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ALCTS Subject Analysis Committee
2012 Annual Meeting

Sunday 6/24/2012 8a.m.-12 p.m.
Hyatt Grand Ballroom C

Minutes
Members present June 24: Judy H. Jeng, Linda Ballinger, Stephen S. Hearn, Steven A. Knowlton, Robert Maxwell, Tachtorn Meier, Tony Olson, Scott A. Opasik, Deborah A. Ryszka, Adam Schiff, Alex Thurman
Liaisons present June 24: Julianne Beall, Sherman Clarke, Beth Iseminger, Ellen T. McGrath, Eve Miller, Joan Mitchell, Deborah Rose-Lefmann, Janis Young
Members absent June 24: Molly D. Poremski
The meeting was called to order at 8:00 am

1.1	Welcome and introduction of members and guests			
1.2	Adoption of agenda [SAC12-ANN/1]					
Agenda adopted
1.3	Adoption of 2012 Midwinter minutes [SAC12-ANN/2]			
No corrections, Ryszka moved to approve, seconded by Maxwell.  

[NOTE: 1.4 absent from Agenda…should we renumber accordingly?]

1.4	Report on the Sears List of Subject Headings (Eve Miller) [SAC12-ANN/3]

Last midwinter spoke about Ebsco’s attempt to integrate Sears into their products; as of December Sears database is online on EBSCOhost platform; increasingly encouraged by number of questions and detailed descriptions of what people do with Sears. Have found that the frontmatter is absolutely essential, as that is the guide to using the vocabulary, so that has now been integrated back into the database. With all that said, EBSCO is intending to support and update Sears lists; one of the greatest strengths of Sears is allowing people to participate in developing the list of terms. Hope to keep to Wilson and Joseph Millers’ vision. Sears is not intended to be totally comprehensive, more for small libraries and as a skeleton for creating other terms; actively investigating terms that should be added as base patterns; will continue to produce the print volume every four years, terms added to the database on a yearly basis. Terms up for discussion include: technology, cloud computing, world events and trends, fracking, smart phones, civil unions, transgender people, racial profiling. Concepts being pondered: what to do with Rugby, World Cup, World Series?

If we have patterning of Baseball, World Series, do we then need to add, Super Bowl, Stanley Cup, NBA Finals? To me we don’t, because we’re offering one example that will pattern. What is the true intention of Sears and what Joseph Miller would have wanted? We are continuing the use of Sears in terms of popular rather than technical vocabulary and uninverted terms.

Have run out of print edition, have to do a reprint. Sears Spanish edition is doing well (all of Puerto Rico’s public schools purchased).

New features coming soon: more intuitive index browse with use for terms and a Dewey browse option; recognize the usefulness of being able to browse alphabetically, this will be coming soon.

Questions:

Q1: Schiff asked about event headings.  In LC those are names, why not use name authority.  

A1: Miller says this could work well.

Q2: Joan Mitchell asked if they are using the new Abridged edition

            A2: Miller says that they are working on that.  

            No additional questions.	

            Miller will send a report

1.5	Report of the liaison from the Policy and Standards Division of LC (Janis Young) [SAC12-ANN/4]				.
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

Full briefing document also available at http://www.loc.gov/ala/an-2012-update.html.

Questions:
Q1: Schiff asked about orphan headings, what other ones are there: regions, metropolitan areas, ficticious characters: do you have a list?  
A1: Young replied that there is a list (H370), they are also scattered throughout instruction sheets; regions definitely are an issue, might be really problematic; also would include any headings that are inverted, for example Atlases, Russian....no BT of Atlases currently; any headings that are subdivided geographically are officially orphans (Rivers -- Russian Federation); inherent structure of LCSH is problematic.  
Q2: Schiff asked, have you thought of cancelling or uninverting inverted headings?  
A2: Young replied that they might be cancelling some of these, haven’t taken that step yet, but there are others we might uninvert, like religious ones (Songs, Buddhist -- Buddhist songs, and has a BT of Songs.) Trying to figure out what might work.
Q3: Hearn asked about postcoordinated term for Celestial globes.  
A3: Young says she isn’t sure, she thinks the term covers it.  Doesn’t know details.


