ALCTS Continuing Resources Cataloging Committee Annual Update Forum on Monday, June 26, 2006, 1:30-3:30 pm, at the Morial Convention Center.
Present: Renette Davis (Chair), Eugene H. Dickerson, Jr., Kevin Randall, Tina Shrader, Cathy Weng, Anna Ashikhmina (Intern), Selina Lin (Intern),

Agenda: 
I. Welcome, announcements, and introductions (Renette Davis) 

II.  Reports/Discussions.

A. CONSER report (Les Hawkins)          
B. LC/ISSN/NSDP report (Regina Reynolds)

C. CC:DA report/RDA update (Kevin Randall, Marjorie Bloss)

D. Access Level Record for Serials Pilot report (Regina Reynolds)

E. Discussion of limited use of latest entry for minor changes, etc. (Eugene Dickerson)


Minutes
I. Welcome, announcements, and introductions (Renette Davis) 

II.  Reports/Discussions.

A. Les Hawkins, CONSER Coordinator, Library of Congress

Les reported on:

 CONSER-At-Large ALA Meeting of June 25, 2006 Series panel. BIBCO colleagues were invited to participate in this part of the meeting. Ideas for series simplification, documentation, and practices were discussed. Documentation for series practices in BIBCO and CONSER seem to differ in whether tracing and creation of series authority records are required. BIBCO core level requirements: untraced series need not be supported by authority records. CONSER requirements: series “headings” require series authority records but tracing is not addressed.

SCCTP.  Steven J. Miller, University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee Libraries and School of Information Studies converted the SCCTP Integrating Resources Cataloging Workshop for online asynchronous learning. Content redesigned and supplemented by Lisa Furubotten, Texas A&M University. Sixteen students mostly from the United States, but also from England, New Zealand, and Lebanon, participated in the workshop. In February, four SCCTP trainers attended the online course “Teaching Courses in a Live Online Environment” taught by Christine Peterson, Continuing Education Librarian of Amigos Library Services. This training was aimed at teaching SCCTP trainers to repackage existing SCCTP materials and familiarize them with teaching in an online format.

Status of implementing bibliographic level “i”. OCLC implemented the bibliographic level code “i” in June. LC asked PCC members not to convert LC records until more system work is done.  LC will distribute serials and integrating resources in one combined CDS file. BIBCO and CONSER members contributing to OCLC will be able to cooperatively maintain records for integrating resources. Several implementation issues remain for making distribution possible, including consideration of authentication codes and the development of documentation.

B. Regina Reynolds, Head, National Serials Data Program, Library of Congress.

Regina reported on:

Reorganization in Acquisition and Bibliographic Access Division. Serial Record Division staff being moved to Monographic Cataloging and Acquisition.

NSDP/ISSN.  ISSN standard has been under revision for several years. A revised version of the standard has been submitted to ISO for registration as Draft International Standard 3297 in May 2006. The 6-month voting period on DIS 3297 is 5/30/2006 to 11/30/2006 and it is hoped that publication can take place in the first half of 2007. 
NSDP has been waiting for code “i” to be implemented. Regina hoped to begin assigning ISSNs to integrating resources this summer giving preferences to those replacing serials.

ISSN Portal (Formerly ISSN Online). ISSN Portal enriched by new automatically generated links to 17 national libraries and catalogs. Also by default all ISSN records display links to Google and Yahoo searches, using ISSN.

ISSN update:  http://www.ala.org/ala/alcts/alctsconted/alctsceevents/alctsannual/ISSNrevision.ppt
C. Kevin Randall, Head Serials Cataloging, Northwestern University Library 
     Marjorie Bloss, RDA Project Coordinator
Kevin spoke about ALCTS publication: Differences between Changes within: Guidelines on When to Create a New Record. PDF version available free to ALCTS members. There are corrections to be made and differences between print and PDF versions to be resolved; it is recommended that if ALCTS is planning on future publications like this, the publishing process should be improved.

Kevin reported on CC:DA meetings from Saturday, Sunday and Monday.
RDA and JSC work were main topics of discussions during all 3 meetings.

On work of CRCC RDA Task Force.

Jennifer Bowen is ALA representative to JSC (Joint Steering Committee for Revision of AACR). All comments have to go to her.

Chair of task force supposed to write a summary of comments which is than submitted to CC:DA. Most of our comments went into the ALA response to JSC. 

Chapter 6 and 7 draft is now available for comments. Task Force will be working on comments for current draft. Aug. 14 is a deadline for summary of comments to be submitted. Task force members will have to submit all their comments by the end of July.

Marjorie Bloss, RDA Project Coordinator, reported on work of JSC and RDA’s new developments.

Significant issues that are being considered by JSC are:

· Relationships between some data elements were not addressed in part I of RDA.

Sub-types and sub-elements will be introduced.

