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MINUTES

ALCTS/CaMMS Subject Analysis Committee (SAC)
2015 ALA Annual Meeting
Sunday, June 28, 2015
8:30 a.m. – 10:30 a.m.
Parc 55 San Francisco, Embarcadero
 
 
The meeting was called to order at 8:30 a.m.
 
1.1 Welcome and introduction of members and guests

Members present 
Alex Thurman (chair), Elizabeth (Liz) Bodian (member), Brian Cain (member), Christopher Case (member), Peter Fletcher (member), Tina Gross (member), Andrea Morrison (member), Louise Ratliff (member), Matthew Wise, (member), Jennifer Bromley (intern), Susie Seefelt Lesieutre (intern). 

Members absent:
Karen Miller (member) Linda Turney (member)

Liaisons and Representatives present
Sherman Clarke (ARLIS/NA liaison to SAC), Stephen Hearn (SAC Liaison to MAC), Robert Maxwell (SAC Liaison to CC:DA), Deborah Rose-Lefmann (Dewey Classification Editorial Policy Committee), Lia Contursi (AALL Representative), Libbie Crawford (OCLC/Dewey), Casey Mullin (Music Library Association Representative), Caroline Saccucci (Library of Congress Liaison), Janis Young (Library of Congress Liaison).
 
Guests present
Tony Olson (Northwestern University), Julianne Beall (retired, Dewey Consulting Assistant ed.), Diane Vizine-Goetz (OCLC), Rosemary Groenwald (Mt. Prospect Public Library), Adam Schiff (University of Washington), Jo Williams (Middle Tennessee State University), Bill Kulp (Johns Hopkins University Press), Maria Hugger (HW Wilson Sears List)
 
 
1.2 Adoption of agenda [SAC15-ANN/1]
 
The agenda was adopted.
 
1.3 Adoption of 2015 Midwinter minutes  [SAC15-ANN/2]
 
The 2015 Midwinter minutes were approved.
 
 
1.4 Report on the Sears List of Subject Headings (Maria Hugger) [SAC15-ANN/3] 
 
Report was presented with no discussion.

 
1.5 Update on the FAST project (Diane Vizine-Goetz) [SAC15-ANN/4]
 
Report was presented with no discussion.

 
1.6 Report of the OLAC/SAC Working Group on LC game headings (Jo Williams Williams, Rosemary Groenwald) [SAC15-ANN/5]
 
Report was presented with discussion throughout.
 
Jo Williams: One of the things we have been looking at is choice of qualifier, treatment of franchises, and game headings in LCSH. At LC’s request we are also looking at physical games. Within our report it would include the recommendations that we come up with, along with an impact on existing records and a plan of action. The game title recommendations you see here in the report, from June 19th, these are draft recommendations. For the draft recommendations, number 3, that was a fairly new one. I don’t know that there was a lot of discussion for that one, but we are really quite unsure about that particular one, if we are going to recommend some kind of franchise heading, if something like that would live in the name file or the subject file. And that was one of the questions that the team did send here to SAC. There is so much discussion; number 3 was pulled out from many discussions of things we had considered; I just wanted to point that one out. The task force is recommending that if the qualifiers are needed, it would be the ones that are pretty much in the file now. We had some questions about video games in particular. There are some qualifiers for electronic games, computer games, maybe a couple of others, digital games, we question the meaning … I think there are actually more qualifiers being used in the file, so I’m guessing those would remain, but certainly to use “game” in the subject file for games that were not works, so for games that were not works, we tossed that one around for a while, some are works, there are a lot in the subject file. Games in franchises, that’s a tough one, and it is even difficult to explain but because it was so difficult, it was questioned why we do anything special to franchises. It doesn’t come separately from it, if we are describing we put everything that is the title, what was discussed was to put a “colon SPACE” for clarity. We didn’t want to confuse it with ISBD “SPACE colon SPACE” but wanted to follow franchise information with the rest of the title proper.
 
Rosemary Groenwald: Regarding recommendation [number 2], OLAC just published best practices for cataloguing video games, and when that was first drafted that was a big point of discussion. They received a lot of feedback including from OCLC. In the end it was felt to proceed with franchise being part of the preferred title.  Because the OLAC community is quite widespread and large, it’s thought that this recommendation will be followed by most catalogers who follow OLAC best practices.  For consistency’s sake, it was decided to include this recommendation here as well.
 
Robert Maxwell: Could you give us an example please?
 
Rosemary Groenwald: “Angry Birds: Go to ALA”. So “Angry Birds” is usually on its own line, and “Go to ALA” is on the preceding line. It’s a complete title. “Go to ALA” is a complete title.

Robert Maxwell: How about all one title?
 
Rosemary Groenwald: Is Jay Weitz here? He had conversation with Greta de Groat who is part of that committee. I’m not sure that colon is the way to go.
 
Robert Maxwell: Colon will be confusing, and elsewhere in the work, titles, people …used a comma,
 
Rosemary Groenwald: Yeah, I know.
 
Jo Williams: That’s something for us to take back to the Task Force. That came up in the Task Force discussions, too. Titles have been cataloged with the comma, with a subfield b, or just all the words in the title entered in subfield a without any punctuation.
 
Rosemary Groenwald: And we kind of adopted the OLAC video game recommendation here … we lifted it from the video game best practices document and placed it here in this proposal.
 
Jo Williams: I don’t know if you noticed in number 2, the phrasing was a little bit different from the way we have been discussing it. Here it says “colon added if needed for clarity” … there were also titles like “Angry Birds Transformers.”
 
Robert Maxwell: “Angry Birds go to ALA” turns it into a imperative. [Implying that comma is indeed not necessary in this case].
 
Peter Fletcher: Angry Birds is grammatically connected, but here you would need punctuation.
 
Rosemary Groenwald:  I agree that Angry Birds go to ALA is not a good example. We do have other examples.
 
Jo Williams: As an example because it includes a number… Star Trek 2: Wrath of Khan although it is a movie, but the setup would allow you to see the numbering there, and now I think it is in the name file … Star Trek 2 … it would be Star Trek 2 : (But no wrath of Khan)…. But that is one that at least has ...
 
Rosemary Groenwald: For example, “Legend of Zelda: A link to the past $d Four swords”. It is really a complete sentence. There are really 3 distinct Legend of Zeldas parts to this title $a Legend of Zelda: A link to the past, and then you have your third text string, and that truly seems to belong as other title.
 
Robert Maxwell: Unless distinguishing from another game.
 
Rosemary Groenwald: That is another issue that came up with franchise games.
 
Jo Williams: Rest of title.
 
Rosemary Groenwald: So how are we going to treat games with franchise names in the title? How do we treat franchise as part of the preferred title, so sometimes these Legends of Zelda that are franchises, sometimes they are sticky no matter how you look at them. Well the task force that came up with this recommendation with the punctuation with the colon, they were just trying to find some consistent way for them to be recorded, since it is all over the place how cataloguers recorded information in the title.
 
Louise Ratliff: So when you are separating the franchise name with the piece of punctuation, is this to visually separate the franchise for the patron? I am not sure why you need the colon: Is it to set it apart visually, or to make it easier for machine translation?
 
Rosemary Groenwald: I’m not sure as I wasn’t part of the Video game best practices task force that initially decided to approach the punctuation this way.
 
Janis Young: I just wanted to ask a question about this discussion if that’s okay. Is the point “How much we should put ‘Angry Birds in Outer Space’ or ‘Wrath of Khan’”, i.e., is the question about how much to put it in? Or is it about punctuation? I’m wondering if the guidelines need to just say, “Use punctuation according to RDA” if we don’t want to get bogged down in comma vs. colon.
 
Rosemary Groenwald: In the guidelines they do cite the RDA guidelines rule as confirmation that this is one of the correct ways to approach it
 
Jo Williams: Since there were no restrictions against it [the colon], it was wide open, and part of it was to make the title as specific as possible to set it apart from other titles with the same wording. If it is other title information in some results list you’ll have twenty Angry Birds but they will be different.
 
Alex Thurman: There is also the interesting proposal in the draft of having subject headings with the qualifier “Franchise”. For example, with Star Trek related works, the franchise heading could apply to books, movies, games, etc. so if that heading is in the record you get the collocation already and don’t need to worry about using title punctuation to set off the franchise name. … Having seen the group’s working documents, I was intrigued by the feedback from gamers that there was debate about the qualifiers “video”, “electronic”, “digital”, etc., but “game” itself, unqualified would mean analog or board games. Whereas in the gaming community it is assumed that “Game” unqualified would naturally refer to video games, while board games should be qualified.
 
Robert Maxwell: I had a comment about the qualifier; this is where we are talking about the name authority file. We can’t be too prescriptive about it. RDA says that qualifier is up to cataloguers’ judgement. Best to leave it to cataloger’s judgement and leave this recommendation out of the instructions. 
 
Janis Young: Regarding number 4 about a moratorium being placed. As a technical thing we are not able to do this; however, I was talking to Greta de Groat about those on Friday night. We don’t get a lot of proposals on this so it is possible we might not get a recommendation, on the other hand we might get 50 recommendations. PSD is able to put an announcement that says we are not going to put this in subjects anymore, we are going to put this in names. But we have to wait for your report, and then we can act.
 
Rosemary Groenwald: We knew that everything must be in place before LC can act on this.
 
Janis Young: We need to give people a way to establish this. With LCSH it’s a little different [can’t put moratorium].
 
Rosemary Groenwald: We had a point in here about who is going to flip them.
 
Robert Maxwell: These are works… it’s not that there is no way to establish it now.
 
Janis Young: We cannot say “put them in subjects not in names” if it is not part of our policy. If you believe it is a work, yes it goes in the name file. The stated policy more or less in practice is that we get proposals for LCSH, we approve them, we have a long standing practice of putting them in LCSH. So when you put it in the name file, we put it in the name file. But we are not going to submit something to not put it in LCSH because we don’t have a policy saying not to put it in LCSH anymore.
 
Jo Williams: Is this being recorded so that we can have as accurate an account as possible to take back to the task force.
 
Alex Thurman:We weren’t able to get this session recorded.
 
Robert Maxwell:  … work in authority records, I think you might also … proposal..I mean if you’ve got these franchises, then I think it’s clear that if you have something like Star Trek games, that’s a subject and not a name, so it would be good if our proposal is accepted, then we can put subject links into work authority records. It would be good for you to propose at the same to say, all right when I do Angry Birds, I should be able to put in say a 550 that says Angry bird games that links to Subject Authority files. So I mean we’re proposing something like that, too. Because that would bring things together in a good way also.
 
Alex Thurman: Thank you all. Next we’ll have Janis Young reporting on LC.


1.7 Report of the liaison from the Policy and Standards Division of LC (Janis Young) [SAC15-ANN/6]
 
Report was presented with discussion throughout.

Janis Young: The full briefing document for LC staff attending ALA is on our website, http://www.loc.gov/ala. It’s 40 pages long.  The exhibit booth for LC is number 717, please stop by.

GENERAL

Personnel Changes

Janis Young: You probably have all heard of our big personnel change. Dr. Billington, Librarian of Congress, has announced he is retiring on January 1st. He has been Librarian of Congress since 1987. A couple of other personnel notes. Mark Sweeney was appointed Associate Librarian for Library Services on February 1st . Just to give you an idea of what our hierarchy is, if you are aware of what Robert Schaefer and Deanna Marcum, this is the position they used to have. Helena Zinkham, she is the chief of the Library’s Prints & Photographs Division. She has served since late 2014 as acting Director of Collections and Services in Library Services. She will continue in that position for two more years. We were also able to fill eight section head positions.These are all first line supervisory positions in the Acquisitions and Bibliographic Access Directorate. They all came all the staff of the ABA, so they were all internal hires and so we are down some staff.

Organizational Realignment

Janis Young: Dr. Billington in May announced an organizational realignment which deals chiefly with technology. They are re-aligning the Office of Strategic Initiatives. They are establishing a National and International Outreach Service Unit, and they are consulting the management support structure under a Chief Operating Officer in the Office of the Librarian.

GENERAL CATALOGING

Janis Young: Moving on to cataloguing.

ECIP Cataloging Partnership Program

Janis Young: We have several new ECIP partners since Midwinter. They are ProQuest, the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, Harvard University Libraries, Douglas County Colorado Public Libraries, and the University of Colorado Boulder.

CIP Data Block Layout

Janis Young: Also related to CIP, the new CIP data block layout will be instituted in cataloguing and publication no later than September 30th. That data block looks quite a bit different from what we are used to which is the traditional library catalog card. It looks very different now. We’re not relying on Roman numerals or Arabic numerals to describe the difference between subjects and descriptive headings and so forth any more.
 
Robert Maxwell: Janis, may I ask a question about that? I wonder what the publishers think about that. I wonder what they think of amount of space being taken on their title page.
 
