ACIG Reporting Session
ALA Midwinter 2011, Jan. 9, 2011, San Diego Convention Center 11A, 1:30-3:30

Chair Lynnette Fields (Southern Illinois University—Edwardsville) welcomed the audience and introduced the speakers for the session.

LC Report (Janis Young, Policy and Standards Division, Library of Congress)

Janis opened by making some announcements on descriptive matters.  
1. In August 2010, LC posted a request for comments from the library community about a proposal to change the abbreviation “Dept.” to the spelled-out word in headings, unless it reflected usage of the body named in the heading.  The current practice is an exception to AACR2, and would be an exception to RDA as well.  The few comments (perhaps 12 total) were generally favorable, but did not constitute the clear mandate that LC sought.  The use of the abbreviation will continue for now, with that decision to be revisited after the national libraries determine whether they will adopt RDA.
2. The new Romanization table for the Vai language was adopted and is available for use.  Both it and a proposed revision of the Thai Romanization table appeared in Cataloging Service Bulletin no. 128.
3. The Virtual International Authority File (VIAF) currently has data from 18 national libraries, and has included some headings for corporate bodies since October.
4. Bob Hiatt retired from the PSD after 42 years of service at LC.  Most recently, he was the point person for catalog errors reported online, and also served as editor of the CSB.

Janis continued with news on the Subject front:
1. The Annotated Card Program has been renamed the Children’s and Young Adult’s Cataloging Program.  The new name is more descriptive of the program and its intended audience.  The list of headings is now called “Children’s Subject Headings.”  Janis stressed that there is no change to the coding or application of the headings.
2. The change from “Cookery” to “Cooking” is largely complete.  Response to the initial proposal for change was overwhelmingly positive.  It is thought to be the largest single change to LCSH ever—788 authority records were revised, 40,000 bibliographic records were changed via global update, with another 60,000 being changed manually to add the genre/form heading “Cookbooks.”   Instruction sheet H 1475 in the Subject Headings Manual has been revised and issued.
3. The creation of validation records (records for headings with free-floating subdivisions that are created to allow machine validation and control of such headings) continues.  There are now over 80,000 such records.  A first A-to-Z pass has been done through the LC catalog, with records created for heading strings that appear at least 20 times.
4. Janis detailed a new project that may offer another means of headings validation.  This involves adding 072 fields to authority records for subjects, and 073 fields to records for free-floating subdivisions.  The fields contain instruction sheet number(s) from the Subject Headings Manual pertinent to the heading or subdivision.  The hope is that a validation program parsing a heading-subdivision string can look for the presence of the same instruction number in each authority record.  There is also hope that such a program could suggest subdivisions to the cataloger on the fly.  There are issues—not every term in a subdivision list is appropriate for corresponding main headings (e.g. “Aerial operations” not likely a good fit with the heading for the Thirty Years’ War); there are exceptions that are embedded in footnotes; some heading strings that would pass the simple instruction-sheet matching algorithm are in fact cross-references to a phrase heading; there is a need to account for factual “impossibilities” that could be embodied in works of fiction; and multi-part instruction sheets present a challenge.  The biggest issue, however, is how to get the project past the pilot stage.   Janis stressed that SACO libraries should not include these fields in subject proposals.
5. The Authorities and Vocabularies Service continues to grow.  In addition to RAMEAU, the French vocabulary, LC is considering the addition of other translations of LCSH (in Spanish from Spain and Chile, French-Canadian, and Arabic).
6.  There is now a mechanism to allow the public to suggest changes and updates to LCSH, found at http://id.loc.gov  16 proposals have been received since June 4, 2010.
7. A new headings proposal system is in the works for SACO members and LC catalogers for LCSH, LCGFT, and Children’s headings.  Various templates will be offered for the different sorts of records, and it will be similar to the system in place for proposing new and changed LC Classification numbers; in fact, a current user of that system can use the same password for this one.
	
