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This report covers the material presented and discussed at the SACO-At-Large meeting held on January 22, 2012 at ALA Midwinter in the Dallas Convention Center. The meeting was led by Paul Frank from the Library of Congress.

1) SACO Proposal System Update

The new proposal system was implemented Aug. 1st,  2011.

a) The e-mail notifications of scheduled or approved proposals currently only include the LCCN to identify the proposal. In the future, the notifications will include the 1xx instead of the LCCN.

b) Tentative lists are now much longer because decisions are made on a monthly instead of a weekly list. 

c) Summaries of decisions are also longer due to the same reason. Also, note that cataloging guidelines may be included with the decisions.

d) Re-submits: Re-submits are now being deleted in the proposal system and members are asked to re-key if they want to re-submit. This was implemented since many proposals are never re-submitted and simply stayed in the system until someone cleaned it up. LC staff is working on a way to leave the proposal in the system for a set amount of time to prevent unnecessary re-keying.

e) The SACO Participants manual needs updating. The 2nd ed. is dated 2007 and does not reference the  SACO proposal system. 

2) Janis Young (LC/PSD) gave a series of updates on the activities on the LC Policy and Standard Division. A similar update was previously given at the SAC meeting that same day. The report included staffing changes at LC/PSD and the MARC coding changes for the Library of Congress Genre/Form Terms for Library and Archival Materials (LCGFT). Work with the Music Library Association and with ATLA (the American Theological Library Association) is ongoing. 

3) The SAC Genre/Form Implementation Subcommittee, which examined LCSH form subdivisions, submitted their report to the PSD.

4) RDA's impact on LCSH. Of primary concern are family names & fictitious character names since both can be provided as descriptive access points under RDA. The descriptive and subject headings will co-exist in the subject and name authority files. 

5) Report on the work of the PCC RDA Acceptable Heading Task Group. The finalized list will be checked against LCSH and LCSH will be updated as necessary. The SHM and CSM will need to be updated to reflect the RDA environment.

6) South Sudan headings have been updated and a new classification span (DT159.915-159.978) as well as a new geographic cutter (S643 ) were implemented. 

7) PSD has reexamined the policy of establishing all military and scientific expeditions in the name authority file and decided that military expeditions that are campaigns, battles or sieges should be established in the subject authority file.

8) US. features will be differentiated to the county level only. Add 667s for undifferentiated geographic headings if more than one feature per county exist. SHM H 810 will be updated. Undifferentiating information that currently cannot be used to create separate authority records (such as  longitude and latitute) should be included with the proposal anyway since there may be policy change later on.

9) There were a few reminders such as not to use Wikipedia as the one and only source in LCSH proposals and to only make “proposals of marginal utility” when the need for that change can really be supported due to limited staff time.

10) Training needs: There was some interest in having a a pre-conference in Anaheim on proposing new and revised geographic headings. It was also suggested that it would be useful to have a class on disambiguation. E.g. when to make a scope note.  