Janis Young: Caroline can respond to that. 
 
Caroline Saccucci: We just had a meeting yesterday with the CIP advisory group and there were some publishers in the room. We had already sent out to all publishers in our publisher directory this information, and it is on the CIP webpage. And also at the booth today at 2:00, Karl Debus-Lopez is giving an overview about this. Some of the publishers in the room were very interested and excited about this.  They are concerned about the space limitations, and we’re going to take it back and think about what can we do as an alternative to printing the entire data block in there. Because one of the new features is a permalink. Maybe the permalink would be what they can print as opposed to just the caption “Library of Congress Cataloging in Publication Data”, here’s your LCCN. The permalink would be a lot more useful. The constituency that was most vocal about the data block -- and has been for decades -- is the school and smaller libraries. Anyway when we talked about this with ADAMT we agreed that this whole data block concept was transitional, maybe it’s just going to be a permalink, and if there’s training involved, so I’ve requested funding to go to the American Association of School Libraries conference to do some education about the data block because they are the ones who transcribe that data. But it also means that one of the major changes and I think the PCC-LC Policy Statement that came out at the last OPCO meeting had to do with relationship designators for all of the main access points, and the 1xx you were talking about. So, one of the issues about that, is that as part of the data block the names label does not include -- it’s not like one is at the top of the data block and one is at the bottom of the data block and therefore you know which one is the main creator. So if you don’t have a relationship designator, you don’t know what’s there. And so it’s one of the major changes, and so it’s good thing with the timing that’s going on to add a relationship designator. If you are interested in the data block changes, go to website and go to the discussion this afternoon at the exhibit booth. And yes, they [the publishers] are excited, they are nervous about the change to the space.
 
International CIP

Janis Young: Thank you. I have one more note here about CIP. CIP program staff and staff in Asian, Middle Eastern, African, Latin American and Western European Divisions are working with Library’s Cairo and Rio offices to create two pilot international CIP programs; one program is partnering with Qatar National Library to develop CIP program for Qatari national publications, the other is working to see if it can assist in developing a CIP program with Uruguayan publications.  If successful this will move into production in fiscal 2016 which will be in October.
 
BIBCO Music Funnel

Janis Young: A BIBCO Music Funnel has been formally established. This Music Funnel will be instrumental in helping PCC develop best practices for music cataloging, as well as all the normal Funnel activity.
 
BIBFRAME

Janis Young: On BIBFRAME, for the last several months, work has been underway to create a simple system to support an LC cataloguer experiment with creating BIBFRAME descriptions. This pilot will begin July or August, but it will be beginning pretty soon. We will be seeding the experimental system with conversions of all the MARC records in the LC bibfiles, and also the name-title and title authority records will be turned into BIBFRAME work descriptions. Other authority records will be pointed to on the id.loc.gov website. The pilot is exploring several very simple questions, such as: Can cataloguers input native BIBFRAME? Is the BIBFRAME Work/Instance dichotomy clear and useful? Do type-ahead and other “helpers” work? NDMSO, the Network Development and MARC Standards Office, believes that the major challenge will be the useful conversion of the MARC file and implementation of adequate search options in the new model. 

Briefings for NDMSO Staff

Janis Young: In order to help the BIBFRAME effort, several staff from the Cooperative and Instructional Programs Division and I presented a series of briefings for NDMSO staff on FRBR, RDA, and I presented on Library of Congress Subject Headings and Library of Congress Classification, to help them understand exactly what we do and why it is important that we do it. They seemed to be successful sessions and hopefully that will help them understand our needs better.
 
Cataloger’s Desktop

Janis Young: As far as Cataloger’s Desktop goes, if you’ve used Cataloger’s Desktop you know it’s a lot faster now. This is in large part due to a re-systematization that has been receiving some fine tuning and adjustments made to searching, to fuzzy searching, and so forth, and it is been put in cloud which has been making it faster, too. 
 
DESCRIPTIVE CATALOGING

RDA 2015 Update
Janis Young: For Descriptive Cataloguing,  the RDA 2015 update was published in April 2015 and reflects changes made by the JSC in fall of 2014. We have a summary table of those changes on our website. And the Core Elements for LC document was also updated.

LC-PCC Policy Statements 

Janis Young: We have had   two releases of new policy statements since Midwinter -- one in February and one in April. Overall more than 100 policy statements have been revised and/or deleted.

PCC RDA Authorities Phase 3 Task Group

Janis Young: There will be another sweeping change to the name authority file, and that is called Phase 3B. Of course this is a PCC project. LC staff are working with Gary Strawn on this. Phase 3b will happen in the summer of 2015. There will be no changes to 1xx fields in this Phase 3 sweep of the records. The two major tasks will be re-coding AACR2 authority records as RDA when 1xx fields don’t contain RDA-contrary elements, and also adding 024 fields for ISNIs which is based on the OCLC-Leiden supplied list of ISNIs. There is a list of about 10 other things they are doing to the records as well, just technical fixes which are in the full report.

Redefining Coding in the 046 Field of Authority Records
 
Janis Young: The other big thing I do want to mention, though, is that there was a determination in PCC that we are going to start using EDTF format for the 046 field. Before catalogers start using that in a wholesale way, please wait for the documentation in Z1 and for the policy statements to be revised, in order to make sure everyone is doing it the same way. The 046 field is having another change with MARC Update no. 20. Subfields $s and $t have been redefined. They used to be used for the birth and death date or people and corporations, and they have been redefined to be just for people. And subfields $q and $r are used for corporations. However, please continue to use the existing old definitions so that all those dates for old personal names and corporate bodies go into $s and $t. Library of Congress will announce when we can use the new formulations. The reason we have to wait is that we have to work with all the NACO nodes to make sure that they’re ready to accept the new coding, we don’t want records to be bounced because someone prematurely used the new coding. We will be making an announcement about that.

Robert Maxwell: My understanding is that some $q and $r for activity dates of corporations ...

Janis Young: I think that’s more probable.

Robert Maxwell: The $s and the $t are still for corporate bodies, but for the beginning and the end of the body, I think …

Adam Schiff: No other way around
 
Robert Maxwell: So $q and $r is the only thing we use for corporate bodies? 
 
Adam Schiff: $s and $t will be the period of activity 

Robert Maxwell: For persons?

Adam Schiff: for persons and corporate bodies

Janis Young: Okay, I misstated that, I’m sorry, 

Robert Maxwell: So it’s backwards, so $q and $r will be beginning and end for corporate bodies?

Janis Young: I should have double checked that this morning. I had that in my head from yesterday and I  … thank you.
 
Janis Young: As far as the coding does go in the existing records does have a project planned to programmatically change $s and $t to $q and $r and that will occur after Phase 3B. 

RDA Relationship Designators in Bibliographic Records

Janis Young: And a note on the RDA Relationship Designators, LC’s RDA catalogers will implement the new “Training Manual for Applying Relationship Designators in Bibliographic Records” produced earlier this year by the PCC Standing Committee on Training. A lot of LC cataloguers already provide even more than the PCC requirements say, but all catalogers will be doing it as of July 1.
 
ALA-LC Romanization Tables

Janis Young: And I have a note here about Romanization Tables. The only big Romanization thing that might affect subject is that several of our catalogers had asked us, with the change to the Tibetan Romanization tables, when will we be updating subject headings with Tibetan words in them that have the Romanization change. We are working on identifying those headings and  those will be updated.



SUBJECT HEADINGS AND CLASSIFICATION

Subfield Coding in the 682 Field of Authority Records

Janis Young: We have had a big change in the 682 field, which is the cancellation information note. Our linked data people came to us and said, “Could you please stop putting the LCCN into a free-text subfield? Because it’s hard to find.” We said, “Sure.” I actually don’t know why subfield 0 which had been intended for control numbers had not been implemented before this. So we have decided to implement it and all new cancellation authority records should include this information.  The LCCN in this field is used for the replacement LCCN, and it is a repeatable subfield, so we can put as many in there are as we need. We’ve not changed any of the wording of the notes, we’ve simply changed the coding. 

Justification and Research for Subject Heading Proposals

Janis Young: Any of you who saw the summary decisions we put out on Tuesday saw that we had a big note in there about justification for subject heading proposals. Source citation in proposals for new and revised subject headings serve two really important purposes: the first is to allow for vetting of the proposal itself during the editorial review process, and the second it to provide a permanent reference for consultation. Formally the source citation should support the form of the heading and qualifiers. It should support the UFs, it should support the BTs, the RTs and a scope note, if there are any present. We are receiving a lot of proposals where that information is not there. So we are starting to reinforce that for ourselves. We can more expeditiously process those proposals if we have information provided from the resource, and if it is in a language we can read. We had a proposal on the 6th that was for a legal concept and the only information provided to us was the title in Romanized Chinese, and none of us in PSD read Chinese, and it doesn’t help anyone in the future either, so it was marked “resubmit.” We’re going to be doing this more and more. We had done this in the past, on a case-by-case basis, where we took the time to do the research for the cataloguer, but that turns into something that is very hit-or-miss. The cataloger might have two proposals on the same list, one of them gets send back for not having enough information, the other one doesn’t get sent back, it’s inconsistent, and it doesn’t really help people understand what they really need to do. So we are going to be sending more proposals back as resubmits. The other note -- we believe what is going on is the LC pattern in the 952 field is kind of being used as a justification for research for the proposal itself, but that  952 field is local, it is not distributed, so it is actually not part of research. What it does is that it justifies the form of the heading, it doesn’t justify heading itself. We are going to revise the instruction sheets for authority research and citation of sources, these are H 202 and H 203 to reflect this. We realize we were telling people to do it like the instruction sheets say but the instruction sheets, we think, were last updated in the 80s, or at least the examples were last updated in the 80s. When we were still just citing, here’s an LCCN, here’s a title, and that’s it. So we’ll be updating this information.  

Choreographic Works 

Janis Young: We have somewhat of a change the way works about choreographic works are treated. We can get materials that are about an individual choreographic work and that’s not a problem. For subject purposes, we should assign the title or name-title as established in the name authority file. It’s more of an issue when a work is about several choreographic works that share a title, or if it appears that the resource about the works is about a single choreographic work but we’re not sure which version of Romeo and Juliet it is, it’s just not clear. So it used to be there was an LCRI that said to make a name authority title record for that case you would just qualify the title by choreographic work, and just use it on resources about these. There is no such provision in the policy statements to allow for that, or in RDA as I understand it, so what we decided is that all of these will now be proposed in subjects. So it’s the reverse of the fictitious characters thing. The name authority records remain valid until someone makes a proposal to put it into subjects and cancels the name authority record. The form of heading is the same, tagging is different. There is a new instruction sheet on this  at H1366.5. It is not yet in Cataloger’s Desktop, but it is on our ABA free downloads page. 
 
Robert Maxwell: And this is not for single choreographic works which will remain in the name authority file. 

Janis Young: Right. This is not for single choreographic works. This is for resources when … kind of like franchises -- they probably wouldn’t want us to say it this way -- but yes. So it’s when we can’t tell which specific work it is or it is about multiple choreographic works that share the title.
 
Bosnia and Herzegovina

Janis Young: Just a very quick note on Bosnia and Herzegovina. We have now updated all the authority records to the new BGN-approved form of name which is for a “z” in Herzegovina instead of a “c”.

Lakota Indians

Janis Young: We have also updated our headings for Teton Indian to Lakota Indians. This was in response to a SACO proposal from the Heard Museum in Phoenix. Most members of the tribe themselves refer to themselves as Lakota, and Teton is considered pejorative. It was only about 25 records but it was pretty significant. We did a lot of research to determine that this actually is the case. 

Revision to LC Subject Headings Romance literature and Love stories
        
Janis Young: This next note about Romance literature and Love stories is basically a heads up. In LCSH, the heading Romance literature has been used for literary works that are written in multiple Romance languages. Unfortunately, a lot of people have used that for Love stories, of the Harlequin Romance variety. And we know that Love stories are often called “romances.” Also in LCGFT, the heading for Love stories is Romance fiction. In order to solve some of these problems, we have changed Romance literature to Romance-language literature, we have also changed all the narrower terms, so we have Romance–language fiction. We hope this will help people not apply this to Love stories. Also no earlier than September, we will be revising Love stories and everything like Love stories, Hebrew, Love stories, American to Romance fiction to more closely emulate what people actually call these. Now here’s the thing, and I’ve received a couple emails on this. We still have an issue that people use the heading Romances for bodice rippers. Romances being the Sir Gawain and the Green Knight kind of things so that gets a little mixed up, too. We looked into doing something with that but unfortunately that’s what everybody calls them. I mean, that is what they are, so there wasn’t much we could do there. We could fix it partially. 
 