1.6	Dewey Decimal Classification Reports	[SAC12-ANN/5]				

1.6.1	Report on Dewey Decimal Classification and OCLC Dewey Services (Joan Mitchell)
See written report on ALA Connect (link provided). Full briefing document also available here: http://www.oclc.org/dewey/news/newsletter/211577_dewey_decimal_classification_news_June_2011_ALA.pdf

	No questions


1.6.2	Report of the Dewey Section liaison (Julianne Beall) 

See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

Note: Caroline Saccucci will become the new Dewey Section Liaison to SAC


1.6.3	Report of the Dewey Classification Editorial Policy Committee liaison (Deborah Rose-Lefmann) [SAC12-ANN/6]	

See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

No questions

1.7	Report of the liaison from the Music Library Association (Beth Iseminger) [SAC12-ANN/7]

See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

Questions:

Q1: Schiff asked how geographic information would be added.  

A1: Iseminger says that information would be coded, not in a note.

No additional questions.

1.8	Report of the liaison from the American Association of Law Libraries (Ellen McGrath) [SAC12-ANN/8]								

See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

No questions.


1.9	Report of the liaison from the Art Libraries Society (Sherman Clarke) [SAC12-ANN/9]

Didn’t submit written report.  Continuation of previous work.  Can submit short report (see ALA Connect link above).

Questions:
Q1: Yael Mandelstam asked if there has been discussion of genre/ form terms.  

A1: Clarke responded that yes, they are willing to move on genre form, but haven’t done anything yet; they are waiting to see how to do it, not sure if it has to go through Janis Young.  Young said she needs to look into it, in the past it has been approved before the group got started.  If ARLIS is ready to go, they should send an email to Young and she will research it.  She doesn’t know how it would fit, but she can look into it.  

Q2: Clarke asked about general terms project and how it plays into the Art terms; he doesn’t want to have a different recommendation.  

A2: Young responded that there are several terms on the list that say “defer to art,” some that could possibly be art; we are getting to situation where we have different projects being handled by different groups and need to increase communication through the groups, need to have strong communication, need to figure out how to make that happen.

Comment 1: Schiff said there were comments about specific types of catalogs.  

Response 1: Clarke says that some of the more specific terms will be new SACO proposals after the project.  Young said there have been proposals, which were intercepted.  

Comment 2: Mandelstam suggested that to improve communication, every group should be represented on the Genre Form Subcommittee.  Religion not represented, they don’t come to ALA.  

Response 2: Young commented that the Religion project is very close to being finished so they might not need a lot more discussion.  Schiff said RBMS should have a representative.

1.10	SAC Research and Presentation Working Group (Linda Ballinger)
(No written report)	
Looking at possible speakers, Diane Vizine-Goetz will be speaking about exploiting subject and genre elements in bib records.  Could use more members and new leader.  
Jeng asked if we should find a successor at this meeting and it was decided that Deborah Ryszka will be the chair for next year, but she goes off at the end of the year.  Schiff said they had an idea for a speaker.  
1.11	Report of the RDA Subcommittee (Robert Maxwell)
(No written report)			
Maxwell states, our group was put together because ALA needed a way to respond about subject chapters. We responded, but haven’t heard back from them. We have thought about different things we could do. The PCC Secretariat would welcome recommendation about how to use elements of RDA that are often subject-based, whether they should have a controlled vocabulary or not (for example: occupations). We are working together to see what we think about that. Another project: LC said they were going to do a paper, and they did an initial one, but withdrew it. We haven’t heard anything since. If they’re not making a proposal, then we might make our own proposal.
Questions:
Q1: Hearn asked if anyone is looking at putting subjects into authority records for works and expressions.  Hearn thinks it should be in bib records.  
A1: Maxwell said they need to think about that.  
Comment 1: Schiff commented, the genre form presentation does talk about this, first thing we talk about tomorrow. It might work how 382 worked, one side access, one side RDA
No additional questions.

Jeng comments that the agenda is complete. No additional questions.
The meeting was adjourned at 9:33 am.

ALCTS Subject Analysis Committee
2012 Annual Meeting

Monday 6/25/2012 1:30 p.m. - 5:30 p.m. 
Hyatt Grand Ballroom C

Agenda

Members present June 25: Judy H. Jeng, Linda Ballinger, Stephen S. Hearn, Steven A. Knowlton, Robert Maxwell, Tachtorn Meier, Tony Olson, Scott A. Opasik, Deborah A. Ryszka, Adam Schiff, Alex Thurman
Liaisons present June 25: Julianne Beall, Sherman Clarke, Beth Iseminger, Ellen T. McGrath, Joan Mitchell, Ed O’Neill, Melanie Wacker, Janis Young
Members absent June 25: Molly D. Poremski
The meeting was called to order at 1:35 PM

2.1 	Diane Vizine-Goetz presentation: It’s all about discovery	

Diane Vizine-Goetz, Senior Research Scientist at OCLC, talked about different modes of discovery on the Web.  She discussed the difference between search and discovery and explained how linked data can improve user experiences and provide new ways of making connections between resources.  Her main example was OCLC’s new project, Kindred Works and she discussed how it was influenced by Pinterest and other discovery sites.

