
ALCTS CCS Subject Analysis Committee

ALA Annual Conference 2010, Washington, DC

DRAFT
Sunday, June 27, 8:00–12:00 – Hyatt, Regency A
Members present June 27: Jeffrey Beall, Christopher J. Cronin, Stephen S. Hearn, Daniel N. Joudrey (Chair), Jimmie H. Lundgren, Scott A. Opasik, Molly D. Poremski, Deborah A. Ryszka, Philip Young

Liaisons present June 27: Julianne Beall, Sherman Clarke, Yael Mandelstam, David Miller, Joseph Miller, Joan Mitchell, Deborah Rose-Lefman, Hermine Vermeij, Janis Young

Members absent June 27: Mary Catherine Little

1.1
Welcome and introduction of members and guests

1.2
Adoption of agenda

[SAC10-ANN/1]
Daniel Joudrey announced changes to the agenda. Adoption of the revised agenda was moved by Scott Opasik, seconded by Deborah Ryszka, and approved unanimously.
1.3 Adoption of 2010 Midwinter minutes

[SAC10-ANN/2]
The minutes were distributed before the Annual Conference on the SAC page of ALA Connect. Adoption of the minutes was moved by Scott Opasik, seconded by Deborah Ryszka, and approved unanimously.

1.4 Old Business

Joudrey asked if there were any further thoughts on forming a SAC Faceting Task Force, as discussed at the Midwinter 2010 meeting. He asked Stephen Hearn to repeat the original proposal he had made on the SAC email list. Hearn outlined his concerns that use of the term is proliferating and becoming less precise. The task force could explore questions about faceting and come up with a document defining faceting more clearly. Members agreed that the task force should be formed. Scott Opasik volunteered to lead the Faceting Task Force. Stephen Hearn, Molly Poremski, and Ed O'Neill volunteered to participate. Joudrey will put out a call for more members on the SAC email list. Sherman Clarke asked if the Library of Congress would participate. Janis Young said she would check with her supervisors but is in favor of the idea. Joudrey will draft the task force's charge after Annual.

1.5
Report of the liaison from the Policy and Standards Division of the Library of Congress (Janis Young)

[SAC10-ANN/4]
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

Janis Young added that the Library of Congress Subject Suggester function is now available on the LC Authorities and Vocabularies website (id.loc.gov). Anyone, including the general public, can use the Suggester to submit proposals for new LCSH subject headings or revisions to existing headings. This is LC's first foray into using social media with authority and bibliographic records. They have already received the first request, which was to revise the heading reference structure for a group of African people.

David Miller asked whether the Library of Congress Subject Suggester will involve a different workflow for PSD than SACO proposals. Young said that it will. They don't know yet how many requests they will receive from the site. Young added that occasionally PSD receives a subject heading request from policy@pdc.gov. In those cases, PSD will refer the suggestion to PCC or SACO, or will ask the requestor to submit the proposal through SACO (which occasionally accepts proposals from non-SACO members). Although PSD does not handle this type of request directly, it is responsible for the requests that come through the Subject Suggester. Such requests will be funneled through one PSD staff member, Libby Dechman, who works with the “C” schedule, and the areas of science, law, and art, including family names. If any subject requests come in that do not fall within these areas, then she will forward those to the appropriate area specialists. If it turns out that PSD receives a large number of proposals, then this workflow will need to be re-reassessed. Miller added that it would be interesting to hear reports on LC's experience with this new process over the first couple of years. Young agreed that it would be good to distribute that information via presentations, reports, and possibly published articles.

Stephen Hearn asked whether, when you have topical and form use in 150 and 650 headings, it was LC's practice to subdivide when the heading is used topically. Young confirmed that that was the usual practice, though there might be exceptions. Hearn asked if that will continue to be the practice now that genre/form has its own authority file, whether any changes of practice will be documented in scope notes, and if there needs to be a MARBI proposal to identify headings that should only be used with subdivisions. Young said that LC's first experience with the problem of seeing topical headings used without required subdivisions was while working with records for books about motion pictures, etc. They found that subdivisions has not been regularly used with similar headings for sound recordings and radio programs and had to go back to correct them. LC does not have plans at this time to stop subdividing where it has been the practice to do so, though they might propose change this in the future. They had decided earlier not to add scope notes to headings requiring subheadings because of the workload, and because they don't normally add that kind of scope note. However Young is working on updating the SHM memos to include an instruction sheet for these headings. Hermine Vermeij added that MLA has been talking about similar headings as part of the music genre/form project.