Robert Maxwell: You could qualify it by calling it “medieval epic” or something like that. I think it gets very confusing.
 
Janis Young: Bob is suggesting maybe a qualifier. And that’s something that came up in the discussion not sure why we dropped that idea, or if we could revisit that, if that’s a possibility. The reason I’m saying this is really a heads up. When we change Love stories to Romance fiction, the new heading will conflict with the former heading reference on Romance-language fiction. So we are removing that former heading UF. We almost never do this. This is an exceptional situation. We will be putting a note in the records saying this used to be Romance fiction and explaining why we took out the former heading UF. Before September, we highly recommend that you really take a look in your catalogs adjust anything that was cataloged as Romance fiction to Romance-language Fiction, and maybe check to make sure your Love Stories are not there. Because when we do make the change of Love stories to Romance fiction, it could cause a mess if the previous change isn’t already taken care of. That will happen no earlier than September.
 
Official Websites for GNIS and Geonames

Janis Young: Moving over to proposals again, I just wanted to have a quick note here about GNIS and Geonames. We require, as a unit of the federal government, that proposals for geographic features that are in LCSH use either the form of name that is provided by GNIS or GEOnet or a variation thereof, according to the SHM. A lot of catalogers have begun to cite geonames.org which is not one of the official websites. geonames.org is a mashup. It contains geographic data from about 80 sources, multiple countries, multiple languages, and some of those resources are possibly not very authoritative. If you do make these proposals, please use the official websites which are given in the SHM. 

Notable New Headings

Janis Young: This was actually quite a boring 6 months in terms of how subject proposals went, so we didn’t have a lot of new headings, but we did have a couple I thought might interest you. They include a proposal we approved for the At sign. We have Flash fiction now; Gender-neutral toilet facilities; Hangover

Deborah Rose-Lefmann: Only now?

[laughter]

Deborah Rose-Lefmann: Should have had this a long time ago

Janis Young: Well, I think it was for a work of humor about hangovers. So we now have Hangover.

___: What’s the BT for that?

Janis Young: I think it’s Alcohol impacts  ...Speaking of headings you can’t believe aren’t in there yet, I did a SACO workshop on Friday on proposing new and revised topical subject headings, and one of the participants brought up the fact, you know I get a lot of books about libido, there is no subject heading for libido, so she might be proposing that. The last new notable heading we have is for the disappeared Malaysia Airlines flight, and that form of heading is Malaysia Airlines Flight 370 Incident, 2014. The proposal originally had it as a crash but we were a little bit uncomfortable with that because officially we really don’t know it crashed . . . So we changed it to incident which we have some precedent for in LCSH. 

Classification Schedule for Law of Indigenous Peoples in the Americas

Janis Young: So a quick note about the Classification for the Law of Indigenous Peoples in the Americas, I keep reporting we’re about done with that. I’m going to report again, we’re about done with that. We are still fine tuning. I’m informed that we will be done this summer. We will be making an announcement about that when it happens. The Law schedules for Indians of Mexico and some countries Central and South America are also now being developed. 
 
SACO Workshop

Janis Young: I gave a SACO workshop on Friday. I think it was pretty successful because we were supposed to end at 5:00 and people wanted to stay till 5:30. So that was pretty nice. And they were with me the whole way, so they were very impressive. . . But we do want to thank the University of San Francisco. They provided us with wonderful facilities for this and  wonderful hospitality.
 
GENRE / FORM AND DEMOGRAPHIC GROUP TERMS

Janis Young: Rather quick notes on Genre/Form and Demographic Group Terms

Music Genre/Form Project 
Janis Young: Music Genre/Form Project, we approved 567 terms in 2015. PSD and the MLA Task Force are continuing to discuss about 100 more terms. These are terms that for various reasons, one or the other of us just wasn’t comfortable with putting them in the initial release. As we resolve issues with them, they will appear on regular Tentative Lists. We’re not doing another special music list. 
 
Literature Genre/Form Project

Janis Young: For literature project, we are all familiar with that.  Alex is the chair for the working group in SAC with that. We were able to approve about 230 of those terms in May but unfortunately due to staffing and workload in PSD we were not able to finish. We have about 160 terms to go. We fully expect those to have those approved in September. Probably the records will be available in October, because of the processing that has to be done after everything is approved and modified. All of the approved are on List 1515. You can see them on our website. All of the yet-to-be-approved terms are on Tentative List 1516 which is also posted on our website. . . We basically have half the alphabet done. We stopped more or less in the K’s. But anything that was needed for hierarchy, e.g., we approved Haiku, so we needed the broader term of Poetry, so Poetry got approved. 

Religion Genre/Form Project

Janis Young: We now do have the official approvals for Religion Genre/Form Project. This is a Project that we undertook with the American Theological Library Association. There are about 40 proposals in Tentative List 1518. We will be approving this in September 2015, as well, and we are requesting comments on those proposals by August 31 and you can send those to me. 

Proposals for New and Revised Genre/Form Terms

Janis Young: We are not yet accepting proposals for new and revised terms in the areas of music, literature, religion, or the ‘general’ terms. We are continuing to accept proposals for moving images, non-musical recorded sound, cartography, and law. And the reason we are not accepting proposals is that we have some work to do yet on those four newer projects. 
 
LC Implementation

Janis Young: We have begun to implement the music genre/form terms. They are now appearing in some records and that is being slowly rolled out by our staff. We haven’t decided when in ABA when we will be implementing the literature terms or the general terms. The books on music and musical works are handled by the Music Division and the MPBRS, and they can implement their stuff at a different time.
 
Library of Congress Demographic Group Terms (LCDGT)

Janis Young: And finally the Demographic Group Terms, we approved about 400 Demographic Group Terms in the pilot on Tuesday. All the links went live on Thursday. So you can now download all the terms in MARC format on the LCDGT download page. The URL is not in the report -- I thought it was -- it’s in another report I made, it didn’t make it into this one on time, and also you can search them in Class Web. They also are available in the Linked Data Service.
 
The LCDGT download page provides the records in MARC UTF-8 format. id.loc.gov of course provides them in multiple formats. 

We are recommending that libraries not yet implement the demographic terms for creators or audiences. This is chiefly because we feel at this point it will be more frustrating to everybody than helpful because the vocabulary is very spotty. We have covered a lot of the demonyms for US states and Canadian provinces, and we have regions within the United States and Canada, and we have a pretty extensive list of education levels, and sexual orientation and gender groups but other than that it’s pretty spotty. Through the end of the year, Libbie and I will be creating more proposals. We’re hoping to propose 100s of more terms to the vocabulary. Those will be approved by the end of the year. At that point it will be robust enough, we think, for people to start implementing. By that time as well we hope to have some general guidelines for application that can be followed. 

Programs on LCGFT, LCMPT, and LCDGT at ALA 

Janis Young: In my report, I have a note about the two programs, of course the program we are doing tomorrow [Coming to Terms with the New LC Vocabularies]. And I gave a program yesterday morning called Enhancing Access to Literary Works for Children: LC’s Genre/Form and Audience Terms. It was at 8:30 am. We didn’t have a huge group but the people who were there were interested in this. Several people came up to me afterwards. There were cupcakes afterwards. Angela Murphy-Walters brought cupcakes because it’s the 50th anniversary of the CYAC program. So it was a little bit of a celebration after the presentation. People were really excited and interested to implement this, and one of the people who was there came up to me and said that she was really excited about this and it made her think about all kinds of possibilities. So I was very pleased to hear that. Does anybody have any questions for me?
 
Robert Maxwell: Maybe it’s a CIP question, but it’s about genre/form though. When we began CIP, I kind of got my hand slapped for using LCSH terms in CIP. I assume now we should use LCGFT? This is for CIP.
 
Janis Young: For CIP, the literature terms, if there is one approved, the preference -- we haven’t done the documentation yet -- but the preference would be to use LCGFT. If there is not one in LCGFT, please continue to use GSAFD.

Robert Maxwell: And then if there is not one there, we can then use LCSH?

Janis Young: Yes, then LCSH would be the third level of triage
 
Alex Thurman: Janis, I have a question as well. I noticed that in the section under music genre/form you mentioned that the Task Force and PSD would discuss approximately 100 more as yet unapproved forms. The Literature project has a comparable situation, but doesn’t have a comparable note--would there be some qualitative difference between the two sets of unapproved terms? 
 
Janis Young: I didn’t include it in the Literature section, not because -- I mean we are aware of the concerns of the working group and will continue looking at those -- because we’re not yet finished with the ones that appeared on the Tentative List. Once those terms are approved, then we can start looking at and thinking about some of the other terms with which we have had disagreements, or that just need to have issues worked out. So, it’s more a timing issue than a substantive difference.
 
Alex: Any other questions for Janis? Stephen?

Stephen Hearn: ISNI has a single record for Lewis Carroll and Charles Dodgson while LCNAF has him as two people. So would the ISNI number go on both of those authorities, or one of the authorities? [mapping question]
 
Janis Young: I don’t know the answer to that. I can try to get the information for you and email the group about that. 
 
Liz Bodian: I was concerned after we had done all of this work on the LCDGT to see that discussion on the PCC list about gender.  The main concern seemed to be that we are labeling people. But my understanding was that we weren’t labeling anyone with what they didn’t choose themselves. Is that going to made really, really clear, so that people don’t keep on getting upset by it.
 
Janis Young: We want to make it really, really, really clear . We don’t have the documentation really firm at this point for the Creator/Contributor aspect. Audience you can look at someone and know who the audience, but the Creator/Contributor can be a little bit more difficult. The way we are envisioning the documentation it that it will say if the Creator/Contributor or Editors explicitly indicate, so if a work of a bunch of short stories by multiple people and the editor indicates these are all by gays, lesbians, transgender, doctors, lawyers, that we would bring out and we have always done that with LCSH anyway. For individuals the idea here is not that we look at a picture and say, “Wow, that looks like a woman.”  The idea here is that if that person explicitly identifies his or herself as belonging to a particular demographic group -- whether that be sexual orientation, occupation, some other social group, educational level and so forth, that then we can encode it in Creator/Contributor. The question has arisen, well, what if the person’s self-identification changes over time. Because the intent of these terms is to be used in bib records and authorities, works and expressions, it would be what they self-identified at the time that work was published or otherwise made available. We are aware that some of these terms may be used in other ways. But as far as the original intent goes we want to be clear about what is going on.
 
Liz Bodian: The one I keep wondering about is people who are born with a gender ambiguous name.

___: Robin

Liz Bodian: Exactly, that is a separate issue from whether they change what they are during their lifetime and it sometimes is useful to know.
 
Janis Young: It can be useful. On the other hand I was in a meeting. I have colleague named Carol and I was in a meeting where he was constantly identified as a she. He gets that all the time. Actually I have two colleagues in PSD. Kay Giles, in his sig line he says “Mr. Kay Giles” because he’s always called she. So gender ambiguous names can be an issue, which is another why we don’t want to just assume anything, it is useful for identification definitely. They are useful for self-identification. We want to make sure they are self-identifying as well.
 
 
Tina: In the initial draft there was a problem that Transgender people were put in a sexual orientation group
 
Janis Young: We fixed that. That was not just in the record but in the Guiding principles, and those Guiding principles have now been updated. They haven’t been updated on the website, but they will be updated. Also transgender ended up in wrong category in the MARC LCDGT code definitions, and I will be working with the NDMSO staff to update not only that but the rest of those as well. To actually use the form of heading we determined. We put those examples in before we knew what the terms would be. So we will want to fully update that page at least to the extent we can. We are not changing the definitions, just examples, and adding new codes. So we will be working on that.

Andrea Morrison: I just want to point out that the same sensitivity is needed with race. I just went to a program where it was reported that in the 2010 census over 30% of respondents identified themselves with more than one race because they were given that option. Whereas in the previous census, it was under 5%, so that will be tricky especially if there are many races involved that people are self-identified with.
 
Janis Young: If someone does self-identify as being of multiple races, then yes, multiple terms can be assigned for that. Subfield a is repeatable till we run out of characters in the field. The 385 is as well repeatable if the choice is to assign multiple 385s instead of stringing it into a single 385. But we do need to be very careful how we categorize people and make sure it is how people self-identify themselves. Actually one of the people at the program yesterday for the children’s literature commented that her institution considers her to be African American. She does not identify as African American. She identifies as Black. So we have to be careful to describe people the way they describe themselves.

Janis Young: Anyone else? Okay, thank you very much.

Alex Thurman: Thank you, Janis.

1.8 Dewey Decimal Classification Reports

1.8.1 Report on Dewey Decimal Classification and OCLC Dewey Services (Libbie Crawford) [SAC15-ANN/7A]

Report titled “Dewey News, June 2015, ALA Edition” was distributed to attendees and was presented with no discussion.

