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1. BACKGROUND
As part of the planning for implementation of Library of Congress Genre/Form Terms for Library and Archival Materials (LCGFT), several proposals have been approved for the creation of new authority and bibliographic fields and for revisions to existing fields.

Some aspects of works and expressions that are currently expressed in combination with form headings in LCSH will be out of scope for LCGFT, and will need to be recorded elsewhere in bibliographic and authority records.

One of these aspects is the category of persons who created a work or contributed to an expression.  In literature and music, LCSH headings that include creator or contributor categorizations may be used for collections, anthologies, and other aggregate works.  Approved proposal 2013-06 established a new authority and bibliographic field 386 - Creator/Contributor Characteristics for recording a group category to which the creator(s) of a work or compilation of works, or the contributor(s) to an expression or compilation of expressions, belongs.
2. DISCUSSION

Proposal 2013-06 originally proposed a definition for new authority field 386 that covered works and expressions and persons.  In addition to searching for compilations associated with particular group characteristics (e.g., poetry collections by Polish Jews; anthologies of writings by cancer patients; Buddhist sermons) users may search by group categories in order to find individual works of literature, music, etc. by creators or contributors who fall into that group category.  Examples of such searches would include looking for: individual scores or sound recordings of symphonies by French composers; novels by African American women authors; slave narratives; Holocaust survivor memoirs; music performed (or composed) by children.  It would be helpful if we could also help them find such resources in our library collections.  Creator/contributor characteristics for individual persons would best be recorded only once, in the individual person’s authority record, rather than in each bibliographic record representing a manifestation of one of the person’s works.
At the MARC Advisory Committee discussions of proposal 2013-06 in January 2013, members of the committee objected to the inclusion of personal names in the field definition and scope.  There were several reasons for this, including concerns over privacy of individuals, problems in categorizing persons who may not self-identify as a member of a group, and subjective judgments that catalogers might have to make.  But by far, the biggest objection was that there was already another place in the MARC authority format to put attributes of individual persons: field 368, subfield $c:
368 - Other Attributes of Person or Corporate Body (R)

Subfield Codes
$a - Type of corporate body (R)

$b - Type of jurisdiction (R)

$c - Other designation (R)

$d - Title of person (R)

$s - Start period (NR)

$t - End period (NR)

From the Guidelines for Applying Content Designators section of the field:

$c - Other designation

An appropriate designation in the language preferred by the agency creating the data of an attribute of the entity that is not provided for in subfields $a (Type of corporate body), $b (Type of jurisdiction), or $d (Title of person).

Field 368 was established to accommodate attributes recorded for RDA.  386 subfield $c was originally created for the RDA element Other Designation Associated with the Corporate Body (RDA 11.7).  RDA also has an element named Other Designation Associated with the Person (RDA 9.6).  Field 368 and subfield $c were redefined in 2012 so that they could also be used for attributes of persons.  The name of subfield $c is tied to the two RDA elements that are recorded in it.  Note however that the name of the field itself uses the more general term “Other Attributes.”
It seems clear that 368 subfield $c could be used to record group characteristics of persons that are outside the scope of RDA.  The subfield could be used for aspects related to genre/form that will not be included in LCGFT and that have no other place in the MARC authority format.  In order to make this clear, however, it seems desirable to rename it so that it isn’t tied so directly to RDA.  Renaming it as “Other attribute” would accomplish this goal.

3. PROPOSAL

Rename subfield $c of authority field 386 as:

$c - Other attribute
Revise the subfield definition to:

An appropriate term or designation in the language preferred by the agency creating the data of an attribute of the entity that is not provided for in subfields $a (Type of corporate body), $b (Type of jurisdiction), or $d (Title of person), and which cannot be accommodated in fields 370 (Associated Place), 371 (Address), 372 (Field of Activity), 373 (Associated Group), 374 (Occupation), 375 (Gender), or 377 (Associated Language).
Add some examples of other attributes that could be used in conjunction with implementation of LCGFT rather than those called for in RDA:
046 ## $f 19390210
100 1# $a Clarkson, Adrienne, $d 1939-
368 ## $c Chinese Canadians $2 cash

368 ## $c Anglicans $c Canadians $c Chinese $c Women $2 lcsh
370 ## $a Hong Kong $c Canada $2 naf

374 ## $a Journalists $a Statesmen $a Governors general $2 lcsh

375 ## $a female
046 ## $f 19450921
100 1# $a Ryan, Kay

368 ## $c Poets laureate $s 2008 $t 2010 $2 lcsh

368 ## $c Lesbians $c Americans $2 lcsh

370 ## $a San Jose (Calif.) $c United States $2 naf
374 ## $a Poets $a Community college teachers $2 lcsh
375 ## $a female
377 ## $a eng

046 ## $f 19470615
100 1# $a Aspect, Alain

368 ## $c Balzan Prize winners $2 lcsh

370 ## $a Agen (France) $c France $2 naf
372 ## $a Quantum entanglement $2 lcsh
374 ## $a physicist $2 ilot
375 ## $a male

377 ## $a fre $a eng

046 ## $s 19970429
110 2# $a Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons

368 ## $a International agencies $c Nobel Prize winners $2 lcsh
370 ## $e Hague (Netherlands) $ naf
372 ## $a Chemical arms control $a Chemical weapons disposal $2 lcsh
4. DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
1. Is authority field 368 subfield $c the appropriate place to record other attributes of persons that cannot be recorded elsewhere?
2. Should the subfield be renamed and redefined as suggested in section 3?
3. Fields 385 and 386 were approved with a subfield $b to provide for recording a code instead of or in addition to a term in subfield $a.  Is there a need for something similar in 368?  Is this possible given that the field has subfields for different kinds of attributes?
4. Fields 385 and 386 include subfields $m (Demographic group term) and $n (Demographic group code) that may be used to designate the demographic group (e.g., an ethnic/cultural group; a religious group) to which the terms and codes in $a or $b belong.  Would such subfields also be desirable in 368?
