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RE:
Report on MAC activity, ALA Midwinter Meeting, 2014
This ALA conference marks the first independent meeting of MAC, the MARC Advisory Committee, which previously met in conjunction with MARBI.  MAC is discussing three documents of interest to SAC at this conference.
MARC Proposal No. 2014-02 : Making Subfield $c (Location of meeting) repeatable.  Though meeting location is not an immediate concern of SAC’s, the question of how qualifying data should be designated could be. The MARC21 Authority Format already designates the repeatable 370 subfield $f as a means of distinctly naming two or more locations for a meeting.  If MAC concludes that distinct subfielding in the authorized access point is also necessary, that could eventually have implications for the coding of subject access points.  For example, when the subject heading “150 0 $a Brown, Father (Fictitious character)” transforms into a name access point under RDA, will “Father” and “(Fictitious character)” be coded as one subfield $c or as two?  Will the differential coding of these data elements in an authority as “368 $c Fictitious character $d Father” require additional complexity in the coding of the access point?  Or should the designation of qualifying data elements on the one hand and access point segments on the other be seen as separate tasks with separate purposes and designs?
Discussion Paper No. 2014-DP03: "Miscellaneous information" in Topical Term and Geographic Name Fields.  This discussion paper from the German National Library explores the use of subfield $g (Miscellaneous information) in subject fields X50 and X51 to contain various types of qualifying terms.  Library of Congress has not used separate subfielding for its qualifying terms in subject headings, but the German National Library has found them useful.  

Discussion Paper No. 2014-DP02: Relationships between Subject Headings from Different Thesauri.  This discussion paper, also from the German National Library, explores the addition of subfield $i (Relationship information) and $4 (Relationship code) to the MARC21 Authority Format’s 7XX fields (Heading Linking Entries).   The goal is to be able to express a variety of mapping relationships—Equivalence (EQ), Broader mapping (BM), Narrower mapping (NM), Related mapping (RM)—between terms in different subject thesauri.  The codes derive from ISO 25964 “Information and documentation—Thesauri and interoperability with other vocabularies,” part 2 “Interoperability with other vocabularies” (ISO 25964-2).  Without some change, the Authority 7XX fields can only express equivalence.  The paper also discusses “1-to-2” cases where a single heading in one system equates to two headings used together in another system
Follow up from MARBI at Annual 2013.  
Discussion Paper No. 2013 DP06 : Defining New Field 388 for Chronological Terms in the MARC 21 Authority Format.  This paper discusses defining a new field to record terms such as “Eighteenth century” and “Middle Ages” for the creation or origin of a work or expression. It follows on an earlier successful proposal from the SAC Subcommittee on Genre/Form Implementation about recording dates in authorities for works and expressions, noted below.  Status:  MARBI suggested that changes be made to the examples and to the definition of indicator values.  The SAC Subcommittee on Genre/Form Implementation has revised the paper as a draft proposal but decided in conjunction with the MARC Development Office not to submit it at this meeting.