1.8.2	Report of the Dewey Section liaison (Caroline Saccucci) [SAC15-ANN/7B]

Report was presented with no discussion.

1.8.3	Report of the Dewey Classification Editorial Policy Committee liaison (Deborah Rose-Lefmann) [SAC15-ANN/7C]


Deborah Rose-Lefmann: The meeting was held June 8-9, 2015 at LC, the first time in several years that we have met in DC. This was nice not only for the change in scenery, but also because it allowed part-time and volunteer assistant editors and members of the Dewey section at LC to attend. 

Deborah Rose-Lefmann (cont.): EPC welcomed our newest member, Michele Zwierski, from the Nassau Library system in New York, and Carol Bean, the new Dewey Assistant Editor. 

Deborah Rose-Lefmann (cont.):South Africa featured prominently in our discussions this time. There had been a complete reorganization of South African administrative units below the level of province some time ago; EPC approved updates to the classification in Table 2 to reflect this. In the history schedules for South Africa, a user had asked where to put Post-apartheid South Africa. Normally historical period numbers change with administration or reign. 968.06 was the number for Republic of SA, but in the middle of the span, between the administrations of de Klerk (968.064) and Mandela (968.065) apartheid ended. It was unclear where to class post-Apartheid SA. EPC approved a proposal to cap 968.06x with the end of apartheid and start 968.07 for post-apartheid SA, requiring new numbers for all presidents starting with Mandela.

Deborah Rose-Lefmann (cont.): There was a curious discussion on whether 000 is an assignable number. If you look at the schedules, in the summaries 000 is listed for Computer Science, Information & General works, only because each hundred starts with 00 not 01; but the schedule itself begins with 001, Knowledge. LC has always had a policy of not assigning 000 but some libraries (DNB) have done so. So it became necessary to clarify that it was not intended to be an assignable number.

Deborah Rose-Lefmann (cont.): We finally planted the angiosperms; a new classification used by botanists (APG III), necessitated a complete revision of the 583-584 schedules. The editors deserve (and got) a rousing round of applause for this one. EPC approved submitting the schedule for outside review; once any comments from the review have been processed we expect to approve it one last time. 

Deborah Rose-Lefmann (cont.): The Canadian representative asked for a number for human trafficking (as a crime; 364.1551); it was necessary to clarify the distinction between human trafficking and human smuggling, even though journalists do not always make the distinction clearly. 

Deborah Rose-Lefmann (cont.): We always get to approve a new historical period notation for a country that has had a change in administration, usually it is one that has been in the news. This time a systematic review of all open periods was done, and we approved updated historical periods for 31 countries in one exhibit. This will be a routine feature going forward. (Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary, India, Iran, Indonesia, Canary Islands, Mali, Burkina Faso, Senegal, Cape Verde, Cote d’Ivoire, Sao Tome and Principe, Central African Republic, Kenya, Mozambique, Namibia, Malawi, Guatemala, El Salvador, Costa Rica, Panama, Chile, Peru, Venezuela, Guyana, Suriname, Paraguay, Uruguay)

Deborah Rose-Lefmann (cont.): EPC reviewed several discussion papers on Native American topics, including the law of indigenous peoples and indigenous groups as sovereign nations with geographic extent (T2 concepts rather than T5 concepts). These will be developed further in consultation with the American Indian Library Association, so expect to hear more in future meetings.

Deborah Rose-Lefmann (cont.): A follow-up electronic meeting will be held in October 2015; the next live meeting (139) will be held June 6-7, 2016 at OCLC.

[No discussion.]

1.9 Report of the RDA Subcommittee and SAC Liaison to CC:DA (Robert Maxwell) [SAC15-ANN/8] and discussion of RDA subcommittee proposal [SAC15-ANN/8B]

Robert Maxwell: So we’ll start with the CC:DA, I’ll just note two things in the report that might be of interest to SAC. The Joint Steering Committee has   two new working groups: Fictitious Entities Working Group which will be of interest to SAC because there is some talk about disallowing fictitious characters as persons; and then the Relationship Designators Working Group might be interesting to SAC because the relationship designator is a way of telling what the subject or the relationship is, so I think that might be of interest to you. So there is a working group on how RDA is going to deal with relationship designators.There are two revision proposals: 

Rare Books and Manuscripts Section has prepared a proposal dealing with published descriptions. This is what has been put in the 510 field. It’s actually of interest to music also.

Robert Maxwell [to Casey Mullin] : Is that where you catalog the thematic catalog…

Casey Mullin: That sounds right.

Robert Maxwell: The trouble is, given SACs revision proposal to RDA and their acceptance of it, this caused a problem for these notes about descriptions. The Joint Steering Committee decided they serve as subject and the rare books community said, “Well, not really, it’s sometimes just citations,” and so I can’t really tell you much more about it as I missed the discussion yesterday, but there is a proposal dealing with that. There is also a proposal to completely redo Appendix K which is the relationships between  Persons, Families, and Corporate Bodies. I think this should be of interest to SAC partly because it is the relationship designators . . . but also there was some discussion in the group about some relationship designators that are really subject relations, depending upon where characters go, for instance, creator vs the creation, who created the fictitious character, that relationship we’d like to bring out, and that’s been included in the report, and it will go in the proposal to JSC, and they will decide what to do with things like that. It’s expected that both of these proposals will be forwarded to JSC for their November 2015 meeting.

Robert Maxwell: The [SAC-RDA] Subcommittee. The main thing we’re going to talk about in a second is the proposal we’re hoping to send to the PCC Policy Committee, which is about putting subject relationships in work authority records. I did want to say though that we did meet on Friday, and we talked about some possible future projects. So assuming SAC gives us all an okay, we will move on it. One of them was to pursue looking at Appendix M which is the new subject relationship designators appendix, and a similar project would be an Appendix K project. With Appendix M, seeing if there are any relationship designators that should be added, and also maybe some ideas for guidance on how to implement Appendix M in bibliographic records. 

Robert Maxwell: So if it’s all right, we will move on to the proposal. This is going to require action at the end of the discussion. So the subcommittee, now that RDA explicitly recognizes subject relationships to works, we now feel like we should be able, in our authority records, to code subject strings or subject terms in the various 5XX fields which are already authorized for use in MARC but they are not authorized for use in the descriptive cataloging manual and PCC policy. So essentially the basic thing we’re going to do is send this to the Policy Committee is to ask them to change their policy and allow us to encode subject strings in work and expression authority records. Now, here are the implications you need to know about: First is that this would be a change in practice which would now allow links in 5XX fields to other controlled vocabularies, aside from the name authority file. So that’s one big thing. The other one we would like to propose as part of the policy change is to allow strings to be put in these fields without explicitly authorizing them in an authority record. In bibliographic records we can follow LCSH without creating authority records for every single subject string. We would like to do the same in the work authority, in the 5XX fields. 

Robert Maxwell: So let’s have a look at the proposal. So specifically we are asking about changing the LC Guidelines supplement which tells us not to use certain subfields -- in 500, 510, 511, 530 -- which are many of them subject related subfields, and also certain fields which are simply forbidden, which include 548, 550, and so forth. So we have asked PCC to lift the restrictions on using these extra subfields and also on the whole fields which are totally forbidden, and then allow us to use them in work or expression authority records with a relationship designator to say what the relationship is. Now because we are proposing linkage to another vocabulary, as part of this proposal, if PCC approves it in principle, this would require a proposal to the MARC committee to allow subfield $2 to be used in the 5XX fields indicate what vocabulary you are working with. So are there any questions? Yes, Janis.

Janis Young: I did have one question . It’s the examples. As an example, the Hayman, Ronald example which is for K, a biography of Kafka. It’s pretty close to the top. There is a 380 for Biographies and that’s from LCGFT, and then there are 555’s. Why the duplication?

Robert Maxwell: Well, that’s duplicated in the way RDA works. 
 
Adam Schiff: The simplest explanation is that one is an attribute, and one is a relationship.
 
Robert Maxwell: So that is the simplest explanation. And we kind of filled these out more fully than your average person would because -- we put the kitchen sink in -- so the two 555’s for instance, one is pulling it off the subdivision from the subject heading -- a la FAST -- that they were faceting, and the other is actually the genre/form term for Biographies. 
 
Janis Young: So just let me follow up with that. For example, the Margaret Mitchell, Gone with the wind example. It has a 380 for Novels -- and I’m getting the distinction that RDA makes -- so there is a 380 for Novels, and then there are Genre/Form terms in the 555 for Historical fiction, Romance fiction, War fiction, and Novels, and Fiction, Fiction being from LCSH. 

Robert Maxwell: Yes, which is a subdivision -- that’s a subdivision.

Janis Young: Right. Why -- and this might just be my lack of deep familiarity with RDA --  but why not Historical fiction, Romance fiction and War fiction also in the 380?

Robert Maxwell: Yes, they could have been. I mean, in my own work authority records, I’ve been using those in 380 as well. 

Janis Young: So that would be a cataloger choice to do that

Robert Maxwell: Yes

Janis Young: There’s not a technical reason

Robert Maxwell: We were not proposing these as the ideal way to do the record necessarily. Those could have been in the 380 as well. 

Janis Young: Okay, thank you. 
 
Stephen Hearn:   Just to add a little context to this, you mentioned earlier in the LC Report about creating BIBFRAME work records from LC Uniform title authorities, works usually in RDA have subject terms which would be in bibliographic records. Is LC going to map subject terms into the BIBFRAME work record?
 
Janis Young: I can follow up on that as well. There is actually going to be a meeting I am attending, it looks like next week that would probably answer that question and I can let the committee know.
 
Robert Maxwell: So any other questions or comments? One other thing I forgot to mention is that we are proposing that PCC authorize relationship designators for subject -- which I don’t think needs authorization -- because there is already a principle established there to use the highest level RDA, like Creator, but we would also like to see genre/form being allowed which is not an RDA concept at the moment and we would like to pull this into this, include that in work or expression.
 
Casey Mullin: I had a comment about the requirement that the 5XX fields have authority records. I noticed in the example, the string is England -- Social life and customs -- Nineteenth century -- Fiction.

Robert Maxwell: Right, the example is towards the end.

Casey Mullin: While it might be true that that whole string wouldn’t have an authority record, each of the pieces does. 
 
Robert Maxwell: That’s not always going to be the case.
 
Casey Mullin: Right, in this particular example, it is true, that each of the pieces has an authority record

Robert: I think have another example, well, I don’t think it’s always going to be the case where each piece has an authority record.

Casey Mullin: Right, I was wondering, if you propose making a distinction between a field where everything in it is authorized versus a field where it is only constructed according to the rules, then I would expect to see an example that’s a little more clearly.

Robert Maxwell: Right, and it’s partly represented, you know we were thinking about this towards the end as we were finishing … I think we do need to, if you all approve and we send the proposal out, I would kind of like to revamp the examples so that we have some examples with the strings in them, and some examples with the facets, just so we can show ...

Stephen Hearn: I don’t think the committee was really recommending a differentiation. We were saying, “ If we can do it with constructed strings, that’s probably better because here’s what we do in bib records. If we have to authorize the pieces, then here’s what it would look like.” But we are not really saying we want to be able to differentiate.
 
Robert Maxwell: We also would like to establish the principle that it is not just LCSH. We can use any authorized subject scheme, and however the subject scheme allows itself to be used, for instance LCSH is the only one that allows subdivisions, FAST vocabularies also allow subdivisions also for instance, so we would like to just establish that we should be able to construct subject strings as the vocabulary tells you.
 
Casey Mullin: Right, right I agree with that. What I am hanging up on a little bit is the idea that a code, LCSH -- hyphen -- SHM, carries some kind of meaning that the entire string may not have an authority record for the entire string, whereas to me I would look at that, and I would say, “Oh, this code means that the whole permutation has been constructed according to rules,” and I wouldn’t necessarily think that it’s saying anything about whether each piece of it has an authority record. 

Robert Maxwell: Actually, I think most of us would agree with that. I mean, LCSH by itself where the second indicator is zero in the bibliographic record does not mean there is an authority record, it just means that it was constructed according to code, so that’s what ...code… in LCSH all by itself means, we were just suggesting the possibility if they all did that we could have some slightly different codes for a string that doesn’t have authority records on the back end.
 
Stephen Hearn:  The other distinction here to keep in mind is that in the bib record, that’s the way we define it, but in the authority record the practice has been that the 5XX corresponds to a fully established authority record and that’s really the rule we’re trying to bend here, to be more in line with the bib practice.
 
Adam Schiff: I would be perfectly happy if SAC decided we don’t even like that second option that we just want to put forward the option that you can construct the string that doesn’t have an authority record.

Robert Maxwell: So we can take out … the SHM thing is confusing. We can completely take that out. That’s fine with me, too.
 
