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Introduction
One of the principles underlying the automated manipulation of the LC/NACO Authority File for use under RDA is that 1XX fields in AACR2 authority records may be used under RDA unless the 1XX field contains some characteristic that prevents the 1XX field from being used under RDA. (Certain mechanical changes to the 1XX text, such as the spelling-out of abbreviations, may come into play before this determination of suitability is made; these modifications are described in other documents.) The report of the PCC Task Group on AACR2 & RDA Acceptable Headings (the "earlier group") established this principle, and identified certain categories of AACR2 authority records that should be excluded from use under RDA without review.

The earlier group intended that all AACR2 authority records whose 1XX field was not excluded from use under RDA without review should be re-coded as RDA and re-issued. Many readers of the present group's preliminary documents were troubled by the need to re-issue about 7.6 million authority records simply to change the value of 008/10 and add 040 $e. The subsequent adoption of what was originally termed "Alternate 3" as the model to use in the modification of the LC/NACO Authority File for use under RDA changes the earlier group's scheme. Under the current implementation plan, only those AACR2 records that are re-issued because they are subject to some other change are candidates for being re-coded as RDA; no AACR2 record will be re-issued solely to re-code the record as RDA.
The present document describes those characteristics of 1XX fields that prevent an AACR2 authority record from being used under RDA without review. The switch from the original implementation plan to the present implementation plan (based on "Alternate 3") changes the disposition of AACR2 records whose 1XX field does not fit any of these categories: instead of being re-coded as RDA, they are left alone. However, this change in plan does not in any manner remove the need to identify those AACR2 records whose 1XX field cannot be used under RDA without review.
Note that this document considers in detail only AACR2 authority records. Categorically excluded from use under RDA without review are all pre-RDA authority records having any code other than 'c' in 008/10. (In other words, the only pre-RDA 1XX fields that are candidates for continued use under RDA are AACR2 1XX fields. Records with code 'd' in 008/10—"AACR2 compatible" records—are categorically excluded from use under RDA without review.)
In general, 1XX fields in authority records bearing code 'c' in 008/10 may be used under RDA, but this general principle is subject to important limitations. Section 3.1 of the report of the earlier task group describes categories of AACR2 records that should be excluded from use under RDA without review. Specifically, the earlier group's report says that an AACR2 authority record whose 1XX field meets any of the following criteria should be labeled with a 667 field indicating that the 1XX field requires individual review:

· Authority records whose 11X fields represent ongoing conferences

· Authority records with 1XX subfield $l that contains Polyglot
· Authority records with 1XX subfield $l that contains an ampersand

· Authority records for certain personal names that contain subfield $c

· Authority records for undifferentiated personal names

These categories defined by the earlier task group have been subject to refinement and modification by the present group, as described in this document. In addition, it has come to the present task group's attention that additional categories of AACR 1XX field should be excluded from being re-coded as RDA; these categories have been added to this document:

· Authority records with 1XX subfield $s beginning "libretto" or "text" (normalized form)

· Authority records for treaties

· Authority records for musical works performed by certain musical ensembles

During the earlier group's work, the suitability of any AACR2 name/title heading for use under RDA was called into question, because of the ambiguity many such records present: does the 1XX field represent a work, a manifestation or an expression? Although the ambiguity cannot be denied, it is also the case that the 1XX field almost certainly represents one of these, and so the 1XX field is (other questions being answered successfully) suitable for use in some manner under RDA. 1XX fields that contain subfield $t are held to the same standard as all other 1XX fields.

Because it has been decided that there will be no change in the construction of authority records for undifferentiated personal names until after RDA Day 1 for the LC/NACO authority file, there is no longer a need for an exclusion test for this category of record. The present group is aware that undifferentiated personal names are the subject of substantial interest and discussion; but until there is a change in PCC practice, the 1XX field in an AACR2 authority record for an undifferentiated personal name (008/10='c'; 008/32='b') is suitable for use under RDA unless it is excluded for one of the reasons identified in this document.

During the review of records changed (and not changed) by the conversion program, questions were raised over the handling of records with characteristics other than those originally considered by either the present or the earlier group. The group considered these, but ultimately rejected them.
· Values other than "a" in 008 byte 33 (level of establishment) indicate that the 1XX field is, for one reason or another, not to be considered fully established; some reviewers felt that such records should not be used under RDA. Because current understanding indicates that values other than 'a' for 008/33 will continue to be valid under RDA, the group did not feel it was necessary to define a new exclusion based on the value of this byte. A separate project to review records with a value other than 'a' in 008/33 could be undertaken at any time, independent of the modification of the LC/NACO Authority File for use under RDA.
· The value 'b' in 008 byte 29 (reference evaluation) indicates that the 4XX and/or 5XX fields in a record may not be consistent with the 1XX field. The present group understands the problem represented by this value, but notes that the exclusion categories defined for this project are based on characteristics associated with the 1XX field. (For example, the 1XX field in an AACR2 authority record is not deemed unacceptable for use under RDA solely because of an unrecognized text in subfield $c of a 4XX field.) A separate project to review records whose reference fields may require attention may be undertaken at any time, independent of the modification of the LC/NACO Authority File for use under RDA.
Note that the fact that an AACR2 authority record is excluded for some reason from being used under RDA without review does not mean that the access fields in that record are not changed during the manipulation of the LC/NACO authority file for use under RDA. Access fields in all authority records—whether suitable for use under RDA or not—are subject to the mechanical manipulations described in other documents.