Sherman Clarke asked whether proposals for the LC Genre/Form Thesaurus will be made in the same way as proposals for LCSH. Young said the SACO site has a separate form for genre/form terms and that they are currently accepting proposals for moving image and recorded sound headings. Currently all genre/form proposals are funneled to one person (Paul Frank) in PSD.

Joan Mitchell asked whether LC is retaining BISAC subject headings from ONIX records. Young hasn't seen any BISAC headings in CIP data submitted as part of subject heading proposals, so she thinks they're being stripped out.

Chris Cronin asked if he could pass on the information about the Library of Congress Subject Suggester to an RLG group that has inventoried a lot of social metadata sites. He also asked for clarification that the suggestions have to be made from authority records. Young said that would be fine, and confirmed that all suggestions have to be made on the id.loc.gov site, where there is a suggestion tab. LC is still working on the wording on this site. Sherman Clarke followed up by asking what to do if one's suggestion isn't related to any headings currently on the site. Young confirmed that there is no general subject suggester area on the site at present, but there is a general feedback contact link.

Stephen Hearn noted that he's heard that people trying to develop web applications using id.loc.gov are finding the site too slow. He wondered if the site is intended to be used for on-the-fly, real-time services, or if it's really intended to be mined for data to be stored locally and just periodically updated from the LC site. Young said she didn't know but would find out. She posted the answer to the SAC email list after the conference, confirming that the site is intended to be downloaded by the developer with any applications running off the downloaded copy. Developers can get notifications of changes to the LC database via an RSS feed, so they can download updated copies. Libby Dechman, PSD's SKOS specialist, has been able to download the entire LCSH database onto a flash drive in less than five minutes.
Lori Robare asked if people making suggestions from the site will receive feedback on their proposal. Young said they do intend to give feedback, but that will depend on the number of proposals they receive. Joseph Miller asked if LC thought the suggester would be used mostly by catalogers or the general public. Young thought that catalogers from non-SACO libraries would find this to be an easy way to make suggestions. It remains to be seen how much activity they see from outside the library community.

Scott Opasik asked about the mention of “high-priority work detail” for Classification Web, as mentioned in the progress report on pre- and post-coordination. This section mentions the possibility of social tagging. Young replied that that section probably refers to work going on to improve functionality and introduce new features in Classification Web, including the possibility of adding name authorities. She updated her answer via email after the conference, explaining that the project manager for enhancing Classification Web had been temporarily reassigned to fill in for a retirement in CIP, and that was the “high-priority work detail” that had put the project on hold for a short time.

Daniel Joudrey asked about the XML Datastore project. After the beta test starts in September, and there is only one search box, will there be an option to use the old catalog interface instead? Would there be advanced search options, and will searchers be able to limit searches to just the OPAC? Young said she didn't know but would find out. She does know that browsing will still be possible in the new interface. She later sent an email to the SAC list saying left-anchored browsing, keyword searching, search limits, and faceting options have been requested in the upcoming beta version. Additional functionality might be added later as enhancements.

1.6
Report on the Sears List of Subject Headings (Joseph Miller)

[SAC10-ANN/3]
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

Stephen Hearn noted that the subject heading second indicator is 8 in OCLC, but not in MARC, which calls for using second indicator 7 and a subfield |2. He asked if there is any thought about making a MARBI proposal to use second indicator 8 in MARC as well. Miller wasn't sure if there was, but agreed that the two different practices are confusing.

Joseph Miller added that they have gone through the Sears list and identified all potential genre/form headings and added scope notes. They also added notes about whether each heading could be subdivided geographically.

1.7
Break

1.8
Dewey Decimal Classification Reports

1.8.1
Report on Dewey Classification and OCLC Dewey Services (Joan Mitchell)

[SAC10-ANN/5]
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

Joan Mitchell and Diane Vizine-Goetz have reviewed their 2000 article on research agenda for  classification to see if the categories are still relevant, identify work has been done in the last decade, and consider new categories. Their categories included development, alternative structures, new and improved tools for application, automatic classification, and new uses for classification. They found that a lot of work had been done in these research areas, and that the categories were still relevant. They added two new categories, representation and relationships. Mitchell described a research project that involves adding DDC numbers to BISAC subject headings. The BISAC authority file is newly available in the OCLC Terminologies Service pilot. 