Andrea Morrison: I think at this time it is a good idea to take it out. I would also like the California biography series to include the monographic series.

Robert Maxwell: Oh, the 380?

Andrea Morrison: Yes.

Robert Maxwell: Okay.

Andrea Morrison: The first example.

Robert Maxwell: That’s a good idea.
 
Alex Thurman: If there are no further questions for Bob, would we like to make a motion that we approve sending this to the PCC, Policy Committee, along with the tweaks to the examples the Subcommittee feels are appropriate?

___:  [raises hand to approve]

Alex Thurman: Okay, is there a second?

Andrea Morrison: Second.
 
Alex Thurman: So we should vote, just raise your hand -- if you are a voting member -- if you agree to send this to the PCC Policy Committee.

Alex Thurman: 9 votes for “aye”. Are there any no votes? All right so the motion passes. So the RDA Subcommittee can send this on when it is happy with the revised examples.

Robert Maxwell: Thank you very much.

1.10 Report of the SAC Research and Presentation Subcommittee (Christopher Case)  [SAC15-ANN/9]  and discussion of future presentation topics

Alex Thurman: So the last topic for today, Christopher Case is going to talk about the Presentation Subcommittee, and subsequently we’ll discuss what we might present in future conferences because we haven’t done that yet. 

[break]
 
Christopher Case: So, I submitted my report and there isn’t a whole more beyond what is there. We had a great presentation in Midwinter, and since then we have been working to put together the program that is going on tomorrow, the program called “Coming to Terms with the New LC Vocabularies.” You might have noticed that we went down from 5 speakers to 3, just to prevent repetition to maximize individual speaker’s time.   The presentation will be taking place in the Moscone Convention Center 2003 West at 1:00 o’clock, the first 90 minutes of the committee meeting.  Originally on the ALA planner, scheduler, it says that the presentation is in the Convention Center and that are committee meeting is back here, but that has been changed. We’re just going to stay in the same room. The speakers include Adam Schiff, Janis Young, and Hermione Vermeij. That’s basically all I had to present. As far as discussion, I will be cycling off after this Annual so we will need a new chair for the working group and we also will need to discuss potential new topics for presentations. 

Alex Thurman: I also want to thank Chris for doing a great job in this role and especially in solving the technical problems, for example, getting both segments of our meeting moved to the same room was helpful. And as we speak now, getting the slides loaded.
 
Christopher Case: Yeah, when I got an email when I got here that there is a Conference Harvester through which we have to submit our slides because we won’t be able to use thumb drives on the computers in the rooms, so I am going to deal with that later today and hopefully that will not be an issue.

Stephen Hearn: Could you say again which room we are in? 

Christopher Case: Oh, sure, it’s the Convention Room Center, Room 2003 West.

Stephen Hearn: Thank you. 
 
Alex Thurman: Let’s talk about whether anyone right away wants to volunteer to be the new chair. We don’t have to resolve it now. We can also think about it and talk about it again tomorrow, if you need time to think about it. We also need to about if we need more people on the committee. If anyone wants to volunteer for that let me know as well. Anyone who has served on the committee, any comments?
 
Andrea Morrison: I will serve on the committee but I would rather not be chair at this time.

Alex Thurman: Jennifer you were on the committee, are you still going to be on the committee? 

Jennifer Bromley: I would like to. 

Brian Cain: I can help out as well. 
 
Alex Thurman: Just to get people thinking about this -- and we can bring this up at tomorrow’s meeting as well -- we’ve done a lot of great work on getting presentations for the previous winter and the current annual that we will see tomorrow -- but we haven’t thought much beyond that, so does anyone have any ideas about topics they think are pressing? Part of the reason we are talking about the topic tomorrow is that the work of this committee on various working groups, like LCGFT, seem to all be coming together at the same time, so it seemed useful to have a program about that. Are there any other movements like that, that would be useful for either Midwinter or the next Annual? 
 
Andrea Morrison: Well, I’m thinking something about the subject relationships, about practice or use, practices -- how libraries are using them, so kind of a panel, or a couple speakers, a little bit about the theory, a little about the use, maybe about linked data. 
 
Robert Maxwell: I think that’s good idea but I’d like to suggest that perhaps we wait and see how PCC reacts to our proposal. If they react positively, then perhaps a year from now we can have a session not only with linked data but also how to put this all into practice.

Andrea Morrison: So, a year from now?

Robert Maxwell: Before we plan such a session we find out whether PCC is going to approve recording relationships in authority records because that could be part of such a session but we just don’t know if that can be part of the session at this point, but I think it’s a great idea.
 
Stephen Hearn: Faceting is becoming a much bigger thing now, with OCLC putting in faceting in records, and Cornell moving to experiment, and the whole business of how we conceive subject access in a faceted environment -- and the relationship between terms in a faceting environment -- is an interesting conundrum.
 
Alex Thurman: Other ideas? Okay, I ask you to keep thinking about these things, and those who are actually on the group will have e-mail discussions about them … maybe I will bring this up again tomorrow. Midwinter is not that far off. Midwinter is just a speaker, so we should begin the discussion of the topic. 
 
Andrea Morrison: Well, the whole idea of faceting is good, and I just had a discussion about pre-coordination and post-coordination and how students really search now and how they are really confused about what they see. So that might go in a certain direction.
 
Alex Thurman: All right. So let’s adjourn for today and see you all tomorrow at the Moscone Center for our program. Thanks.
 
Adjournment

Meeting adjourned at 10:39 a.m.

ALCTS/CaMMS Subject Analysis Committee (SAC)
2015 ALA Annual Meeting
Monday, June 29, 2015
1:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m.
Moscone Center, 2003 (W)

2.1 ALCTS Program (1:00-2:30)
“Coming to Terms with the New LC Vocabularies: Genre/Form (Literature, Music, General), Demographic Groups and Medium of Performance”

Discussion following the presentations:
 
Question: With the instruction for preference of order according to what the classification number is, has that communication been communicated …  involving standards, etc., etc. so that they will be captured in that way.

Janis Young: Possibly indirectly. I have been talking with the people who are developing BIBFRAME. I don’t know that I have been explicit at this point -- that would follow as well of course for LCSH because order of subject headings there is really important as well because the first one or first two subject headings are supposed to reflect the class number. But you’re right, it needs to be explicitly indicated -- and whether in the future that continues to be the case. But in MARC format because we can, most systems will accept the subject headings and …  won’t rearrange them. Some do, I know. In the MARC format it’s not an issue, but you’re right, we need to address it going forward.

Question: Right, it isn’t explicit … in MARC format but it … part of the instruction for how MARC 21 systems should operate.
  
Janis Young:  Right, well, it’s not an element of MARC.

Question: Exactly, it’s not an element of MARC.

Janis Young: The guideline will appear in the instructions just like there are instructions for LCSH and LC-SHM, but the guideline will appear in the manual for defining vocabularies, so we’ll take it from there. 

Question: But it’s problematic … as you had mentioned … in that there isn’t a way of encoding the __ and w’s ...

Janis Young: Yes, that’s true. 

Question: Could you talk a little bit about the relationship these new LCGFT Literature terms and the older Guidelines for Subject Access to Individual Works of Fiction, Drama?

Janis Young: With these new vocabularies we are not attempting to override or supercede any existing vocabulary. However, over the years GSAFD has not been updated for quite a while, and there are new forms out there, and there are no mechanisms for updating GSAFD. The idea of Library of Congress is that … in house we will stop assigning GSAFD and we will start assigning LCGFT and we have now … is to revise bib records that have GSAFD, most GSAFD terms will have an LCGFT equivalent. There might be one or two ...

Question:  … Regency fiction, Christian fiction, that were on the table to come into LCGFT?

Janis Young: For LC, anyway, we will prefer to use the vocabulary we are developing. We are not saying GSAFD should not be used. It’s a great resource, and it’s very useful for some libraries. LCGFT is simply under motion.

Question: Hi, first I want to really thank the many task groups, the working groups, the subject and format communities who have participated and hosted LC. This has clearly been a tremendous amount of work in a relatively short period of time, and I’m really excited about the potential for precise searching and really meeting user needs. My question is more curiosity than anything else: Why now, why not 8 years ago, or 18 years ago, or 8 years into the future?
 
Janis Young: I’ll take a stab and Hermine will want to fill in. The project started with moving images in 2007. For quite a while before that -- I was not yet in PSD -- PSD had been asked for quite a while by our moving image catalogers and our sound recordings catalogers to take their home grown … and bring them into LCSH in some way. They wanted genre/form to come out of PSD, and that’s where this whole thing started. Why it was started? At the time it was, well the new interfaces were coming up, faceting became a bigger thing, and so with our technology today it becomes more reasonable to be able to have this type of thing. As for why exactly 2007 -- that’s the year I started in March as a detailee which is a temporary reassignment into CPSO and it was given to me as my 6 month project, and I have been working there now for 8 years on this. So, now I’m permanent.
 
Adam Schiff:  I think we have been talking ever since the 655 field was created -- and God knows how long ago that was -- anybody here? Mid-90s or longer?

Question: 80s
Adam Schiff:  80s, right. Ever since that we’ve known that we shouldn’t be putting things like music -- Popular music and Rap music -- in that field, that we should be putting Poetry or American poetry, examples of “is”. The “is-ness” should not be in the “subject-ness” fields, but I think a lot of this is owed to Janis because she is the mover and shaker behind this at LC, and a lot of this stuff would not have happened if it were not for her initiative and her willingness to put in the time and effort, and going to bat for additional projects at LC, knowing that this would impact a lot of her workload. So, I think that’s part of it, and of course for the literature and the general terms, once LC started the ball rolling, and got films and maps and music and don’t forget cookbooks -- there are three of them, three genre terms for cookbooks -- now it became obvious to SAC that we needed this for literature and music, so I think that was sort of the impetus, and for the general terms I think that was like, wouldn’t it be great if we had a group of general terms we could use, and that was a discussion just with people in SAC -- and that was how the genre/form subcommittee got formed.
 
Hermine Vermeij: I’m not the best person to answer this for music because I was not around. The ball had already started rolling, but I know the music community had been interested in genre/form for a long time and there had been some trouble getting traction nationally with LC, but once things got going, music was happy to join.
 
Question: What principle has been used -- or is it not really necessary within the scope of genre/form --  to avoid semantic ambiguity when a single narrower term has multiple broader terms? … It’s a problem in MeSH...have you not had to concern yourselves with possible semantic ambiguity …  
 
Hermine Vermeij: Usually we tried to decide --  if it had two  broader terms -- is this actually something with two broader terms, or is this something that needed to be qualified and have two separate terms. In the example with Ballades, we have Ballades (Instrumental music) and Ballades (Literature) and they’re really different. Somebody might want to have two separate terms. In some cases it really is one concept with two broader terms, and then leave the top hierarchy.

Christopher Case: Any other questions?

Question: Maybe this is just sort of a minor point, but I was just wondering if there are any implications for this in the 008 or fixed field? For instance, whenever I do something about Novellas I flip a coin to decide whether it is going to be a Novel or Short story, and now that there’s a term Novellas, is there a corresponding value affixed to the 008. 


Janis Young: There has been no discussion of that within PSD. 

Adam Schiff: And there has been no discussion of that within the Genre/Form Subcommittee.

Question: Along with the trillions of other things you have to discuss.

Janis Young: Just because there has been no discussion of it, that doesn’t mean that we can’t discuss it. Actually, it’s the first time someone has brought that issue up. I just hadn’t thought about it before.

Adam Schiff: Of course the real question is if you can define it easily, the difference between a short story or a novella. Do you know it when you see it? Or do you know it when it says it’s a novella?
 
Question: I’m sure this has been asked before. Are there any plans or thoughts for retrospective addition of these terms?
 
Janis Young: Yes, we actually are doing retrospective revision with our moving images. Switching them from MIM and MIG-FG to LCGFT. MIM is Moving Image Genre Terms and MIG-FG is Moving Image Genre Forms, and with our RAD-FG which is Radio Genre Form Terms, and those are actually handled by ... and our technicians love us for that. There is talk in other communities too about trying to figure out how to do this.
 
Adam Schiff: MLA is looking at retrospective ways of doing this. The AALL is looking. And it came up in our subcommittee meeting this morning. And our next project may be somehow to write some best practices for you would go about doing how to retrospective conversion. Some of us we are hoping OCLC will be involved with this as well.
 
Hermine Vermeij: MLA is working on -- I should have mentioned this in my presentation -- MLA is working on an algorithm to extract the Medium of Performance information and generate 382s in bib records. After that easy task is done, then they’re going to move on to getting 655s into records and then 385’s and 386’s, but a lot of our music data is in the subject headings already. A lot of the music catalogers have been really specific with their subjects, so we have a lot to work from. Some of the other like literature really don’t have as much to work with for retrospective conversion. Law, I think, is having some trouble. 
 