· Mode of issuance for continuing resources was a concern, JSC is still discussing this. JSC editor is working on discussion paper preparation.
· Use of a primary access point in lieu of statement of responsibility will be kept as an option. 
Chapters 6 & 7 are out for review. http://www.collectionscanada.ca/jsc/docs/5rda-parta-ch6&7.pdf
JSC meeting in Ottawa, Canada, 24-28 April 2006.

JSC decided to make changes to RDA structure. There will be 2 parts: A-Resource Description and Relationships (elements originally proposed for inclusion in parts I and II)  and B-Access Point Control (elements originally proposed for inclusion in part III). Terminology used in RDA will be revised to make a more clear distinction between “required element” and “element required if applicable” terms. Further work is required with structure of elements within RDA.
Ongoing work for JSC includes such topics as mode of issuance; appendices on capitalization, abbreviations, initial articles; access point for families; policy document on Glossary etc. 

For more information:

http://www.rdaonline.org/,
http://www.collectionscanada.ca/jsc/0604out.html Ottawa Meeting report
D. Regina Reynolds, Head, National Serials Data Program, Library of Congress.

Regina reported on:

Access level record for serials pilot project.

The Access Level Record for Serials Working Group was formed to develop a single CONSER standard record that would apply to all formats (print as well as online), replace existing multiple record levels, and reduce serials cataloging costs by requiring in serial records only those elements that are necessary to meet FRBR user tasks. Training issue is a very important one, it takes years to train a serial cataloger. The record is intended to be a “floor” not ceiling. Catalogers can add additional elements if necessary.

Working group created set of mandatory elements and pilot projects instructions. The group also sought input from catalogers about record simplifications, and incorporated many of these ideas into cataloging guidelines to accompany the element set. Distinguishing uniform titles were omitted from the mandatory elements. In future guidelines, uniform titles for translations and language editions will be removed. Many notes, 321, 580, 550, 787 are not required. Place of publication was also omitted but later restored as one of the mandatory elements. Field 362 is unformatted for user comprehension.
Forteen U.S. libraries participated in pilot project, 38 catalogers created 327 records (167 access and 160 control), 256 records (78%) were original 71 records (21%) used OCLC member copy.
The average time saved in the creation of serial bibliographic descriptions was 20%. There was also evidence of a “learning curve” in using the access level guidelines. Cataloging times improved as a cataloger created more access level records, so future savings are anticipated to be greater. 
Reference librarian’s views on evaluation of access level records were different. Most comments were positive about the simpler, “less cluttered” records and the clearer way some information was presented. Some reviewers preferred more detailed records, however admitting that the access level record would work “in 99 out of 100 reference transactions”. If place of publication were included in records, overall acceptability would rise from 48% to between 71% and 83%. Acceptability of access record if place of publication were included in records would be 66%.
At least 3 catalogers at 3 different institutions used the word “liberating: in their comments, most reviewers had not been aware that guidelines were “burdensome”.

Most positive comments were received on unformatted 362. It was found to be easier for both patrons and catalogers, especially those less trained. 

Improving OPAC displays was suggested. One thought was to ask reviewers in the access project to design sample displays or provide requirements in a display appendix. 
The final report is due after ALA and this will be sent to the PCC policy committee for approval of as a new CONSER standard. There are some recommendations to be made to MARBI and the JSC for RDA, and a number of implementation issues, including encoding level, authentication code, use of copy, and training/documentation issues.

Documentation should be freely available from the CONSER Web site.
The record should be implemented as soon as feasible. October 1, 2006 was recommended.

January meeting of CRCC will be a training session.

Final report: http://www.loc.gov/acq/conser/alrFinalReport.html
D. Gene Dickerson, National Library of Medicine

Discussion of limited use of latest entry for minor changes, etc.
CONSER/CRCC working group proposal to use limited entry practice with successive entry serial records is available at:

http://www.loc.gov/acq/conser/discussion-paper-limited.pdf
This paper was discussed at the CONSER Operations meeting in April and a summary of that discussion is available at:

http://www.loc.gov/acq/conser/conop2006.html#2
Gene started the discussion with review of the current and previous practices.

Current practice.

Successive entry: when major change occurs, bibliographic record closed, new record created.

Previous practice.

Latest entry: when changes occurred bibliographic records were updated (245-current title, 247-previous title, etc.)

Suggestion for new cataloging code: 

Maybe we could have successive entry practice for major changes in title or main entry and limited latest entry practice for minor changes.

Pros and cons were discussed.

Comments/Suggestions/Concerns: 

--Possible problems with determining minor/major changes when multiple 247s are   present in a record

--If date supplied with 247, there will be no problem

--Field 260 redescription

--Names - “Latest Issue Description” rather than “Latest Entry Cataloging”
--International aspect: should be in sync with ISSN

--Different tagging for original, later and current titles

--Need to work with ILS vendors for exploring possibilities of improving public displays of current titles and other bibliographic elements
Respectfully submitted by,

Anna Ashikhmina