1.8.2
Report of the liaison from the Dewey Section at the Library of Congress (Julianne Beall)

[SAC10-ANN/5]


See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

1.8.3
Report of the liaison from the Dewey Classification Editorial Policy Committee (Deborah Rose-Lefman)

[SAC10-ANN/6]


See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

Daniel Joudrey asked about the Table 1 revisions and the updated policy on standard subdivisions, and what that policy involves. Joan Mitchell said that they had not been consistent in representing standard subdivisions in the internal tables, in particular those that had extended meanings, changed meanings, or those that had been displaced. The new policy firms up the rules for such subdivisions in the tables and throughout the classification. They also revised the instructions to make them clearer and less ambiguous about what is a standard subdivision.

1.9 Report of the liaison from the Music Library Association (Hermine Vermeij)

[SAC10-ANN/7]
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

1.10
Report of the liaison from the Art Libraries Society (Sherman Clarke)

[SAC10-ANN/8]
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).
In addition to the written report, the Data Standard Committee of the Visual Resource Association moved its Wiki to “read only” access. Sherman Clarke will send the URL to the SAC’s lists if there is any interest. Clarke continued to monitor the Built Work Registry, a grant project from Columbia University, Avery Architectural & Fine Arts Libraries. This project potentially provides subject headings for buildings that are critical for the work of art catalogers. Moreover, the Gettysburg will continue working on the Cultural Name Authority.

1.11
Update on MARBI (Stephen Hearn)
[SAC10-ANN/9]
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

Joan Mitchell asked what would go in subfield |3 [Proposal No. 2010-05: Adding subfield $3 (Materials specified) to field 034 (Coded Cartographic Mathematical Data) in the MARC 21 Bibliographic and Authority Formats]. Stephen Hearn said it would be free text.

1.12
Report of the liaison from the American Association of Law Libraries (Yael Mandelstam)
There was no written report.

The AALL Cataloging & Classification Committee has approved their draft of Genre/Form Terms for Law Materials and submitted it to LC. The list of Jewish Law terms has reached its final draft and will be sent to the Jewish Library Association for approval.

The meeting was adjourned at 10:21 a.m.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Monday, June 28, 1:30 p.m. – 5:30 p.m. / Hyatt – Yorktown/Valley Forge

Members present June 28: Jeffrey Beall, Daniel N. Joudrey (Chair), Jimmie H. Lundgren, Scott A. Opasik, Molly D. Poremski, Deborah A. Ryszka, Philip Young

Liaisons present June 28: Julianne Beall, Sherman Clarke, Patricia Dragon, Yael Mandelstam, David Miller, Joseph Miller, Ed O’Neill, Hermine Vermeij, Janis Young

Members absent June 28: Christopher J. Cronin, Stephen S. Hearn, Mary Catherine Little
2.1 Welcome and introduction of members and guests

2.2 Report of the SAC Subcommittee on Genre-Form Implementation (Patricia Dragon)

[SAC10-ANN/10]
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

This is Patricia’s last report for SAC. Adam Schiff is continuing as Chair.

Sherman Clarke asked Patricia about the project for changing 185s to 155s: does the public have access to the project’s draft via ALA Connect to comment? Patricia will find out. Clarke also indicated that the art libraries community would like the term “Exhibition” to be used as a Form Heading rather a Subdivision Heading. Yael Mandelstam added that the group will discuss making the draft available for public comments.

2.3 FAST reports

2.3.1
Report of the Subcommittee on FAST (Jimmie Lundgren)
[SAC10-ANN/11]
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

2.3.2
Update of the FAST Project (Ed O’Neill, OCLC)
[SAC10-ANN/12]


See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).
Yale Mandelstam asked Ed O’Neill if there have been any changes to the FAST interface. Ed replied there are some changes in the search features. There will be a chapter added to the book about searching in FAST.

