







SACO10-ANN/9


TO:
Subject Analysis Committee

FR:
Stephen Hearn, SAC Liaison to MARBI

RE:
Report on MARBI activity, ALA Annual Meeting, 2010
There are three items on the MARBI agenda at Annual 2010 as of June 8 which are of interest to SAC:
Proposal No. 2010-06: Encoding the ISNI in the MARC 21 Bibliographic and Authority Formats.  Subfield 0 would be redefined to include ISNI (International Standard Name Identifier) and other types of identifiers prefixed by a MARC Organization code or MARC Standard Identifier Source code. Authority records would also use Field 024 for ISNIs. Entities represented by ISNIs can include fictional characters as well as personal, corporate, and jurisdictional entities. It’s not clear whether the entities defined by ISNIs are entirely congruent with the entities defined by AACR2, LC authorities, FRBR, etc. Also, an ISNI is intended to correspond only to a full heading string, making them ineligible for headings such as “Holmes, Sherlock (Fictitious character)—Fiction.”
Proposal No. 2010-08: Encoding Scheme of Coordinate Data in Field 034. The proposal would define $7 in the 034 field (Coded Cartographic Mathematical Data) to contain a code value indicating the encoding scheme used in the field. A scheme source code list would also be created to establish the codes.  This could become a feature of subject authority records for geographic places.
Discussion Paper No. 2010-DP04: Encoding the ISTC in the MARC 21 Bibliographic and Authority Formats. The paper discusses several options for encoding ISTCs (International Standard Text Codes) in bibliographic and (briefly) authority records.  The texts identified by ISTCs are required to specify language, which tends to make them expressions in FRBR terms. It is unclear how ISTCs would relate to subject headings referring to FRBR works, or to authorities which establish FRBR expressions at a higher level of generality than ISTCs.
Follow up from MARBI at Midwinter 2010
Proposal No. 2010-01. Defining codes for online and direct access electronic resources in 008/23 and 008/29 (Form of item).  Proposed replacing the current combination of a Form of Item code “s” (electronic) plus an 007/01 code “r” (remote) to designate online electronic resources with a new pair of Form of Item codes to draw the distinction between online and direct access electronic resources within the 008.  Approved by MARBI and LC/LAC/BL with amendments to use code values “q” (direct electronic) and “o” (online). Code “s” (electronic) will not be made obsolete and may still be used when greater granularity is not required.
Proposal No. 2010-04. New data elements in the MARC 21 Authority and Bibliographic Format for works and expressions.  Proposed new data elements including a 380 field in both formats for form of work (e.g., “Play”), which is an area of interest to SAC.  Approved by MARBI and LC/LAC/BL with amendments to add $0 and make 380 repeatable.

Proposal No. 2010-05.  Adding subfield $3 (Materials specified) to field 034 (Coded Cartographic Mathematical Data) in the MARC 21 Bibliographic and Authority Formats.  Proposed defining $3 in the 034 field to permit the specified cartographic mathematical designation of parts of a named geographic entity, e.g., the source and mouth of a river. Approved by MARBI and LC/LAC/BL.
Discussion Paper No. 2010-DP02. Encoding URIs for controlled values in MARC records.  Proposed the use of punctuation within a term subfield to mark a URI for the term and the use of $0 within a field to indicate the URI or resolvable data for a heading string.  Summary of MARBI discussion: “Some participants were reluctant to experiment with encoding URIs in MARC records because of the large amount of effort for systems to support experimentation. This includes questions about how to explain, what to get back, how to define the relationship between a value and a URI. Some were interested in experimenting with a set of test records. Nothing will be finalized on this until issues are sorted out, but a document will be prepared with some guidelines and examples of how URIs might be used in MARC records so that those that wish to may experiment.”
Discussion Paper No. 2010-DP03. Encoding the International Standard Name Identifier (ISNI) and the International Standard Text Code (ISTC) in the MARC 21 Bibliographic and Authority Format.  Proposed using field 024 and a redefined $0 to record ISNI values in bibliographic and authority records.  ISTC encoding was dropped at the Midwinter presentation of the discussion paper. Results of MARBI discussion: ISNI encoding has returned as Proposal 2010-06. ISTC encoding is treated in Discussion Paper 2101-DP04 (above).