Janis reported on Genre/Form Authorities developments:

1. Genre/form authority records (MARC tag 155) will undergo coding changes.  The LCCN prefix for such records will be “gf.”  About 700 SARs will be cancelled and simultaneously re-issued as form/genre records, no earlier than March 2011 (to allow OCLC to ensure proper function of the headings-control feature).  The cancelled LCCN of the former 150 record will be retained in the 155 010 field, subfield z.  In bibliographic records, the tagging will change from 655, second indicator “0” to 655, second indicator 7 with a subfield 2 containing the code “lcgft.”
2. Use of cartography form/genre headings began Sept. 1, 2010.  Some tweaking continues; SACO proposals are now being accepted.  A SHM Instruction sheet is being drafted and will go out for review.
3. 80 law form/genre terms were approved on Nov. 3, 2010.  LC worked with the American Association of Law Libraries (AALL), which created a thesaurus that served as the basis for the terms.  Terms will be implemented in early 2011.  A lacuna exists in terms for religious law—while some proposed headings for Jewish law have been received, Janis issued a call for volunteers to help out in all religions and denominations.
4. LC continues to work with the Music Library Association on a project to develop form/genre headings for music.  This began with a vetting of existing LCSH headings, which in many cases are being deconstructed into their form/genre,  medium-of-performance components, and carriers.  800 terms for form/genre have been approved thus far.  Implementation date is uncertain, in part because a suitable home in MARC bibliographic records has yet to be identified for the medium of performance terms.
5. A Religion project has begun in collaboration with the American Theological Libraries Association (ATLA), which is in turn coordinating input from smaller societies and organizations.
6. The Subject Access Committee will sponsor a preconference on form/genre headings at ALA Annual in New Orleans.

The US RDA Test : Status & Next Steps (Beacher Wiggins, Chief, Acquisitions and Bibliographic Access Directorate, Library of Congress)

Beacher’s charge was to talk about RDA and its impact on the authority file and on our own authority work.  He laid out the particulars of the RDA Test (3 national libraries plus 24 other participants; LC’s role in preparing documentation and training materials; the test period from Oct. 1 to Dec. 30).  He characterized the records that were produced—the 25 titles in the “common set,” cataloged by all participants once using AACR2 and once using RDA; the 5 made-up resources used to test copy cataloging; the “extra set” containing records for material chosen by the participants from their production stream, spanning a wide range of formats and subject areas.  

Beacher addressed concerns expressed on cataloging lists about the procedural choices made for authority work in the test.  He noted that participants created authority records according to their existing policies and workflows.  The use of 7XX fields to record the complementary form of heading to that in the 1XX was done to minimize disruptions.  A corollary activity was evaluating (in concert with the PCC) the 500-plus Library of Congress Rule Interpretations and paring them to about 200 instructions for use in the test, with the name “Library of Congress Policy Statements.”   These steps reflected a conscious decision to test RDA in a real environment to afford real-life feedback, while recognizing the inconvenience to some.  Beacher noted that some of the objections seemed based on a notion of maintaining a “pure AACR2” environment in the authority file, at least until the national libraries make an implementation decision.  That is unrealistic; we live and will live in a “mixed” environment, regardless of the decision.  

