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CONSER Operations Committee Meeting 2013 Outcomes


1. ISSN Report (Regina Reynolds)
a. A semi-automated ISSN assignment program is being developed to handle ISSN requests. CONSER members will also be able to take advantage of the program to submit ISSN requests. It will take the place of the ISSN request form that CONSER members currently use. 
b. The U.S. ISSN Network is working with OCLC to develop a way to identify CONSER records for serials published in the U.S. which don’t currently have an ISSN. The work may develop into a project to assign ISSN to these serials.

c. BibFrame efforts and serials: The ISSN International Centre, the ISSN Review Group, and representatives of the Bibliothèque nationale de France (BnF) have developed an extension of the FRBRoo model called PRESSoo. PRESSoo is a model devoted to the bibliographic information relating to serials and continuing resources. PRESSoo aims to propose answers to long standing issues with the application of the FRBR to continuing resources. Information about PRESSoo is available from: http://www.issn.org/2-24155-PRESSoo-model.php  

d. “Predatory” open access publishers: Regina updated attendees on the U.S. ISSN Center experiences with open access publishers that are misleading about their intentions when requesting ISSN and contacting potential authors and editors. A recent article in the New York Times describes Jeffrey Beall's work in identifying these publishers and their practices.

2. Major and minor title change rules: Regina Reynolds outlined parameters for considering changes to existing title change rules
a. How well are current rules working? 
b. What purposes will revising our title change rules serve?
c. How will proposed changes help the user?
d. What impact do new title change rules have on keeping records for print and online serials in synch?
e. Regina listed several efforts in process that have to do with title changes or other changes that trigger the need for a new record:
i. Consideration of title change rules for CJK material
ii. ISSN Network consideration of proposals for revising RDA for changes in mode of issuance.
iii. Proposals in process to consider description of serials based on the latest issue in RDA. 
Outcomes: It was not clear that a task group should be formed to propose revised title change rules at this time. If any group is formed it should be focused on exploratory tasks:

· the need for revising title change rules
· the tasks involved with getting agreement between JSC, ISBD, and ISSN on proposed rules
· the impact of implementing new title change rules
· explore alternatives such as clarifying practices (e.g. the Bloomberg situation) which could be documented in LC-PCC PS or CONSER documentation. 
Action: Les forms a task group?

When: Summer 2013?

3. CONSER RDA bridge training update: Hien Nguyen provided an overview of the online website set up to facilitate the update of the CCM modules. The site allows working groups led by a coordinator to work on individual modules. CONSER members may sign up for working on modules. Also some individuals have been pre-identified as task group members or leaders. Some suggested approaches to revisions of modules: 

a. Keep references to and explanations of past practices to a minimum.
b. Working with copy should be kept in mind when writing modules, it is one of the hardest tasks and requires decision making
c. Coordinators will set deadlines for comments on drafts, etc.
d. When selecting new images for inclusion for illustrations remember to request permission or observe the requirements (e.g. attribution requirements, etc.) for reusing images 
e. A style guide and possibly guidelines for operation of the groups should be developed and posted to the site. 
Action: Hien is completing the set up of the site and will announce the availability of online sign up and instructions for logging on to the site in June 2013.
4. CONSER RDA Review: 

a. Some informal review groups have been developed and are working well with individual catalogers submitting records to others and sharing review. 
b. Submitting RDA questions to CONSERlst on specific records and the discussion about them is very instructive to all
c. If possible, please try to identify the possible RDA instructions which might apply when sending RDA record questions to the email list- this is also instructive.
d. Some institutions still need review, Les will try to match them with a reviewer
5. Plans for updating CONSER records based on RDA NAF changes: Robert Bremer outlined the additional changes that are being made in bibliographic records along with the changes necessary because of the NAF file changes. 
a. 040 $e pn to identify provider neutral records
i. This code is used in addition to $e rda
ii. Use of the code doesn’t change our current provider neutral practices for serials
iii. There was a suggestion for prescribing an order of $e in records
b. It was agreed that 130’s that identify separate manifestations (e.g. 130 … (online)) should be removed during the process
6. Consistent treatment of title changes in print and online versions: 

Action: Les will work with Regina and Erik Bergstrom of the U.S. ISSN Center to develop simple guidelines for keeping records for print and online in synch.
When: Summer 2013 
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