[bookmark: _GoBack]

Questions:

Q1: Schiff asked how they are keeping terms updated, for example Occult fiction is now Paranormal fiction and he assumes it will get into FAST at some point.

A1: Vizine-Goetz clarified that Schiff is referring to subject terms, not genre terms.  As WorldCat changes, manually or programmatically, the data will be updated.  Even after the data is updated, people might still enter old forms of headings.  She was demonstrating with a snapshot from the end of December, but she hopes to soon be working with live data.  The matching always uses the current version of the authority file from WorldCat.  Schiff pointed out that if a cataloger uses a term from LCSH but codes it as 655, it is uncontrollable, so even if the heading got flipped, the 655 will not automatically flip.  There was a discussion of how 655s are handled if the heading is an LCGFT vs LCSH.

Q2: Schiff wants to know if it would be better in the long run to have this information in an authority record for the work rather than scattered in bib records.

A2: She doesn’t know. Bibs are often very interesting.  She went back and discussed the Carrie example again, including a demonstration of Classify (title: Carrie, author: King).  There is a clustering of the 269 editions of the book.  She particularly focused on the display of the FAST headings, which include a holdings count.  They only show the top 8 headings, which they hope will give the headings that are the most applicable.  These 8 could be in an authority record for Carrie, and there could be others there as well.  The only way the system could make the association between Carrie and The Loved Ones was that on some bib record, someone put in the word “proms.”  It looked at the connection between the genre and those subjects and other characteristics of the work.  If you look at all the records, only a few have the word “proms.”  She doesn’t know if this data would make it into authority records in a way that would make it actionable and usable (for instance, if it would include counts).  They are essentially building authority records for the works, but they have all the classes, subjects and genres that were ever entered.   

Schiff pointed out that you would think that authority records would have the definitive answer, but if connections are made with other non-key results, you get more interesting results.  Vizine-Goetz mentioned the FAST linked data, which includes usage information from WorldCat.  She thinks that any system with data in authority records needs to have usage information as well, and she thinks we aren’t taking enough advantage of it yet.  

Q3:John Riemer asked if they can get circulation data from a WorldShare management system.

A3: Not yet, but she hopes it will be in the future, and thinks this is obviously useful information.

Q4: Clarke asked why Kindred Works is weakest in music; is it because records are more complex or not as “FAST-able”?

A4: There is a variety of problems that will be addressed separately.  They would like more genres for music to take advantage of.

Q5: Schiff said in this case, an authority record could be helpful. He pointed out that a lot of music, particularly recordings, are compilations so there are lots of genres and headings in the bib but you can’t tie them to a particular work.

Q6: Hearn talked about other things they could do with linked data; for example, it can help populate richer displays to give more information about each heading, for instance that this particular John Smith writes about botany, and you can see sample titles and affiliations to help the user figure out if this is the right John Smith.  This is another service they could provide using linked data, which he hopes will free us from unique heading strings.  There will be a unique identifier which will be help assemble data from bib and authority records to give the user enough information about what they searched for if there is ambiguity.

A6: She hopes that once all the pieces are available to help create bib and authority records, that’s what they will do.  They still need accurate descriptions.  A link to the wrong name is worse than what they have now, because it will go out and make the wrong connections, and users may never see the data again.  Linked data doesn’t free us from having to make accurate descriptions; it should help us do so in the long run. 

2.2	Break									

2.3	Welcome and introduction of members and guests			

2.4 	Update on MARBI (Stephen Hearn) [SAC12-ANN/10]	

See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).
		