For example, an AACR2 authority record may be excluded from use under RDA because subfield $l of its 100 field contains an ampersand. Should 100 subfield $d in such a record contain an abbreviation, the abbreviation will be handled as appropriate, a 667 field indicating that the 1XX field cannot be used under RDA without review, and the record re-issued with no change to 008/10. (Under the current model, all of this work will occur during phase 2.)

The following sections of this document detail each category of AACR2 record to be labeled as not suitable for use under RDA without review.
Authority records for conferences
Under AACR2, a term for the frequency of a conference is omitted from the heading for the conference (AACR2 24.7A1); there is no corresponding instruction in RDA. This means that any authority 11X for an ongoing conference represents a potential problem, and must be re-evaluated before the 11X field can be used under RDA. The trick here is figuring out which 11X fields represent ongoing conferences (as opposed to one-time conferences). The original task group took a fairly conservative approach to this problem: it decided that any conference heading
 that could not be demonstrated to represent a one-time event must be assumed to represent an ongoing conference and therefore requires review before it can be used under RDA. The distinction proposed by the earlier group hinged on the presence of subfields $n, $d and $c: if any of these is present, the 11X field must represent a one-time conference; if all of these are absent, the 1XX field must represent an ongoing conference.
The distinction proposed by the earlier group is clear enough, and is programmable, but it can lead to inconsistent handling of headings for the "same conference." 

Here is an example of this kind of inconsistent handling: There might exist an authority record with a 111 (just $a; no $n, $d or $c) to represent the overall conference. Another authority record might have a 111 with the same $a, plus $n, $d and/or $c, followed by subfield $e to represent a committee in existence for one session of the conference. The first record would receive a 667 field indicating that the heading required review before use under RDA, but the second would not—even though both instances of 111 $a have the same likelihood of requiring the addition of a term for frequency, and both in fact require review before use under RDA.
An additional possible cause for worry was brought to the present task force's attention during the course of its work. 111 fields in the form of initials plus numbering (as in: "ASM 2003") are probably not valid RDA headings (because the numbers [date] don't belong in subfield $a), and should not be used under RDA without review. While it is easy enough to identify many such headings (111 $a contains only uppercase letters, numerals, and punctuation), this simple definition does not allow for members of the same class that use mixed case rather than all upper case (as in: "SIGForth '90").
With the need to avoid inconsistent handling foremost in its mind, the present task group decided on a simpler definition than that proposed by the earlier group, which does away with the notion of ongoing conferences and attempts instead to gather all conferences of any type in a single basket: any authority record with a 111 field, and any authority record with a 110 field containing subfield $b whose text is present in a list of terms that mean "conference" in some fashion, should be labeled with a 667 field indicating that the 11X field must be reviewed before it can be used under RDA.
During the course of its work, the present task group made a refinement to this changed definition: 110 fields with first indicator "1" should not be considered potential "conference" headings. If subfield $b containing a term that means "conference" is present in a 110 field whose first indicator is "1", the 110 field almost always represents a legislative body ("$a United States. $b Congress") and not a conference of the type for which review is required. Although this refinement means that a handful of conference headings with first indicator "1" that require the addition of a term for frequency will be allowed to pass, it also means that the vast majority of such headings will not be incorrectly labeled as requiring review.
A test on July 2, 2012 indicates that about 190,000 AACR2 authority records will be labeled with a 667 field because they appear to represent conference headings that require review.

Authority records with 1XX fields that contain Polyglot in subfield $l
The term Polyglot is not used in RDA access points. RDA calls for a separate access point for each language expression.

The definition of this category seems clear and unambiguous:

· If an AACR2 authority record (008/10='c') contains a 1XX field bearing subfield $l and if that subfield $l contains 'polyglot' in a normalized comparison, add a 667 field to the authority record indicating that the 1XX field cannot be used under RDA without review; do not re-code the authority record as RDA.

A test on July 2, 2012 indicates that about 526 AACR2 authority records will be labeled with a 667 field because they contain "Polyglot" in subfield $l.

Authority records with 1XX fields that contain an ampersand in subfield $l

Subfield $l is not used for a pair of languages in RDA access points. RDA calls for a separate access point for each language expression.