Christopher Case: Well, thank you all for coming. Thanks again to our speakers. Great presentations. Just a quick note, if you have a computer or device of some sort, and would like to let us know what you thought of today’s session, please feel free to fill out the survey at the URL on the screen. Thank you again, thanks for coming.
 
 Alex Thurman: As Chris had mentioned, that marks the end of the program. The rest of the day til 4 will be the SAC business meeting. We will have a 10 minute break before that starts.
  
2.2 Break

2.3 Welcome and Introduction of Members and Guests

Members and Liaisons present

Liz Bodian (chair-elect), Jennifer Bromley (intern), Brian Cain, Chris Case, Sherman Clarke, Lia Contursi, John DeSantis, Peter Fletcher, Tina Gross, Stephen Hearn, Robert Maxwell, Karen Miller, Andrea Morrison, Casey Mullin, Louise Ratliff, Adam Schiff (presenter), Susie Seefelt Lesieutre (intern), Alex Thurman (chair), Hermine Vermeij (presenter), Matthew Wise, Janis Young

Guests

103 in attendance for program; after program and break a smaller number of guests remained to participate in SAC business meeting.

Alex Thurman:   Alright, let’s get started with our SAC business meeting. This meeting, for those of you who don’t know, is mostly going to consist of reports from our liaisons--there will be liaison reports on the MARC Advisory Committee, on the Music Library Association, the Art Library Society of North America, the SACO at Large meeting, a brief note from the Association of American Law Libraries. Then Adam Schiff will be talking about the genre/form implementation subcommittee; he may be repeating some of the things that he presented on. We’ll also hear a report from the IFLA liaison, and there are actually two discussions--new business. So one of them is a Dartmouth proposal to revise the LCSH heading “Illegal aliens,” and we’re going to hear about that and talk about it. And Janis has a new LC proposal for the LCDGT working group to look at Indian tribe names, and we’re going to talk about that as well. So, to get things going, I’m going to ask each of the people giving their reports to come up to this microphone so that everyone can hear and so that they will be better represented in the minutes, as well as easier to hear for the audience. So, we’ll start with the MARC Advisory Committee, with Stephen Hearn.

2.4 Update on MARC Advisory Committee (MAC) (Stephen Hearn) [SAC15-ANN/10]

Stephen Hearn: The MAC agenda did not have a lot of strongly related subject stuff this time, but they had some interesting things to discuss. There was a proposal to put the RDA format of notated music into a new field, 348, and we have dealt with format of music to a degree, that’s sort of part of the music terms/vocabulary. In that context the German National Library has reported that they are still working on 655 vocabulary, which might express something similar and that would be of interest. There was a discussion defining subfield “w” for a bibliographic record control number in the MARC authority format; in particular Library of Congress, when it makes subject authority proposals, likes to include record number, and record identifier, for the piece which prompts the creation of a subject heading. And they would like to include it in a way that’s machine actionable so that, in the past it’s just sort of been buried in a text subfield, but this would put it more precisely so that you could retrieve on it and take actions. There was some discussion of whether they could use the 672 field for this purpose since it already had a subfield already defined, but really the 670 is where you’re specifying the source of the subject, or the source of the subject term, not just a book, with relationship to the 1XX, which is a little different. So, that passed.

Stephen Hearn (cont.): And then there was a longer discussion of a paper presented by Steven Folsom of Cornell talking about how the community could be more precise in the way it uses and refers to a URI kind of information. One piece of this would be to make sure there is place for a URI, and every place where there is a controlled vocabulary, which might be identified by a URI, for the code or the term. And I think MARC/MAC was sort of amenable to that though they would rather see communities that need something come to MAC and ask for it as opposed to have MAC just be charged with going and finding holes. But there was also discussion of what kind of activity you want to perform with the URI; some systems of identity management now distinguish between a URI string which is really, well it looks like a web address, but really it’s an identifier for an entity, and it’s not per se resolvable to a description. I mean you could maybe perform some actions on it and create a description, but it’s a URI for an entity, and then descriptions about that entity are composed and it’s embedded in such a description as being what the descriptions about. On the other hand, there are cases where it is a URI which resolves to like an authority record display; that’s what happens in id.loc.gov now. If having both of those functions in the same URI is problematic, and that’s something Steven Folsom was saying, there may need to be some reconsideration of how we sort out the difference between an ID for an entity or a concept, something, anything can be a subject and how we would want to identify the descriptions about those subjects. So, I thought that was interesting. Any questions?
[No discussion.] 

2.5 Report of the Liaison from the Music Library Association (Casey Mullin) [SAC15-ANN/11]

Casey Mullin: Well, you’ve heard a lot about the music endeavors related to genre/form and medium of performance from Hermine and Janis, so I will try not to repeat too much of what they said, but just to give you some other updates on what MLA is currently working on and what we’ll be soon be working on. So among the remaining terms, music terms, for LCGFT--I had yet another different number, 150, but I guess it’s between 80 and 120--at any rate, it’s a shrinking number at this point. The genre/form task force within MLA is currently working through a list of terms that we were on the fence about before, and at this point we’re actually winnowing that list down, now that we’ve had a second look and we’ve had more time to think about it. Some of them we’ve decided, well, actually they’re not really genres and we can just leave them be. Then eventually we’ll be turning to the terms that overlap into literature, but PSD wants to coordinate the music terms and the literature terms that overlap with each other and work on them together, so that will probably be later on. But at this point we’re looking at hopefully by the end of the year? By the end of the year finishing with that held over music list so that we could almost call the music project finished…“finished” with heavy quotation marks. 

Casey Mullin (cont.): By the way of training, we had a half day workshop at the Music OCLC Users Group Annual Meeting, which is held in conjunction with MLA. About 100 attendees, very enthusiastic attendees. We covered a lot of content in just in four hours. It could have been a full day. We wanted it to be full day, but alas, we had half a day. And so now we’ve encouraged catalogers to begin inputting these terms into records. And then next we will be giving a webinar--Hermine, Nancy Lorimer, and myself--will be giving an ALA Editions hosted webinar at the end of October on these two vocabularies, so watch for more information about that. 

Casey Mullin (cont.): So, about best practices, as Hermine showed you, the LCGFT best practices were just published a couple of weeks ago. The LCMPT best practices were published over a year ago now. So now that we’ve had some more time as a community to play around with and have experience with the medium of performance terms, we’ve started building a wish list of--oh, well we really need to cover this too and maybe we’ve rethought this issue--so, we’re next going to turn to that document and issue of revision. And then at that point, we will be then turning to LC to say, OK, here are our best practices; then LC can look at distilling from that what should be in the genre/form manual. And then eventually I think we’ll have a two-tier system where MLA will maintain more fleshed out best practices, but sort of the higher level concepts will be maintained within the LC document. So that’s still, we’re still working that out, but at this point that’s what we think it’s going to look like. 

Casey Mullin (cont.): Lastly, the endeavor to retrospectively convert existing 650 fields in records is underway; in MLA we are partnering with Gary Strong of Northwestern University, who has a perfect track record for this kind of data manipulation. He has already started writing a program to generate 382 fields; we started with that because it’s much more complex than the 655 and the other pieces. We’ve already done some preliminary testing, or rather he’s done it, and we’ve been reviewing the results of that testing. And so then next, we will be very soon, we will be turning to the 655 piece to start working through some of those issues. As you’ve seen there are certain terms between LCSH and LCGFT that are not equivalent, so we have to account for those situations as well as some other things. So, even though the genre part isn’t as complicated as the medium part, it’s still complicated. So, but that again, is well underway. We are also going to be issuing a white paper to PCC, also intended for OCLC and other bodies, to garner support for widespread testing and implementation of this conversion program. We would like to see it run on WorldCat someday. So that’s the idea. Are there any questions about anything?...Thankyou. 

[No discussion.]

2.6 Report of the Liaison from the Art Libraries Society of North America (ARLIS/NA) (Sherman Clarke) [SAC15-ANN/12]

Sherman Clarke: We art librarians sometimes look at the music librarians and think they have all of this wonderful structure in their cataloging committees, and ARLIS has never had as much structure as MLA, but I’m delighted that Liz O’Keefe will be moving from the MARC Advisory Committee (MAC) to the CC:DA representation, because CC:DA has been dealing with a lot of issues where the genre comes out, where the genre or the format come out in the description, and describing a poster is not just having posters as a 655, there’s also the elements of, the various elements about it, so that’s a big development I think for us. Our genre/form project has actually started working on actual terms now, and so we’ll be moving hopefully by the end of the year we’ll be at the alpha version...not even the alpha version, something so that we can give a draft if you will to Janis a look to see if we’re moving in the right directions. So, we’ve all been very glad that the other projects have come along and done their work so that we can follow their model. I think that’s sort of it for ARLIS; are there any questions?

[No discussion.]

2.7 Report of SACO at Large meeting (Sherman Clarke) [SAC15-ANN/13, submitted after the meeting]

Sherman Clarke: The SACO at Large meeting was held after the first SAC meeting... and it has been unfortunate that SACO at Large meeting has overlapped with SAC, but next time around the Cataloging and Metadata Management Section is asking for all things that happen between 8:30 and 10:30 to be meetings, so, that the PCC meetings will not be happening at the same time, so they’re going to be shifting their time period, which means they’ll probably shift their agenda so it will be more topic related than just reports from the various PCC programs. They reported on a subject heading proposal workshop, which was held on Friday, which Janis did. This was for SACO proposals at the University of San Francisco, and it went pretty well I understand. Janis also gave an LC update, which pretty much overlapped with the LC update she gave to SAC, including the bit about geonames.org not being an authorized source for geographic names that you should use the government sites. She also then talked about the LCDGT pilot, and we’ve also heard about that here, so I think the same basic points were made there that we’ve heard at SAC. I did notice as I was taking the break that they’ve already implemented LCDGT at the convention center because the banners on the way toward the lobby, the middle one says “men and women” and the side ones say “2000West” and “2001West”, so those are 370s and the middle one is a 38X, so [laughter], so anyway. I think that’s it for the SACO at Large Meeting if you have any questions. 

[No discussion.] 

2.8 Report of the Liaison from the American Association of Law Libraries (Lia Contursi) [no report available at this time]

Lia Contursi: There was no report this time because we have not met yet since Midwinter, and in fact we are meeting in July. But there are a couple of things that I might mention, and so without taking you into the idiosyncrasies of the law vocabulary, we have been discussing about realigning some hierarchies of narrower terms and broader terms of genre, which are legal opinions and court decisions and opinions, and so there might be a proposal in the pipeline to SACO to change, to make some small changes to these. And the other thing that I want to mention is that there is great enthusiasm and many expectations from the demographic group terms, so we are waiting with great anticipation the release of the list. Thank you.

[No discussion.]

2.9 Report of the SAC Genre/Form Implementation Subcommittee (Adam Schiff) [SAC15-ANN/14, submitted after the meeting]

Adam Schiff: So we met again twice at this conference. We had a four and half hour meeting on Saturday and we had an hour and a half meeting this morning, actually more like an hour and 45 minutes meeting. And...I can’t see my notes...First I want to acknowledge the chairs of the various committees: our general terms working group was pretty much over now, but Yael Mandelstam, I wanted to thank her one more time, and the people that were in that group. I don’t think they have any more plans to do much more, so I think we’re going to discharge them, with thanks. The literature working group is going to continue; they’ve requested a time slot for Midwinter; we’re going to hold it in case they want it. They met on their own on Saturday morning, and they decided to kind of take it easy for a month or two, but they’re waiting for the final group of approved terms to come out, but they also do want to continue to talk with LC about the terms that were deferred and some of the other terms, and they are going to work over the next 6 months to look at those again to decide whether there’s any they want to [fall an assort for?? 17:40 on ALA tape] any of which they decide to toss and leave as be, and they’re going to do some prioritizing on that so that when Janis is ready to take on some more work, they’ll have something for her. So, they’re going to keep going. And Alex did announce to us that he was stepping back from ALA after this conference, and he won’t be coming to Midwinter, but they decided they would continue to meet, and Alex I think has agreed to continue on as chair of that, but if we do have a meeting someone else will stand in as his proxy at Midwinter. The final group that we formulated--so those groups have been fairly inactive over the last 6 months, but we had one active working group, if you’ll remember. We formed a working group on the definition and scope of LCGFT, of genre/form within in LCGFT. And that group was chaired by Lia Contursi and had members representing each of the disciplinary projects that have been, as Janis said “quote finished,” as well as ones that are ongoing, so we had representatives from cartographic, and AV (moving image), and sound recording, and law, and general terms, and religion, etc. And they worked really hard and came up with...did a lot of research into looking into scholarly resources and reference sources as to what various disciplines defined as genre/form. And one of the things they discovered, they felt that the terms are used very interchangeably in many disciplines, and they felt although there are some outliers, it’s very difficult in general to distinguish between genre/form, and they felt that it’s probably not worth trying to. And so they have proposed a series of revisions to the introduction to LCGFT, which was written before a lot of these new projects got underway. So, it’s sort of heavily moving image, because it talks about plots, and things like that, and most music doesn’t have a plot and certainly law materials don’t have a plot and cartographic materials don’t have plots--they have plats but not plots! [laughter] So, they wrote a report with a list of their general findings, and then a list of specific recommendations for changes to the documentation itself, the actual wording, with justification. That came to you as SAC, and you approved that, and it was forwarded on to PSD, and we’re just waiting for them to give us a response to that. And once we hear back about what they’re thinking about those change proposals, will certainly impact some of the decisions of the literature working group as to what terms they feel they could talk with LC about, so we’re going to wait for that. I think Janis said that she’s read through it but she hasn’t had time to sit down and really start thinking about the issues and maybe we’ll have a response, well, probably by Midwinter. 