2.4
IFLA liaison report (David Miller & Ed O’Neill)
[SAC10-ANN/13]
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).
2.5
Report of the SACO-at-Large meeting (Jeffrey Beall)
[SAC10-ANN/14]
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).
2.6 Report of the chair of SAC (Daniel Joudrey)

[SAC10-ANN /15]
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

Tony Olson asked Daniel for clarification about the LCGFT Pre-conference. Daniel said it will be an all-day workshop with hands-on exercises that focuses on the history of the application and development of Genre/Form terms. There will also be several speakers to talk about their experience with Genre/Form terms. Janis Young will be one of the speakers.

2.7
Status report: H1095 Project with Library of Congress (Joudrey/Young)

See chair of SAC written report (above).

Hermine Vermeij asked for examples of single-use categories found by the chair during Phase Two of the project. Joudrey cited “Families of artists” found only at “Catalogs” and “Types of produce” found only at “Moisture” as examples.
2.8
Break
2.9
New business

2.9.1 Faceting Task Force

The task force was established the previous day, as described in section 1.4 above. Scott Opasik will chair the task force. Stephen Hearn, Molly Poremski, Ed O'Neill, and Sherman Clarke volunteered to participate. The chair will send out an announcement via the SAC mailing list calling for additional volunteers.

2.9.2 Genre-Form Pre-Conference for Annual 2011
This topic already has been discussed earlier under the SAC Chair report.

2.9.3
Other new business

Daniel introduced potential new business and asked for ideas and comments. There are two initiatives that SAC considers important and would like to move forward. The first initiative is to highlight important research that is being done in the area of subject analysis, and the second initiative is to have more internal presentations at the SAC meetings. Daniel proposed forming a Working Group to identify and share information about interesting research that is being done in subject analysis. At the upcoming Midwinter and Annual meetings, the Working Group could then provide information about writings and articles they have identified within the six month period prior to each meeting in the form of a summary or annotated bibliography. Based upon that, the group would suggest interesting speakers to contact for the future meetings. David Miller, Jimmie Lundgren and Scott Opasik supported the creation of the Working Group. Daniel called for the motion. The motion was moved by Jimmie Lundgren, seconded by Molly Poremski and the motion carried. Daniel will establish the working group. Linda Ballinger, Deborah Ryszka, and Rocki Strader volunteered to be members.

2.10
Open discussion / Open announcement period

2.10.1
Thanks to departing committee members

The Chair thanked departing virtual member, Richard Baumgarten, and outgoing chair of the Subcommittee on Genre/Form Implementation, Patricia Dragon.

2.10.2 Welcome to new committee members

Scott Opasik, Deborah Ryszka, and Molly Poremski agreed to continue serving on SAC for another term. Linda Ballinger, Tony Olson, and Adam Schiff are joining as new committee members. Adam Schiff is also the incoming chair of the Subcommittee on Genre/Form Implementation. Elizabeth Bodian is a new intern. Tachtorn Meier agreed to serve for another year as an intern. Daniel Joudrey agreed to continue as chair. 

2.10.3 Other discussion

Paul Weiss asked Daniel Joudrey about Phase 2 of the H1095 project; if Daniel noticed anything about the type of things that end up being used only once vs. categories that tended to be used more than once. Daniel answered that he had been more focused on the mechanics of getting the project done, and didn’t spend much time on analysis of the data. The biggest issue with the H1095 instruction sheet is that the way the terms are expressed from subdivision to subdivision has created a lot of confusion. For example, there are things that start off as “classes of persons, corporate bodies, animals, etc.”. It could be read as classes of persons, classes of corporate bodies, classes of animals. Because these categories are open to interpretation, there was a lot of variation in the individual lists he received. He spent time cleaning up the lists, but hasn’t spent time doing the analysis. Looking particularly at where patterns are falling in the lists will be part of Phase 3 of the project.

Martha Yee asked what the options are when category is used only once. What kinds of things might LC do to get these categories out of the list? Janis Young answered that LC might continue to use the subdivision as it is and keep it in the Subject Manual as a free floater. Another option is to cancel it as a free floater and have it established under headings where it is appropriate. One thing that she plans on doing is to find out how many times such subdivisions have been used. Some of them are so esoteric, that she thinks many of them have not been used in very many bibliographic records. After that they can focus on subdivisions that have been used under a large number of subjects.