The definition of this category seems clear and unambiguous:

· If an AACR2 authority record (008/10='c') contains a 1XX field bearing subfield $l and if that subfield $l contains an ampersand, add a 667 field to the authority record indicating that the 1XX field cannot be used under RDA without review; do not re-code the authority record as RDA.

A test on July 2, 2012 indicates that about 11,800 AACR2 authority records will be labeled with a 667 field because they contain an ampersand in subfield $l.

On July 16, 2012, the category was expanded to encompass subfield $l that contains "and" with spaces on both sides. In this context, "and" functions in a manner identical to the ampersand. (Instances of subfield $l with "and" occur in many older bibliographic records.)
Authority records for personal names with subfield $c
This exclusion category is the subject of extensive discussion in a separate document. Some authority records with 100 $c will be unchanged (and by the lack of any change be suitable for use under RDA), some will be re-coded as RDA with the text of subfield $c enclosed within parentheses (or, more unusually, with parentheses removed), and some will have added to them a 667 field indicating that the 1XX field cannot be used under RDA without review.
A test on July 2, 2012 indicates that about 85,000 AACR2 authority records will be labeled with a 667 field because they contain an unrecognized text in subfield $c. This number will change as the definitions of subfield $c texts change.
Authority records with 1XX subfield $s beginning "libretto" or "text" (normalized form)

Under AACR2, librettos are entered under the name of the composer of a musical work; under RDA, librettos are entered under the name of the author of the libretto. This means that no recognizable AACR2 1XX for a libretto or musical text should be used under RDA without review. The present task force will define this exclusion category in this manner:

· If an authority 1XX field contains $s whose text begins either "libretto"
 or "text" (in a normalized comparison), add a 667 field to the authority record indicating that the 1XX field cannot be used under RDA without review; do not re-code the authority record as RDA.

Note that this definition does not exclude authority records with texts subfield $t texts beginning "libretto" or "text." Such AACR2 1XX fields are suitable for use under RDA unless excluded for another reason.

A test on July 2, 2012 indicates that about 330 AACR2 authority records will be labeled with a 667 field because they contain "libretto" or "text" in subfield $s.

Authority records for treaties
Under AACR2, the entry for a treaty may be the entity whose name comes first in alphabetical order. Under RDA, the choice is instead given to the entity named first in documents or reference sources. This means that the entity named in subfield $a of the authority 110 field may differ from AACR2 to RDA. In addition, many treaties entered as title under AACR2 (authority 130 field) will be entered under the name of a jurisdiction or corporate body under RDA. Unfortunately, there is no obvious method for a program to use to decide whether or not an AACR2 heading for a treaty is acceptable for use under RDA—this requires re-examination of the original materials used to construct the authority record. It appears that the only proper handling for identifiable treaty headings is to require their review before they can be used under RDA.
The present task force will define this exclusion category in this manner:

· If an authority 110 field contains subfield $t whose text begins "treaties" (normalized comparison), add a 667 field to the authority record indicating that the 1XX field cannot be used under RDA without review; do not re-code the authority record as RDA.

· If an authority 130 field contains subfield $d, add a 667 field to the authority record indicating that the 1XX field cannot be used under RDA without review; do not re-code the authority record as RDA.

A test on July 2, 2012 indicates that about 1,800 AACR2 authority records will be labeled with a 667 field because they represent treaties.

Authority records for works performed by certain musical ensembles

The following categories of AACR2 headings to be identified as requiring review before the 1XX field can be used under RDA were developed in conjunction with the Music Library Association.

If 1XX subfield $m of an AACR2 authority record contains any of the following terms (any capitalization), add a 667 field to the record indicating that the 1XX field cannot be used under RDA without review:

· brasses

· plucked instruments

· keyboard instruments

· instrumental ensemble

If 1XX subfield $m of an AACR2 authority record contains any of the following terms (any capitalization), and if subfield $t of the same 1XX field does not contain "trio", "quartet" or "quintet" (or their plural forms), add a 667 field to the record indicating that the 1XX field cannot be used under RDA without review:

· strings

· woodwinds

· winds

A test on July 2, 2012 indicates that about 2,100 AACR2 authority records will be labeled with a 667 field because they involve musical ensembles whose names are not supported under RDA.

� In this document, "review" of a 1XX field for use under RDA should be taken include any of the following, as appropriate: the evaluation of each element in the authority record for suitability under RDA, the addition of new elements, the reformulation of access fields, the removal of unwanted elements (including the monitory 667 field), and the re-coding of the record as an RDA record. In some cases, such as 1XX fields with "Polyglot" in subfield $l, no change to the 1XX field will make it suitable for use under RDA; in these cases the existing record will be left alone, and other records, with differing 1XX fields, will be constructed for use in RDA records.


� For the earlier group, a "conference heading" in an authority record was a 111 field, or a 110 field containing any $b whose text is present in a closed list of conference-like terms.


� Because the test is for subfields that begin with the indicated text, the plural form is automatically included.