Adam Schiff (cont.): Lastly we have been working for the last six months like we were the previous six months on tackling the development of a genre/form manual. I didn’t get really much chance to talk about that because I was out of time. But we’ve been working on various draft instruction sheets that are modeled on the SHM. We decided to tackle this to help Janis out because we all know we need some best practices and we need some policies, and we thought we had enough people that were willing to help out that we would take a stab at drafting a first round of these. We reviewed the first draft at Midwinter, we have new drafts that we reviewed here, and we’re going to go home and make more revisions, and then we are going to send what we have to Janis; I think we agreed to send it in October. These are going to be PSD documents, so they’re not SAC documents, or ALCTS documents--I’m certain that there’ll be some credit given, you know, but we wanted to help them out, and so we expect to have those finished in their final draft form--we know that LC is going to change them as they see fit, but we’ll get those out in October. And...then at this meeting this morning, as I mentioned, the issue of retrospective conversion came up, and so we did agree to talk about coming up with some criteria that we could publish for identifying bib records and for getting terms into records; and we’ll start that discussion online. And we know we have some people who have been thinking about that a lot--the music folks and the law folks in particular have really been thinking about that, so we’re going to pick their brains and hopefully come up with something useful for that. Have I forgotten anything? There’s quite a few people on the subcommittee--have I forgotten anything? There are quite a few people on the roster that are listed as terms ending at this conference, including me, and all of the people want to be renewed, and I’m willing to be renewed, so I think it’s going to be up to Liz, I think, to reappoint me as chair, and then I can basically tell ALA that the people who are listed as going off wish to remain and hopefully they will be willing to extend their term for whatever that is. If there’s anybody else who’s interested in working on the subcommittee, just please let me know. Any questions?

Stephen Hearn:  I wasn’t able to be at the meeting this morning, so was there discussion of OCLC work records and the authority records as a place to do retroconversion? 

Adam Schiff: There was no discussion of that, but we can, you’re on the group. Any other questions? OK--thanks.

Alex Thurman: Thanks, Adam. So we have 3 items left on the agenda; 2 discussions and 1 report. I think I’m going to invert 2.10 and 2.11 so that we can finish off with our reports before we begin our discussions. So if we can have John DeSantis now do the IFLA report and then we’ll get into our discussions after that.

2.11 IFLA Liaison report (John DeSantis) [SAC15-ANN/16] 

John DeSantis: OK, I don’t have a lot to report because I gave a report at Midwinter that covered most of the activities that our committee has been working on; I’m referring to the classification and indexing section of IFLA. So, some work has been going on the various working groups we’ve established, but we haven’t had any updates of lately, although we expect the newsletter to go out at any time now, and we will have those updates. So I think the Midwinter report in 2016 will be a little bit more substantive about those activities of our group. In the meantime, I can give you a little bit of news. The big news is that this is my last report to SAC because I will be stepping down as the IFLA liaison and will be replaced by a fellow committee member, from my IFLA committee, who is sitting in this room, in the back somewhere, George Praeger. Let’s see...so what we’ve been doing since Midwinter is organizing our program for the IFLA conference in Cape Town, South Africa. It was a little easier this year because last year we had a combined program with a couple of other IFLA sections, but this one is just for classification and indexing. We’ve identified a keynote speaker for the program, who is Tom Hickey from OCLC. The name of our program is “Dynamic Subject Access: Evolution and Transformation.” We have in addition, 3 papers: one from Singapore, one from the Czech Republic, and one from Nigeria. I was also on the review group that selected these papers; we felt that because the conference was taking place in Africa it was especially important to include a paper from Africa, so we were very happy that we had a worthy submission from one of the African countries. During the conference, in Cape Town, our committee will be meeting twice, and we’re going to be planning for our open session, or program in Columbus [OH] next year in 2016. And in addition we’ve decided to have a satellite conference, which is likely to take place right before the IFLA conference. And there’s a separate planning group for that, which I believe I’m still on. And as I said, the newsletter is forthcoming, so if you’re interested in getting more detailed news watch for that on the IFLA website; it should be out in a couple of weeks. Any questions?

[No discussion.]

Alex Thurman: Now we have two interesting discussions; they were both suggested by the listed speakers, and I’m very grateful that they let me know about them...I didn’t actually ask for new items, but they came up with them anyway and they’re actually going to be really interesting additions. So the first one is, Tina Gross (SAC member) is going to come up and speak about a proposal made by Dartmouth to revise the LCSH heading “Illegal aliens” and some background about that and discuss whether SAC should investigate this further.

2.10 Discussion: Dartmouth proposal to revise LCSH heading “Illegal aliens” (Tina Gross) [SAC15-ANN/15 and SAC15-ANN/15B]

Tina Gross: Hi--I’ll start by giving a brief background. So people may or may not know that there’s sort of a national campaign--slash--social movement called “Drop the ‘I’ word” that is campaigning to get media outlets in particular, but in general, institutions to stop referring to immigrants without legal status as “illegal.” So I just just happened to come across this in the media that students at Dartmouth realized that the “I” word was being used in the library catalog, so they approached the librarians to ask if this could be changed. And what wound up happening was that the students worked with librarians at Dartmouth on a SACO proposal, which John DeSantis, who’s here and is far more familiar with the situation than I am, worked on. The packet that’s attached is a document produced by reference librarians at Dartmouth to investigate the general situation. So, the SACO proposal was made and wasn’t accepted, and the explanation that went out in the PSD notes from the meeting is included. The logic was based on what’s inherently a legal term and what isn’t. And so I know that we don’t have enough time to go into the nitty gritty of the merits of the decision and the proposal, so what I wanted to bring to this meeting was to ask, and presumably Janis is the one who can let us know if there are any...so I mean SAC can decide to make a recommendation regardless, but if there are any official, or non-official avenues or methods to request that a PSD decision be reconsidered or if there’s any kind of existing infrastructure for that, and if in fact we want to have a discussion at Midwinter or at some point in the future about making a recommendation about the heading. Because it is fairly unusual that members of a group explicitly petition the library community arguing that a term is pejorative and they don’t want to be referred to that way. And so the question of you know where that should fall in terms of priority versus what’s an inherently legal term...I mean there’s lots of things that we could discuss. But that’s basically the issue.

Alex Thurman: Great. So I think we should discuss it. Obviously we don’t have the best setup for this, but I would like anyone who does have a question to use the microphones so that we can record it and get it in the minutes so that if there is any follow-up with this in future SAC discussions we’ll have something to refer to.

John DeSantis: I think that Tina did a very good job of describing the situation, and everything she said is accurate. I just want to provide a little update. I posted an inquiry a while back to the PCC listserv on whether or not there was any kind of an appeals process or follow-up procedure in the case where a proposal to change a subject heading is not approved. I personally don’t have a vested interest in this, but when the students learned that the proposal had been rejected they were extremely upset and could not accept the decision and wanted to know what could be done about it. So that was the basis for my inquiry, because I really did not have a good answer to provide not really knowing whether there was any kind of an appeals process. So that was just my ???

Alex Thurman: Alright… Janis, do you want to weigh in?

Janis Young: So here’s the situation. As far as whether there’s an appeals process per se--no. Actually I talked a little about this at the SACO meeting; a couple of you were there, I think. This is a long answer to a short question, but to give you some background. When we receive a proposal, and for this particular proposal, collectively in PSD alone we probably spent about  5 or 6 hours researching it. And we also consulted with the law library; we consulted with the law cataloging section. We did research in legal materials like Blacks, and the U.S. Code, and we also did research in media outlets. There are times when libraries will resubmit a proposal that was not approved. On occasion we realize we made a mistake, and I’m highlighting that just because I’m going to follow-up with something, not because I think “well, we almost never make a mistake”; we do make mistakes sometimes. On occasion libraries do resubmit a proposal or reissue a proposal and we re-evaluate it at that point. Usually it’s with new information. Sometimes they’re successful in their new proposal, their re-issued proposal, resubmitted proposal, sometimes they’re not, it just depends. In this case, though, the overriding issue is that the U.S. Code says the terminology is “Illegal aliens.” It is a legal term in LCSH, the U.S. Code is federal law, the Library of Congress is a federal institution, publishing a federal publication. We need to use the terminology that is established in the U.S. Code. We looked; we really looked at this. We didn’t take this lightly, because we’re aware of the pejorative nature that a lot of the community members find the term and maybe the vast majority of them. So if this were re-submitted it is highly doubtful that we would spend any time on it because we did a lot of research; we really went through everything. What I can say is that we would be more than happy to consider changing our heading if the U.S. Code were changed and Congress changes the U.S. Code. And you can infer from that what you will. There are certain things I cannot say as a federal employee. So, Congress changes the U.S. Code; if the U.S. Code is changed, we are happy to reconsider the subject heading and consider revising it to whatever the new form would be. So that’s basically what we’ve got at LC. Personally...not speaking as an employee of the federal government...personally I don’t really like the heading either. But this is our situation. We have a lot of control, a lot of leeway for discretion for social groups, for scientific terms, for all kinds of stuff. Inherently legal terms, if the U.S. Code defines it, we need to use that terminology. So that’s what happened.

Andrea Morrison: Hi, Andrea Morrison, SAC member, and actually I was going to come up and talk about the U.S. Code. I pulled it up, and in Section 8, actually if you don’t know, it actually says the term “alien” means any person not a citizen or national of the United States. So the problem is that the Code actually says that this is the definition. And the definition is divided into two parts: citizen and/or national, so someone living here with legal papers of some kind, a legal resident. So there are two problems with the proposal. One of the problems is “immigrant,” because who is an immigrant, who is going to define an immigrant? So someone who is undocumented, how can you define them as “immigrant”? So, I think that needs to be rethought. Because someone who’s here illegally for criminal activity could say, “well, I’m an immigrant.” But...I am very sympathetic with this, but I think that needs to be rethought. So, as a SAC member, I would not recommend any kind of reconsideration of the decision. However, I think if you rethought it, there might be some other way of getting a narrower term of some kind for people who do intend to immigrate? I just don’t know how you could do that; I don’t have any brilliant ideas. But perhaps people who enter the country who already have family here...or there might be some other way of getting around this. So either through a narrower term or something else. But, yeah, I couldn’t support any kind of appeal on this decision. 

Question: What do you think the point is? Alien? Alien is someone who doesn’t have papers?

Andrea Morrison: Yeah, if you go to U.S. Code, Title 8, Chapter 12, Subchapter 1, Section 11.01, it says “as used in this chapter, these terms means this”...and they’re defined precisely. And so the term “alien” means any person not a citizen or national of the United States. So, like someone who doesn’t intend to give up their citizenship, but they’re, you know, teaching at the university, and they have legal residence…

Question: Does that mean that someone on a tourist visa who visits for a couple of weeks would be an alien in that context?

Andrea Morrison: I’m sorry, we need law librarians here. 

Question: I want to understand the difference between an illegal alien and just alien. I think understand it, because someone coming in on a tourist visa is technically an alien but they’re not… 

Andrea Morrison: But they’re not a national.

