Major/minor title change Rules
Abstract:

Instructions for recording changes of title proper on serials and integrating resources are in RDA 2.3.2.12. Categories of major and minor title changes for serials are given in RDA/LC-PCC PS 2.3.2.13. These instructions are directly carried over from AACR2 title change categories and rules. Revisions and refinements to these rules have been discussed by CONSER for many years. The goal of this discussion is to gather input for charging a CONSER task group. The task group will be charged to make recommendations for revision of RDA title change instructions for consideration by stakeholder communities such as ISSN, ISBD, CC:DA, JSC, and PCC. 

Question:  Should CONSER propose changes to these rules?

· How well are the current rules/instructions working?  In other words, is there a need to explore changing them?

What do we want to achieve?  
· Quicker, easier decision process with less need to consult the “collective wisdom?”

· Solve problems with particular current rules, e.g., frequency words?
· Is reduction in the number of new descriptions for changes a goal?  
· There has been some push back indicating that calling some changes that affect the beginning of the title minor, such as adding or dropping a word or words from the beginning of the title either because it is a resource word or the corporate body name, ends up being more confusing than having a new description.  An example is “Journal of bowling” changing to “Bowling.”
Pros and Cons of Changing the Rules

Pro:  CONSER discussions have indicated that there is interest in proposing new minor changes, clarification of the wording of current rules or refinements of the rules. The most recent discussion was whether to make addition, removal or changes (?) in frequency words minor. Clarification or changes in these rules would solve some problems, might make major/minor decisions easier to reach, and would likely result in even fewer new descriptions for changes.  

Con:  In spite of some challenges in application—which we might expect will never go completely away with serials--the current rules/instructions seem to be working reasonably well.  Change will require international agreement from JSC, ISSN and ISBD communities. There will be a period of time before each community learns and applies the new rules. Some ISSN centers might lag in their application and interpretation of the new rules possibly leading in the short term to more discrepancies between ISSN records and CONSER records. Change will require training and application by catalogers in the U.S. and internationally, adding confusion—at least for a time—to an already challenging rule.

What should the charge include?

· Assess how well current rules are working and what areas might be improved by changes

· Statement of the goal of proposed changes:  fewer records, clearer rules, specific problems to be solved
· Gather evidence to identify and support  possible rule changes:  CONSERLST archives, examples, possible survey that would include reference staff, discussions with reference staff, vendors like SerialsSolutions, etc.
· Propose changes and develop justifications for those changes, including considering how the rules would work on titles in languages other than English