Yael Mandelstam wondered if there are subdivisions that could be left open to using common sense rather than strict rules. She thinks that the rules of application can be so cumbersome at times, that we cannot even use cataloger’s judgment. In the analysis part, it would be interesting to see if recommendations could be made on some of the various esoteric rules, and open up the application to common sense and judgment.

Sherman Clarke followed up with the example of the category “families of artists”, saying that clearly there would be ways to fit that into artist groups or multiple creators, so that “Catalogs” is valid under art objects and their creators. Janis replied that she and Daniel found cases where a category is different from another category, but there is a lot overlap in the terminology. Perhaps such categories could be collapsed and the use of its subdivisions expanded to include the other category. Until we do some analysis, we won’t know what we want to do with these situations.

Daniel added that he and Janis saw categories such as “types of printed materials”, “types of printed matter”, “types of written materials”, and “types of published materials”. There are true differences between each of these categories, but whether these differences are important enough that we need to have these four separate categories still needs to be addressed. He gave other examples where categories may have made sense at one point in time to whomever established them, but could now stand some review.

Lori Robare commented that people may be interested in knowing about the LC workshop “Basic Subject Cataloging Using LCSH”, which SAC helped to develop a number of years ago. She is the out-going chair of the committee that oversees the revision of the training materials, which were jointly developed between ALCTS and PCC. This course continues to be taught frequently. It had a minor revision last summer that mostly updated the name of Subject Headings Manual, which had changed throughout the course, and some typographical problems. She and Adam Schiff taught this course a couple times this year and have a list of revisions, including some examples of Cookery headings. They also have examples of previously inverted headings that are now un-inverted. It is interesting how many changes LC has been making that are reflected in this course. They are going to do another set of minor revisions of the course that will bring those things into line, including new the coding for genre term. She and Adam will be working on these revisions after the conference. She asked that anyone who has ideas about other changes for the course contact her.

Daniel Joudrey asked about continuing to have guest speakers for SAC at the Annual and Midwinter meetings. Possibilities discussed previously include bringing in someone to talk about SKOS and inviting Diane Vizine-Goetz to talk about the LCSH Terminologies Project. He suggested inviting someone from DDC to talk about the changes in DDC 23, which will be coming out around the time of the Annual Conference next year. Sherman Clarke said that he went to an OCLC program called “Cataloging Alchemy: Making Your Data Work Harder”, where Rich Green talked about OCLC’s GLIMIR project (Global Library Manifestation Identifier) which may lead them to build clusters of records based on manifestations. They are also looking at reproduction clusters. They might be able to do some pulling together of subject headings that occur on the various manifestation records, which could benefit subject analysis. This may be something to explore further.

Paul Weiss suggested that SAC have someone talk about non-LCSH subject schemes, such as MeSH or AAT. He pointed out that it would be a good way to look at some of the philosophical differences among the different vocabularies in how they are structured and how they are used. It would also be good to remind ourselves that LCSH isn’t the only subject vocabulary out there.

Linda Ballinger asked SAC members and those people in the audience for feedback on using ALA Connect for the distribution of agendas and reports for this meeting. SAC members found it easy to find and download documents. Daniel Joudrey asked audience members in particular if they had seen his messages to various lists and therefore knew there would be no paper handouts for this meeting. Everyone present had seen the messages. Paul Weiss suggested that we post links to the ALA conference planner; and Janis Young suggested that, in addition to the lists he used this time, Joudrey post to the PCC list as well. Ballinger asked if the reports need to be attached to the minutes now, or if links to them in Connect would be enough. Members agreed that links would be enough. Scott Opasik noted that we do need to have additional organization for documents as more are added and archived. Ballinger agreed and said that other options, including having webpages outside Connect, might be looked into if the problems with organizing in Connect aren’t resolved.

2.11
FRSAD Presentation and discussion (Marcia Zeng)
[SAC10-ANN/16]
See PowerPoint slides on ALA Connect (link provided).

Dr. Zeng offered an update on FRSAD (Functional Requirements for Subject Authority Data). She is a member of a working group established by the IFLA Section on Classification and Indexing. The FRSAR Working Group is using the conceptual models established by FRBR (Functional Requirements for Bibliographical Records) and FRAD (Functional Requirements for Authority Data). FRSAD concerns the “aboutness” of a work, or, in library lingo, the subject analysis of a data object. FRSAD is a conceptual model driven by the needs of end users; and the Working Group believes it will promote international sharing and use of subject authority data beyond the limits of the library world.