Yael Mandelstam [but several voices competing here…]: ...being an alien myself, if you have a green card, you’re still an alien...but you are a “legal alien,” not an “illegal alien.” There are two types of aliens: one with papers, and one without, and an immigrant is not the same thing as an alien. These are very different terms.
Lia Contursi: There is one solution...I am an alien, legal alien. I was offended myself when I first landed in this country, but then I don’t think about it anymore. Because I’m not a government employee, I probably can tell you, suggest, that you call your representative, both senators, protest, and after maybe they will change the language in the law, and then maybe the Library of Congress can change the subject headings. It’s a little bit complicated, but it’s the only way I can see…

Tina Gross: I think first of all it’s important to remember that the debate, the question is about the “i” word, “illegal,” not immigrant vs. alien, so I don’t want us to get terribly hung up on that. Another factor to keep in mind, and this is something that’s pointed out in the document attached, is that the government doesn’t always use that term either. There’s a certain amount of recognition that the pejorativeness of this term is...the recognition that it’s pejorative is gaining ground, and perhaps it’s not a majority opinion yet, but...in ten years from now it may be self-evident to everyone that it’s very offensive, and the government will have to stop using it...you know, that’s speculation. But just to point out that in the DREAM Act they don’t use the “i” word, and so I think it’s a small amount of wiggle room that’s worth considering. But anyway, the question we’re debating now is whether we want to have a longer discussion about it, with people having time to research and consider about it, not trying to absolutely resolve the question now. And I think whatever...SAC’s opinions have some weight, and so if we are looking towards some future situation where there’s actually the potential to change the term, what we might say actually could make a difference, and I think that’s probably a better way to frame the discussion. 

Bob Maxwell: Question for Janis...but I wonder… You explained that because it’s an inherently legal term you just absolutely must use the term, but has Congress ordered you to use their terms in LCSH or is that just an LC policy that you will always use terms from the Code in LCSH?

Janis Young: I don’t believe Congress ever voted to say that we have to use those terms. I do not know how the practice started, what I do know is that whenever...we have had this situation come up a couple times; I can’t remember the exact situations...even since I’ve been in PSD, I’ve been there for about 8 years, and our OGC, Office of General Counsel, we consulted with them, and they said, “you’ve got to use the federal terminology; you’ve got to use the U.S. Code.” 

Bob Maxwell: What’s the reason for this…?

Janis Young: It’s an opinion of the OGC. I don’t believe there’s a law anywhere that says we have to do that. But as a federal institution publishing a federal publication, etc., etc., etc. It does get us into some interesting conundrums occasionally. And this is one of them. And as it stands...

Alex Thurman: I haven’t researched this enough to know how I feel about it, but I have heard the things people have said about the difficulty of changing the existing term because of the legal hierarchy within LCSH. But what I’m curious about though is whether, and I think some of this was alluded to in some of the supporting materials, is the question whether this group of people can only be described and published about in a legal context, or whether there are other contexts like education or.healthcare, etc. in which they might be discussed ..I guess what I’m getting at is whether it’s possible to have another term, which is basically describing the same group of people but in a different context, so not in a legal context, but also in a social context or educational context, or whatever the books in question are about, if they’re not about prosecution.

Janis Young: And I can answer that. ANSI/NISO standards for monolingual controlled vocabulary for a particular concept or group of people--you have one term that represents them. The way that we represent something for a class of person...well, this is a legal concept. It’s also kind of treated as a class of persons; it’s one of those interesting headings. “Interesting” in big quote marks. We would use “Illegal aliens--social aspects” or “--social conditions” or any of those to bring out another aspect. So, if there...speaking completely theoretically here, I’m not making any recommendations at all: if there were another word/phrase that meant...that was consistently used to mean the social conditions of illegal aliens, and there were a word for that, we could do that. But because this is a single group of people, we need to have one heading to represent them. And we use subdivisions, or paired headings, to bring out other aspects that are not legal.

Tina Gross: I was wondering...this is possibly not something that you’d be able to come up with spontaneously, but I would be really interested to know examples of other classes of persons that are defined by the Code, that the term used is determined by it in that way.

Chris Case: I was just going to make an observation I guess...question tied to it. I was interested to see in the documentation that was posted that the ERIC database uses “undocumented immigrants,” and that is a product of the U.S. Department of Education. So that is another government agency using a term that is I guess not coming from the Code. I don’t know if LC checked in with them to see how they got away with it, or if you came across that at all.

Janis Young: I don’t remember looking specifically at their website, or whether we specifically looked at ERIC. I do know that we looked in several general periodical databases. We spent quite a bit of time researching it to see if there was anything we could do.

John DeSantis: Could I just quickly say that the use of the term in ERIC was provided in the 670 justifications in the proposal.

Andrea Morrison: It’s really easy to search the U.S. Code through FDSys, or Cornell has a really great site. But there’s a term called “intending immigrant” that’s defined by the U.S. Code. It means any beneficiary of an immigrant visa petition. So there’s a legal meaning for that. They have to have signed an immigrant visa petition, filed under Section 204 of the Act, excluding any alien who will accompany or follow to join the principal beneficiary. But “intending immigrant” would be maybe one way of getting into this idea of someone who really is an immigrant but...the legal term “intending immigrant”...perhaps they didn’t file this visa petition, so the legal term “intending immigrant” could be added, and then you could have “intending undocumented”...or something like that.

Alex Thurman: Are there other questions or comments on this topic?

John Maier: I would just recommend that instead of going to Reforma I would go to ALA and the Social Responsibility Roundtable. That’s very much the reason that they’re there, to democratize and do stuff for that, for ALA. And see what they might have to say.

Alex Thurman: Tina, do you have any final thoughts?

Tina Gross: Well, I think the time has elapsed, so I think probably the question now is do we want to talk about this more at Midwinter and have time to research and think about it, or do we consider it sufficiently aired?

Alex Thurman: Well, I personally won’t rule on that because I’m rotating off, but...if someone wants to move…

Tina Gross: I move that we talk about it at Midwinter.

Alex Thurman: Does anyone second the motion?

Alex Thurman: OK, thank you, should we vote? Those in favor of discussing this item further, before or during Midwinter please say “aye.”

Adam Schiff:  Do we need to form a task group?

Alex Thurman: Well, I think this is a new enough item that we should take more time before forming a task group. We don’t do as much as we could be doing between meetings, and I think that this is something that could be productively discussed over email; but we could decide now not to proceed at all...but I think that’s the point of the vote: are we going to discuss it further formally or not. So I’ll go again to the vote: do we want to discuss this more, say “aye”. [Several ayes.] Those that think it should not be further pursued say “no.” [One or two nos.]

Andrea Morrison: No. I think it should be pursued in some of the ways we have discussed but not formally by SAC.

Alex Thurman: Alright, I think we have a majority thinking it should be pursued, at least in discussion; I’ll leave the form of that discussion to my successor, obviously Liz, who I will mention again later. So thank you Tina for bringing this to our attention, and we have one more discussion...that was a good discussion, would like to have similarly good one for the next topic. This was brought to our attention by Janis, and it is the proposal to use the LCDGT working group that already exists and possibly to grow that group to take on this task to look at Indian tribe names in LCDGT. So, Janis, would you like to present?

2.12 Discussion: LC proposal for LCDGT WG project on Indian tribe names (Janis Young) [SAC15-ANN/17]

Janis Young: Coming on the heels of the last discussion, this one is kind of interesting, isn’t it? What we want to do, and perhaps you all read the Request for Project that I sent, and it was posted on ALA Connect… We are aware that many of our headings for Indian tribes are outdated, or at least they should be re-investigated to see if they are outdated. A lot of our headings pre-date the 1985 MARC retro-conversion. And we know that over the last couple decades there’s been more understanding that the names given to tribes by the Europeans is not necessarily the name preferred by members of the tribe. And reference sources have in some cases been catching up to that idea as well. In LCSH we’re describing works that are about the groups. And that’s, you know, it’s not good to use terminology that they might consider pejorative. But particularly in LCDGT, where we’re saying this is a person or a group of people who are this, identify as this, it becomes particularly problematic. So, we would like to re-investigate the LCSH headings before we put them in LCDGT. Of course in PSD we don’t have time to do that. So what I’m requesting is that the SAC working group on LCDGT do is to help us out in that effort by doing research, and that research would include in standard encyclopedias that we’ve all used for years, decades. And also the websites of the tribes; it could include the National Museum of the American Indian, because the individual tribes have a lot of influence on what they’re going to be called within the museum. They do have kind of a vocabulary; it’s not very easy to use, in my opinion, on their website, which helps. And it gives some variant terms and some preferred terms. To go in and at least try to identify the tribes that the group would think are likely to be used as LCDGT--there are over 900. And certainly that’s a huge job. So we’re not asking that SAC or the working group look at every single one of them, unless you really, really, really want to. But to try to figure out at least the groups that you think are most likely to be used or that you can see likely to be used, are needed relatively soon as creator groups, and to re-research them, and to make some recommendations to us. Our timeline is if the first set, and we had left this open as to how many that would be--if the group agrees to do this and can get us some information on these tribes and some recommendations by the end of September, we can put those groups into pilot phase 2 for LCDGT. We’re then asking that in October, by October, that the group send us a list of the terms that they want to investigate, keeping in mind that we’re asking that we have another group done by Midwinter and another group done by ALA this time next year. So we’re thinking not of this as a mega-, multi-year project or anything. So the list of tribes that you’d want to investigate should be kept to the number that you think you can reasonably investigate within a year. And we would then take your recommendations and use them to help us decide what the terms should be in LCDGT. So, I’m curious to hear your thoughts on that possible project.

Alex Thurman: Liz is the chair of the LCDGT working group; did you have any specific thoughts about this, when you first heard about this, and whether you would need more people in your group or how the people in your group already feel about the group?

Liz Bodian: So I don’t feel like I can speak for the whole group, but I do know that after Midwinter there were a number of people who said they were very interested in continuing to work on whatever issues LC said they wanted help with, so if this is what LC wants help with, I think that the group would be happy to assist them. 

Alex Thurman: As the chair of that group who now has new responsibilities, as the chair of SAC, do you want to continue in that role or do you want to have help…?

Liz Bodian: I’m happy to continue for the moment, and if somebody else decides they want to take over, I’d be happy to have that happen too.

Adam Schiff: No one ever decides that…

[Laughter]

Alex Thurman: And you’d be in charge of finding that person.

Liz Bodian: I’m fine with that.

Alex Thurman: OK.

Lia Contursi: Jolande Goldberg from PSD who is a law specialist has put together a whole classification schedule for tribal law, and she has done tremendous research on what the different tribes call themselves. She has worked very closely -- I think -- with the Museum of [unclear] and other resources, so KIX is the schedule and a lot of the tribes can be found there, rather than reinventing the wheel.

Alex Thurman: So, you’re suggesting that the existing group should look at those classification schedules. I thought you might be going in the direction of asking her to be involved in the group as well? Would that be a possibility?

Lia Contursi:...[she is] terribly busy, but she has done tremendous work in this area.

Alex Thurman: Adam?

Adam Schiff: Yeah, I also want to say that working with LC Richard Amelung at St. Louis University Law Library is doing a project, I don’t know if he’s done yet, but he’s creating a name authority record for every Canadian First Nation, so there’ll be a lot of authority work that’s done for the Indian First Nations as well. When you say American Indian, do you mean North American Indian, Janis?

Janis Young: We’re not getting that specific at this point, I mean it could be… The list I ran or asked to have someone run for me in LCSH includes all of the Americas. So that’s where the 960 number comes from. And it would be up to the working group to determine what the scope of the project would be. It would be nice to get some coverage from each of the continents, but we’re happy to leave the specific scope of the project up to the working group.

Alex Thurman: Adam, could you just spell the name of Richard...

Adam Schiff: A-m-e-l-u-n-g

Alex Thurman: Thank you. So it sounds like we’re definitely interested in this project and the existing working group will take it up. Are there any other further questions or comments about it? 

2.13 Report of the chair of SAC (Alex Thurman) [SAC15-ANN/18]

So on our agenda, I think the last housekeeping things that we have are the report of the Chair, but the report of the Chair is basically a summary of the activities of its subgroups and we’ve heard about all that during the two meetings we’ve had during this conference, so I’m not going to do it now. Glancing at the published report, which I distributed to see whether there is anything in there that hasn’t been mentioned here already. Just the fact that the report of the Working Group on the Definition and Implementation of Genre/Form is available on ALA Connect as are all the other documents on our agenda are linked there too, including background documents on the illegal aliens question, Janis’ written proposal for the Indian tribe names project, all this stuff is available on the ALA Connect, and these are all public.

2.14 New Business/Open Announcement period

Alex Thurman: Alright, so as I say I won’t go into more detail for the Chair...Just to close our meeting I will do some ceremonial things. We have to acknowledge the contributions of some of the people that are rotating off. I’d like to thank Christopher Case; he definitely did a great job as the chair of the presentation subcommittee [applause]. Other members who are rotating off are (I’m going by what’s on the online roster), Louise Ratliff, and Linda Turney, all those people thank you for your service on the committee. [applause] I’m also rotating off and I’ll introduce my, well, we’ve heard from her already today, but my...the next chair will be Liz Bodian, so thanks for stepping in Liz, and good luck you guys! [laughter; applause] 

Meeting adjourned at 3:50 p.m.






 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
