257 for this information, but the restriction to countries has been problematic for describing films produced in Hong Kong, Palestine, and in other places.
Proposal No. 2016-05: Defining New X47 Fields for Named Events in the MARC 21 Authority and Bibliographic Formats.  The proposal calls for establishing a new series of fields, X47, for named events used a subject access points.  In addition to the event name in subfield $a there would be subfields for location ($c), date ($d), and miscellaneous information ($g).  The proposal supports OCLC’s FAST vocabulary which seeks a way to transform LCSH access points for specific events—“Vesuvius (Italy) $x Eruption, 79”, “Ireland $x History $y Famine, 1845-1852” to named event access points—“Eruption of Vesuvius $c (Italy : $d 79)”, “Famine $c (Ireland : $d 1845-1852)”—which can be distinguished from topical headings and which preserve necessary contextual information from the original LCSH access point.
Proposal No. 2016-07: Defining Subfield $3 in Field 382 of the MARC 21 Bibliographic Format.  The proposal calls for defining subfield $3 (Materials specified) in field 382 (Medium of performance).  This would enable music catalogers to show relationships between medium of performance statements and particular musical pieces within a cataloged object.
Proposal No. 2016-12: Designation of a Definition in the MARC 21 Authority Format.  The proposal calls for establishing field 677 to serve as a specified note field expressing a definition of the 1XX term in an authority record.  The German National Library has definitions in the four authority files being merged into the Gemeinsame Normdatei (GND) and proposes a MARC field to which they can be mapped without losing their specific designation as definitions.  The field would also include subfield $v for the source of the definition and subfield $5 for definitions applicable to a specific institution.
Proposal No. 2016-13: Designation of the Type of Entity in the MARC 21 Authority Format.  The proposal calls for establishing field 075 for recording type of entity terms ($a), codes ($b), control number ($0), and source ($2).  The German National Library has a two-level set of type-of-entity designations in its authority files and seeks a place in MARC for these terms and their codes as it merges files into the Gemeinsame Normdatei.
Discussion Paper No. 2016-DP17: Redefining Subfield $4 to Encompass URIs for Relationships in the MARC 21 Authority and Bibliographic Formats.  The paper discusses redefining subfield $4 to accommodate both codes and URIs for relationships so that URIs for both the objects of relationships in subfield $0 and URIs for relationships themselves in subfield $4 can be expressed.  This coding could be used for URIs for approved subject relationships such as:
“depicted,” code dpc,  http://id.loc.gov/vocabulary/relators/dpc.html 
“setting,”  code stg,  http://id.loc.gov/vocabulary/relators/stg.html
Discussion Paper No. 2016-DP18: Redefining Subfield $0 to Remove the Use of Parenthetical Prefix "(uri)" in the MARC 21 Authority, Bibliographic, and Holdings Formats.  The paper discusses removing the requirement that HTTP URIs in subfield $0 be prefixed with the MARC standard identifier source code “(uri)”.  Such URIs are regarded by surveyed practitioners as self-identifying.  In that case, omitting the preceding source code (uri) would simplify processing of the data.
Discussion Paper No. 2016-DP27: General Field Linking with Subfield $8 in the Five MARC 21 Formats.  The paper discusses the need for a general linking device of unspecified type for indicating linking of MARC fields.  Current MARC documentation requires that one of several field link types be specified when subfield $8 is used.  Link type code x indicates general sequencing, but there is no general code for linking.  The use case cited is the linking of 082, 083, and 085 fields for Dewey Decimal Classification Numbers.

Discussion Paper No. 2016-DP28:  Using a Classification Record Control Number as a Link in the MARC 21 Bibliographic Format.  The paper discusses options for recording classification record control numbers in parallel with the classification numbers themselves in field 084, Other Classification Numbers.  Options include broadening the definition of subfield $0 or defining a new subfield for classification record control numbers.
Discussion Paper No. 2016-DP29: Defining New Subfields $i, $3, and $4 in Field 370 of the MARC 21 Bibliographic and Authority Formats.  The paper discusses ways to specify the type of association a place in field 370 has with a work or expression using subfields $i and $4, or to specify a place’s association with part of a work or expression using subfield $3.  The paper was submitted by SAC’s Subcommittee on Genre/Form Implementation.
Discussion Paper No. 2016-DP30: Defining New Subfields $i and $4 in Field 386 of the MARC 21 Bibliographic and Authority Formats.  The paper discusses ways to specify the creator or contributor to whom information in field 386 (Creator/Contributor Characteristics) applies using subfields $i and $4 to specify the person’s role.  This would be needed when the 386 field might apply only to one of two or more individual or group  creators or contributors.  The paper was submitted by SAC’s Subcommittee on Genre/Form Implementation.
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Discussion Paper No. 2016-DP07: Broaden Usage of Field 257 to Include Autonomous Regions in the MARC 21 Bibliographic Format.  The paper received overall support.  The film community’s need is for an expansion of the definition of field 257 (Country of Production) to include autonomous regions noted for film production (Hong Kong, Palestine, Puerto Rico, Taiwan).  Proposal No. 2016-04 discussed above follows from the discussion paper.
Discussion Paper No. 2016-DP09: Coding Named Events in the MARC 21 Authority and Bibliographic Formats.  MAC favored the option of defining a new series of fields for named events and defining subfields for place and date.  Proposal No. 2016-05 discussed above follows from the discussion paper.
Discussion Paper No. 2016-DP13: Designation of a Definition in the MARC 21 Authority Format.  MAC discussed various options for recording definitions in existing fields.  Proposal No. 2016-12 discussed above follows from the discussion paper.

Discussion Paper No. 2016-DP14: Designation of the Type of Entity in the MARC 21 Authority Format.  MAC discussed options for redefining field 072 (Subject Category Code) but favored defining a new field for type of entity terms.  Proposal No. 2016-13 discussed above follows from the discussion paper.
Proposal No. 2016-02: Defining Subfield $r and Subfield $t, and Redefining Subfield $e in Field 382 of the MARC 21 Bibliographic and Authority Formats.  MAC approved the proposal.  The changes to field 382 appear in the April 2016 MARC update.