Briefly, a work is about a subject or subjects. In FRSAD a subject - as an analytical entity - is called a Thema. A Thema is just an abstraction or an idea of a subject and therefore must be expressed in linguistic terms. Within FRSAD, subject headings are expressed as Nomen. For the library community this is the equivalent of LCSH and other controlled vocabularies for subjects. Nomen are subject terms. One important development of FRSAD is that it separates concepts (Thema) from what they are referred to (Nomen).


Dr. Zeng answered questions during and after her presentation:

Q1: If a concept is known by the same term in two languages, will it have two nomen with the same thema, or one nomen whose language attribute has two values?

A1: There will be two nomen, even though the character strings are the same.

Q2: In the DDC implementation with SKOS, how is range managed in SKOS?

A2: The DDC Summary is already on the semantic web. It uses basic SKOS with elements such as Dublin Core Metadata Initiative Type vocabulary term “isVersionOf”. One of the classes defined  is “thema”. Michael Panzer has written an extension for SKOS for classification.

Q3: How do you define the user task “Explore” within the FRSAD context?

A3: The working group discussed a number of terms, and debated “Explore” vs. “Navigate”. David Miller concurred and added that the task had to do with allowing the user to work in the classification or subject analysis zone of a catalog by following links. The discussion was about a metaphorical distinction. “Explore” implies a process of following step-by-step without necessarily knowing the destination yet, while “Navigate” implies moving towards a known destination.

Q4: Joseph Miller observed that the system is based on the assumption of a concept, or thema, that is somehow discreet, identifiable. A thing that everyone will agree upon. When translating the Sears list to Spanish, there were a number of duplicated records because more than one English term can be translated to the same word in Spanish. So is each English term for one Spanish word a separate thema, or are they all one thema?

A4: Subject authority systems usually define what a term means within that system. Thema has the scope note attribute to define meaning as well. The scope note attribute may be helpful to clarify the meaning of a term within the subject authority file.

Q5: Was Genre/Form part of the working group’s discussions?

A5: Thesaurus development can be used for “of-ness” for people who deal with art works or museum pieces. FRBR already has some attributes to deal with “of-ness”. There is a section in the FRSAD report that covers on “aboutness”, “of-ness” and, “is-ness”. The working group’s methodology for analyzing subject authority systems could be used to analyze “is-ness”.

Q6: Sherman Clark asked Joseph Miller what they did for the Sears list when they found that the same Spanish word applied to two different things in English? He noted that the Art and Architecture thesaurus used qualifiers to make distinctions when the same word had different meanings, for example “architecture (discipline)” and “architecture (object genre)”. He wondered if each qualified term would be a thema.

A6: Zeng thought they could be distinguished as types of thema. David Miller added they were two different thema that are commonly referred by the same nomen. Clark asked if that means thema become the combination of word with qualifier. Zeng answered that it is the type of thema. David Miller noted that this example shows that we don’t really know what types of thema we’re dealing with until we start looking at the nomen.

Q7: In LCSH SKOS there is a problem when subdivided subject headings are retained as a third label without a means to distinguish the subdivided building blocks of that third label. Is there a methodology for making that distinction which you’ve identified for SKOS? Each subdivision would be a thema, but the combined subject string would also be a thema.

A7: There is a thema to thema relationship but there is also a nomen to nomen relationship. The same thema that is represented in a classification system vs. in a subject heading vs. in a thesaurus, there could be different ways to express the relationships. Some have components, some don’t. There are also difficulties with built classes when relating classification systems and subject headings. 

Q8: Does FRSAD include some notion of a preferred nomen?

A8: It would be a type of nomen. “Preferred” always has a condition depending on the time and audience.

Q9: Regarding the further development of RDA chapters that have not been written yet, are there plans to incorporate FRSAD into RDA?

A9: There are two options: (1) They could use the FRAD model of “work has subject”. (2) Another way is using the FRSAD model of “work has thema”. The thema sub-type is an issue. How do you subdivide? What are the attributes of a concept? Why do people have to differentiate a concept from an object in cataloguing? This may not be a practical model when implemented. A group is needed to address these questions. 

The meeting was adjourned at 4:46 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Linda Ballinger, Intern 

Tachtorn Meier, Intern
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