Hearn started by reporting that MARBI announced that it is being closed down as of the end of next Annual.  The ALCTS board is starting new committee focused on metadata with the same charge as MARBI but without the traditional obsession with MARC.  The 3 divisions that make up MARBI (an ALA committee composed of ALCTS, LITA and RUSA) are pulling their members out.  The MARC Advisory Committee, which is a larger body, continues (under the control of LC).  It is unclear what representation ALA will have in the MARC Advisory Committee’s process.  The voting membership of MARBI is out, and he doesn’t know when the MARC Advisory Committee will meet, because it used to have a slot at ALA.  They are also figuring out the relationship of the new body (Metadata Standards Committee) to the MARC Advisory Committee.  MARBI has had authority over how the MARC format has evolved.  He doesn’t know what kind of authority, responsibility or involvement the new committee will have with other standards.

MARBI decisions:
Proposal No. 2012-02: Proposal tabled, but it may come back again. In the discussion, the part of the proposal relating to indicators or relator codes to indicate the subject were set aside.  There is not strong interest in indicating a subject relationship in this field.  The way the field has been presented has gotten elaborate and the group wants a simpler form of the data.  If the proposal comes back, it has to be in a simpler form.

Proposal No. 2012-03: The decision was that it would be better to have a generalized way to address provenance and go across several formats.  This would probably be a machine-generated field and it allows MARC to give a history to fields that are not catalogers’ work.

Discussion Paper No. 2012-DP02: Passed (he thinks there was discussion of a162 field) with general support

The next three papers all came out of the SAC Subcommittee on Genre/Form Implementation.

Discussion Paper No. 2012-DP03: There was general agreement that all 3 options might be useful and the subcommittee will make a proposal that suggests a way to parse the information meaningfully without duplication.
Discussion Paper No. 2012-DP04: They decided on a 3XX field, and gave approval to make a proposal.

Discussion Paper No. 2012-DP05: Approved; the subcommittee will come back with a 
proposal.  They need to figure out how to express this.  There was concern about 
distinguishing nationality and language and a person’s association with a place that is not related to their nationality.


2.5	Report of SAC Genre/Form Subcommittee (Adam Schiff) 	[SAC12-ANN/11]	

See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

The subcommittee discussed a discussion paper about geographic origin and production.  They will not need to go to MARBI with this one, because they will suggest the 257 field for country of production, which is already established, and the 751 field, which has not previously been used in North America.  This would be a way to express the country of production separately from the country of origin.  In the discussion of demonyms, they mentioned that this is because we don’t know how a user will search and we can use this data to give them the most complete results.  LCSH only has headings for persons from high-level jurisdictions, but a user might search for poetry by New Yorkers.  LCGFT doesn’t  have strings with geographic subdivisions.  Schiff wanted to know if there was interest in having Kevin Ford speak to SAC, rather than just the subcommittee.  There was some interest, and Ryszka will follow up after the meeting.  In the discussion about putting genre/form terms in authority records for works and expressions, there was talk of using the 380 field (form of work) to indicate the form or genre, which has been done by many people who have created RDA records.  There was discussion about the fact that in RDA, the terms in this field are generally in the singular form, and the field’s primary use is for differentiating and distinguishing.  This is similar to what happens with the 382 (medium of performance) terms, which are formulated one way if they are used in RDA and another way if you use them for access, and we may need to mark the fields to indicate whether they are appropriate for use in access and indexing.  In the bib format, this field has indicator to say whether it is appropriate for access, and we might need those indicators in authority records as well.  As an example, if you need a qualifier for a motion picture to break a conflict, RDA says to use the term “Motion picture.”  When describing a type of motion picture, we want a more specific term, and we can put the LCGFT in the authority record, but we need to be able to tell the machine that we can’t use the specific term to break the conflict, and if there are multiple options, we should tell the machine which one to pick to break the conflict.  The discussion paper will come to SAC before going to MARBI.
Maxwell wants to talk about this further.  This is similar to what his subcommittee was going to do.  He doesn’t want to mix up attributes with relationships, and he’s worried that this proposal will do that.  Hearn, Iseminger and perhaps Vermeij will develop the discussion paper, so he should talk to them. Hearn offered to copy Maxwell on their discussion.   

2.6	Update of the FAST project (Ed O’Neill) [SAC12-ANN/12]

See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).
		
