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abstract of presentation 
At the present time LC practice for NARs for translations is to identify expressions for translations by adding the “language of expression” attribute to the AAP of a translation. Normally this is where the differentiation stops—no further attribute such as “date of expressions” or “other distinguishing characteristic of the expression” (such as translator) is added to the AAP—either to the bibliographic record or to a name authority record.. 

The Standing Committee on Standards (SCS) wishes to take the pulse of the PCC community as to whether this LC practice should also be acceptable PCC practice.
Participant preparation and involvement:
Please consider the following questions before the meeting and be prepared to contribute thoughts and suggestions during the session.
1. Would your institution create separate title or name/title access points to differentiate translations to a greater degree than language alone?

a. Always

b. Sometimes (say when)

c. Never

d. Comment:
2. If your institution was willing to create differentiated expression level AAPs to a greater degree than language, would you extend this differentiation to already existing undifferentiated records and perform file maintenance?

a. Yes

b. No

c. Sometimes

d. Comment:
3. If you have hesitated about saying Yes on Question 2 above, are there certain authors or groups of authors for which you would be willing to extend this differentiation?

a. Which ones?

i. Classical authors

ii. Authors writing before [X] date?

iii. Certain languages?

iv. Cataloger’s judgment?

b. No

4. If your institution was not willing to create/amend AAPs that were differentiated further than language, would you use an existing form with a greater degree of differentiation in your record?

a. Yes

b. No

c. Sometimes
d. Comment:
5. If you do create/use differentiated AAPs for all translations, would you prefer that PCC designate a priority order of expression attributes to use for distinguishing them (e.g., surname of translator, date of expression, publisher), or should each cataloger distinguish based on their judgment?

a. There should be priority order

b. Cataloger’s judgment

c. Not applicable, since my institution would prefer not to create differentiated AAPS for translations beyond the language

Desired outcome: Come to a consensus on what PCC practice for this Policy Statement should be.
Follow-up tasks: If consensus is reached to allow for greater differentiation, would this difference from LC Practice cause problems?. 
Background document: This abstract will serve as the background for the discussion.  
