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PCC Operations Meeting 2013 Outcomes


1. Conference authority best practices:

Proposed actions: 
1. SCT could sponsor a mini-group to make an instructional video, 
2. The video and any best practices that develop from this effort will be announced to PCC email lists and posted on NACO and other appropriate pages

When: Summer 2013
2. Keeping RDA SARs and serial bib records created under earlier cataloging codes [late addition to agenda]:

Actions: 

1. Les will work with Barbara Bushman (NLM) to send the problem scenarios to the CONSER email list. 

2. CONSER will provide the guidance on keeping RDA SARs and bibs in synch.

3. Resulting practices will be announced PCC email lists and posted on NACO and other appropriate pages
When: Begin work now, post practices June 2013
3. FAQ to track LCRI’s that are no longer in force:

Outcome: While possibly useful, it may be difficult to track these down at this point. A large number of LCRIs were evaluated for carrying over to RDA some were split into separate LC-PCC PS others dropped altogether. Also some attendees mentioned that it may be better to focus training on learning where to find things in RDA and the LC-PCC PS.

4. Non-MARC authority, part 1 undifferentiated names:
Outcome: 
1. No consensus on the task group’s recommended option 3. Some suggested that option 1 should be looked at carefully others supported option 3 as a good approach in the current environment. 
2. Not much discussion of the task group recommendation that LC cooperatively undertake a project to perform automated conversion on undifferentiated name records. 

Action: PCC Policy Committee discussion and decisions needed.
5. Non-MARC authority, part 2:
Outcomes: Agreement that the LC/NAF should provide more pointers to other registries within the NARs, possibly use 024 field for this with some redefinition. 
Policy questions: If some of these links to other registries can be automated, do they need to be verified or reviewed? Do we expect reciprocal linking between LC/NAF and other registries? What are PCC’s next steps?
6. Expressions Task Group follow-up survey and SCS proposal on expressions:

Outcomes: 

1. Survey needs to include some background. 

2. Not clear why the proposal is limited to belles letters
Action: SCS will revise survey based on comments
When: Revision has begun, post the survey in summer 2013
7. Relationship Designator Task Group report and guidelines:
1. Guidelines should be clear that they apply only to bibliographic records

2. AACR2 terms should be removed/replaced in the guidelines, e.g. “main entry”

3. Clarify practice in guidelines on name/title authorized access points (AAP) on bibliographic records: can relationship designators be used with these? If not, why not?
4. Clarify use of “7XX” in guidelines; does 7XX refer to AAPs, linking entry, or both?

5. Clarify 780/785 practice with $i. This value hasn’t been used in the past with 780/785 but apparently it is possible.

6. Caution: Terms from other registries might be miss used

7. Problem: there is no way to identify the vocabulary from which a term is derived.
8. Idea: develop compound or super terms that combine multiple roles for an entity

9. Need follow-up guidelines for authority relationship designators?

Action: Update guidelines based on feedback and post.

When: May 2013

Who: PoCo/ task group members?
8. PCC RDA practices for reproductions
Action: Form a PCC task group to unify and document PCC practices for describing reproductions under RDA
Who: Les will work with SCS on developing charge and task group members

When: Begin working on charge May 2013
9. Integrating resources:
Discussion: 
1. Stakeholders include ISSN Network.
2. An additional set of practices that should be resolved with the update of the integrating resource manual includes areas where provider neutral record practices vary between the BIBCO and CONSER programs. 
Action: Outcomes from the discussion will be used to develop charge of task group to revise the Integrating Resources Cataloging Manual for RDA
Who: Les and Hien, working with the SCT and SCS

When: Develop charge and task group May-June 2013
10. 336, 337, 338 fields and best practices:
Agreements on term and code usage in 336, 337, 338:
1. Require at least the term for the 336, 337, and 338

2. Recommend supplying both the term and the code when possible with macros and other tools

3. Publicize the macros and scripts that SkyRiver and OCLC have developed for these fields among PCC members.
4. Post macros and scripts developed by PCC members for specific ILS on the Standing Committee on Automation (SCA) macro share page.

Action: Document agreements on PCC web page

Who: PCC Secretariat and SCA
When: May 2013
11. Using multiple 300 fields with 33X fields, and $3 as a label
Outcome: no agreement on practices for using repeated fields or $3. PCC Catalogers may need to have more experience with these fields to know what type of best practices to develop.
12. Use of the term “1 online resource” 300 $a in CONSER provider neutral records
Outcome: 

1. Supplying the term is optional.

2. Never remove the term from existing records.
13. Dimensions of discs and audio carriers ; terms of common usage for computer discs
Outcome, dimensions: Generally BIBCO and CONSER training has been encouraging use of inches (LC’s preference in LC-PCC PS 3.5.1.3). PCC has no stated preference and that may be a good thing for communities that wish to use the metric form. It is recognized that specialized communities such as OLAC are developing a preference as well. Encourage continued use of inches, but PCC should be aware of developments in other cataloging communities.
Outcome, terms of common usage: Use of more specific terms versus more generic terms may vary depending on format. For serials it may make more sense to use the generic term, since specific common terms such as DVD or CD-ROM may change. For monographic types of materials, the more specific term may make sense. This is catalogers judgment.  
14. New 34X fields: discussion aimed at making people aware of the new fields. 
Outcome: PCC catalogers need more experience to discuss best practices.
15. Expectations of productivity while learning RDA
Outcomes: The PCC leadership is asked to send a statement to the PCC email lists, directed at PCC institution administrators. The statement recognizes that time spent learning RDA is valuable in the long run. There is an understanding that PCC record contributions may be reduced somewhat during the learning period. 

16. Incorporating practices from the BSR and CSR into LC-PCC PS:
Agreement: Yes pursue. There was recognition that some practices will be documented both on the PCC website and the LC-PCC PS at least in near future. 

Action: SCS will continue to pursue this with Policy and Standards Division

When: Now and ongoing

Who: SCS and PSD
17. Making additions to title authorized access points (examples needed for monographs with an authorized access point constructed using a 130)
Outcome: Attendees were invited to send examples of additions made to authorized access points for monographs for posting on the PCC website.

Who: Adam Schiff has some ready examples, others may send their examples to coop@loc.gov
18. Defining indicators for “description based on” and latest issue consulted” notes

Agreement: Yes, pursue a MARBI proposal to define these indicators.
Action: Les will work with Robert Bremer and SCS to develop a proposal for adding indictors in the 588 field to control these notes.

When: A discussion paper can be considered for ALA annual if submitted to the Network Development and MARC Standards Office (NDMSO) at LC by May 17, 2013. 
Update: The paper will be discussed at ALA annual: http://www.loc.gov/marc/marbi/2013/2013-dp05.html 
19. Status of the proposal to remove ISBD punctuation from PCC records:


The successor group to MARBI, LITA / ALCTS Metadata Standards Committee, acknowledge receipt of the report. The committee is new and just beginning to hold business meetings, so it is hoped the proposal will appear on their agenda in the near future. 
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