As postlude to the test period, 8 surveys have been distributed to formal and informal testers to gauge RDA’s institutional impact, cataloger impact, and user impact.  Beacher presented some statistics about the test records, and pointed out that they are all posted at the RDA Test site on the LC ABA Web site.  Anyone is free to download them and use them for their own purposes, and David Reser is the LC person who can provide assistance if needed.  Beacher outlined a series of questions that the RDA test was intended to answer—results based on level of personnel participating;  the types of decision-making employed (objective, subjective, local management decisions); the comparative statistics related to record creation and use; adequacy of training and documentation; the usability of the RDA toolkit, among others.
Beacher stated while the U.S. national libraries ceased producing RDA records with the end of the test on Dec. 30, at least 5 test participants have announced their intention to continue using RDA for production cataloging.  As a consequence, both AACR2 and RDA need to be supported in policies and guidelines, at least in the short term.  The national libraries, OCLC, and the PCC have issued interim guidelines for what to do with newly-encountered RDA records.   The national libraries, OCLC, and the PCC will accept both AACR2 and RDA record creation, with the stipulation that when an AACR2 heading has been established in the authority file, it will be used in both AACR2 and RDA records.  OCLC’s guidelines allow only one record for the same resource which may be either AACR2 or RDA. Once created, a master record must not be changed from RDA to AACR2 or AACR2 to RDA.
With the test period completed, the national libraries will analyze the data collected using the Matrix of Evaluative Factors, the records themselves, and survey responses.  Contracting for assistance with the evaluation is being considered.  A preliminary report with recommendation is due to senior management at LC by March 31; the goal is to have the implementation decision announced at or before ALA Annual at the end of June.  There is a range of possible outcomes—no adoption, adoption postponed until changes deemed necessary have been made, adoption as is (with the accompanying choices among options and alternatives), or adoption with specific policy decisions counter to the instructions.  The interim guidelines in place will suffice for the next few months, but new guidelines will be needed after the decision.  If the decision is to implement RDA, LC will make policy decisions in consultation with PCC and OCLC.  Among the issues to be addressed: 1) What are “RDA-compatible headings?”; 2) Which headings with RDA forms in 7XX fields will be “flipped” to RDA, since the current thinking is that there should not be a blanket flip?  In any case, the intent is that policy decisions be data-driven.

Beacher concluded with a list of resources for more information which can be found in his PowerPoint presentation (on the ACIG portion of the ALA Web site), or by writing policy@loc.gov .

Questions for Janis and Beacher followed:
1. Does the 13,000 figure for RDA authority records represent new records, or new and changed records?  Answer—new records.
2. Do LC copy catalogers do authority work?  Answer—yes; if record LC uses for copy is RDA and additional access points are needed, they will be established using RDA.
3. Will a General Material Designation (MARC 245 subfield h) be added to RDA copy cataloging?  Answer—No!
4. Was there any attempt during the test to use the “new” fields in authority records?  Answer—some, depending on local policy.
5. Will LC maintain “record purity” of an RDA record it uses for copy cataloging?  Answer—not necessarily, since their policy is to use AACR2 heading if it has already been established.  NLM and NAL would create a new RDA record for access points.
6. Are there any guidelines or efforts being made to make form/genre headings more denomination-specific (i.e removing implicit Christian bias)?  Answer—It’s been talked about, but no specific decisions have been made.  A subcommittee of SAC has also been working on form subdivisions and will offer some advice on which would be useful to turn into form/genre headings.
7. Why wait to eliminate the use of “Dept.” in access points, rather than spelling out the word?  Answer—in addition to factors mentioned earlier, those who argued against change now saw it as “change for change’s sake” and decried the database maintenance load it would cause.  LC was aware that the timing of the proposal might have been taken as a signal by some that RDA adoption was inevitable (which forgets that this practice was also a deviation from AACR2).

After thanking the speakers, the Chair announced vacancies for officers and members-at-large that will be filled at ALA Annual, and invited nominations and expressions of interest.



ACIG Business Meeting (action items are in bold)

The business meeting convened about 3:00 p.m.  Those present:

ACIG members:
Officers:  Lynnette Fields (Southern Illinois University—Edwardsville), Chair; Melanie McGurr (Ohio State University), Vice-Chair; Mark Scharff (Washington University in St. Louis), Secretary

Members-at-large; Felicity Dykas (University of Missouri—Columbia), series; Richard Guinn (University of Texas School of Public Health), local systems; Neil Robinson (University of Michigan), names; Elaine Winske (Florida International University), uniform titles.

Members absent: Mary Mastraccio (MARCive), Past Chair; Cynthia Barrilleaux(State Library of Louisiana), Member-at-large, subjects.