O’Neill mentioned that they appreciate user comments and they will try to correct errors caused by automatic matching.
Hearn asked about what they have in mind for how people would use the linked data.  O’Neill said they have some things in mind but knows they have tunnel vision and are eager to hear other ideas.  Hearn’s idea is that, since they have assigned a URI to each FAST heading, he can put it in a context that matters to him and put services behind it, for instance, he can map it to a place name and get coordinates or related terms.  The linked data knows the relationship between what was searched and the other information, and can tell the user that relationship.  It is a key to set of information.  O’Neill agrees that this is the sort of application they have in mind.  They are linking to VIAF, Wikipedia and other applications, and they encourage people to think of things they have not thought of.  They know they haven’t thought of the most creative uses, and welcome any “out of the box” thinking and are happy to support people using it in various applications.  Hearn gave another example: if he has coordinates, he  can link to a picture of the place.  O’Neill is sure there are lots of things can be done but haven’t been yet.  OCLC might never do some of it, but they see it as a social thing, which could include reporting.  They have had a lot of comments on simple ways to extend FAST into local environments, and they haven’t quite worked all of that out.  Local environments might have local personal names or place names which aren’t in LCSH, and FAST relies on LCSH for its data.  They want to figure out how to extend the dataset without causing problems with already established names in LCSH.  Ballinger asked if there will be a possibility of using FAST to link live, or will it be downloaded into the local system.  O’Neill says you can link live and Ballinger will consult him further.

2.7	IFLA liaison report (Ed O’Neill) [SAC12-ANN/13]			 

See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

2.8	Report of the SACO at Large meeting (Melanie Wacker) [SAC12-ANN/14]

See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).
2.9 	Report of the chair of SAC (Judy Jeng) [SAC12-ANN/15]			  

See written report on ALA Connect (link provided).

Jeng thanked Schiff for his work over the past year.  Ballinger and Poremski will be rotating off the committee, and she welcomed Elizabeth Bodian, Andrea M. Morrison, and Athena Salaba, new members; and Peter Fletcher, the incoming intern.

Schiff asked about the new ALA meeting structure and the length of meetings and whether it would affect SAC or the subcommittee.  Jeng didn’t know about it, but Ryszka says she can share a draft of the proposal.  Schiff heard that CC:DA was exempt from the new structure and wants to know if SAC is also exempt.    Rocki Strader says SAC should be exempt.  Bill Kulp read part of an email about the new rules and clarified that they are effective starting with Annual 2013 and they relate to programs and meetings.  There will be limits on program length and all programs will be at the convention center, and the number of programs will be dependent on space in the convention center and anticipated attendance.  Ballinger[?] thinks the SAC subcommittees will not be exempt from the rules.  Schiff mentioned that they have had 4-hour meetings and need to know if they can get that much time in the future.  Jeng asked for Schiff to make a request to Charles Wilt, but he thinks Jeng might need to make request and doesn’t even know if they will need 4 hours.  Ryszka says that in the Midwinter mock-up, SAC and the subcommittee have the same times as in the past, so for Midwinter this is not a concern.  		

2.10	New business							

No new business

2.11	Open Discussion / Open Announcement period			

John Attig spoke about demonyms as linked data, and has some more information that could be useful to Schiff in his discussions. The JSC discussed controlled vocabularies which establish terms in the singular but occasionally need to be used in the plural.  They are registering the terms in the Open Metadata Registry and are considering establishing both the singular and the plural versions so that both are recognized as valid terms.  However, they are registering concepts not linguistic constructs so they want to avoid doing this.   His context is his experience with the Open Metadata Registry, which may be in RDF.  He explained that the textual term is called a label.  There are 2 flavors of labels, preferred and alternative.  If that’s good enough, they will do that now, but they felt it would be useful to label one as the plural form, as an alternative to the preferred singular form (or vice versa), or they could have both as preferred labels.  This is a matter that the standard needs to address, and he thinks when the subcommittee talks to Kevin Ford, this should be part of their discussion.  Schiff says they need adjectival forms as well, and Attig thinks this extension is where the subcommittee can do useful work.  He pointed out that there are multiple kinds of linguistic variants (nominative/adjectival, gender, etc.).  There may be other categories, and he feels that the subcommittee’s experience analyzing subject strings can be useful in figuring out what they are.  Standards need to decide how to label them precisely.  Attig requests that the subcommittee document categories and figure out if they are really equivalents or linguistic variants to help figure out how they should be described and coded.
Hearn agrees as a way to manage the vocabulary that refers to a concept, but wonders if for different purposes you need different concepts.  Carrie is a motion picture for a qualifier but a horror film for a genre, but they are the same field in MARC.  We need to distinguish, rather than sorting out the vocabulary in one record.  Attig agrees that it won’t solve everything. He says those are separate vocabularies so they have their own structures and would be used in different contexts.  Some terms are the same but mean different things in different relationships.  
Meeting adjourned at 3:39 PM