Liaison: Damian Iseminger (New England Conservatory of Music), chair of the Authorities Subcommittee of the Bibliographic Control Committee, Music Library Association

Guests: Michael Babinec, Northwestern University; Liz Bodian, Chicago Public Library; Nate Cothran, Backstage Library Works; Christina Hennessey, Loyola Marymount University; William W. Jones, New YorkUniversity; Nancy Kall, Douglas County (Colorado) Libraries; Tom Larsen, Portland State University; Robert J. Rohrbacher, Stanford University; Sandy Roe, Illinois State University; bob Wolverton, Mississippi State University.

The Chair announced elections for Annual 2011.  Positions to be elected include Chair-Elect (3-year term), Secretary (2-year term), and Members-at-large for subjects, series, and names (2-year terms), plus a one-year term to fill the vacancy caused by the resignation of Catherine Scullion, Member-at-large, form/genre.  Information about the vacancies will be posted on ALA Connect, and also sent via e-mail to persons who attended the reporting session.

Elaine Winske asked to speak further to an issue she had raised to the group in a recent e-mail.  She noted that part of the recent Cartography form/genre project undertaken at the Library of Congress involved the cancellation of existing form subdivisions for maps in favor of form/genre headings.  The “delete records” were distributed without much announcement; without human intervention in assessing the impact of the change on bibliographic records, data might be lost if the subdivision is deleted without its corresponding genre heading being added to the record.  Janis Young of LC PSD has agreed to look into the matter.

A short post-mortem on the afternoon’s program ensued.  The first impression was that it was quite short, with fewer questions than were expected.  Janis Young got high marks for her presentation.  Beacher Wiggins did not focus as tightly on the authority-control aspects of the RDA test as some might have liked.  Damian offered a perspective from his experience as a tester.  For items in his “extra set,” he followed the Library of Congress Policy Statements for formulating name and name-title access points.  This produced, for example, the RDA access point “Mozart, Wolfgang Amadeus (Wolfgang Amadeus Johann Chrystostem), 1756-1791.”  Without a policy of “RDA-compatible” headings, this could be just one of thousands of bibliographic file maintenance headaches.  Richard Rohrbacher mentioned his concerns with the scope of RDA terms over the long haul, and on the effect of RDA decisions entering LCSH through geographic headings and subdivisions.  Mark wondered aloud what changes the community will tolerate.

Lynnette reported that last summer we appointed an ACIG Web Coordinator, Suzhen Chen. After email discussions with the Board it was decided that this volunteer position would be appointed by the ACIG Chair for a two-year term.  While ALA attendance is not mandatory, ALA membership and membership in one of the sponsoring divisions (ALCTS or LITA) is required.

Finally, brainstorming for the 2011 program.  Our proposal turned in at 2010 Annual had the working title “Authority Control: The Next Generation.”  Comments and suggestions:
	Could we do a small segment on genre/form based on preconference material.   Comment: our last program (2010 Annual, Washington, D.C.) was principally devoted to genre/form.
	What about linked data?  Comment: we had presentations on this in Chicago (2009 Annual)
	Build on discussion from the PCC discussion list on the ethics of authority control (especially privacy concerns)
	Presentation on retrospective assignment of genre/form headings?  This has been discussed in the law cataloging community, which sees the use of the Law classification tables as offering some help.
	Seek a report based on the analysis of data from the RDA test that studies the Impact of RDA on authority control.
	A string of related concerns: WorldCat Local and its authority-control problems = What’s the impact on cooperative authority control = is there a future for NACO? Gordon Dunsire a possible speaker for the first several topics?  Is there a speaker for the NACO future question?
	
Further discussion is to occur on the ACIG list.  Minutes of the business meeting will be sent to all attendees after review by IG members.  The meeting adjouned at 3:25 pm.

Submitted by Mark Scharff, ACIG Secretary

