
Standards Committee
Agenda for 2024 March 14 and 28 (time change affected the first meeting)

You can join this meeting from your computer, tablet, or smartphone.
https://smith.zoom.us/j/91995537451

Attending: Lara, Alexis, Karin, Regine, Heather, Maristella, Wendy, Mary

Regrets: Anna, Dan, Sue, Lydia
Guests: None
Chairing meeting: Jodi
Minutes: Lara

Continuing Business

Procedures
Revision of Procedures for Review and Approval of an SAA-Developed Standard

Marked up version
Summary of issues in markup

● In our February meeting, we completed a draft section on DEIA for the standards
creation and revision procedures.

● On March 8, Lara shared this draft via email with the Chair and Vice-Chair of the SAA
Diversity Committee and asked for feedback on this particular section of the procedures
and also engagement on what role, if any, the Diversity Committee might want to play in
reviewing new and revised SAA standards for compliance with DEIA requirements.

● Diversity Committee Chair and Vice-Chair are bringing this for discussion at the April
Diversity Committee meeting.

With that in process, let’s talk about items numbered 4 and 5 in the Summary of issues in
markup:
4. Accessibility considerations

1. Currently nothing about the role of the accessibility and disability section. Should there
be? Even if it simply helps us be informed about evolving notions of accessibility?

a. Reach out to the committee?
b. Annual check-in with disability section.
c. Ask them what they want their role to be?
d. Jodi will follow up with the section.

2. Throughout: Comments that accessibility should be more prominent throughout the
process. Suggestions for how to structure that exactly?

a. Screen reader compatibility of written standards (easy navigability, etc)

https://urldefense.com/v3/__https://www.google.com/url?q=https*3A*2F*2Fnam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com*2F*3Furl*3Dhttps*253A*252F*252Fsmith.zoom.us*252Fj*252F91995537451*26data*3D05*257C02*257Cjodi.allisonbunnell*2540montana.edu*257C4061dcbd6e554e84d7e108dbfcd3122b*257C324aa97a03a644fc91e43846fbced113*257C0*257C0*257C638381755716057011*257CUnknown*257CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0*253D*257C3000*257C*257C*257C*26sdata*3DE7uFzsPWzEVy*252FPs3qB2rZyPIfYxgi4ARmH5PhWaTOw4*253D*26reserved*3D0&sa=D&ust=1703012280000000&usg=AOvVaw3O97RKKwzsekngqQnQthLe__;JSUlJSUlJSUlJSUlJSUlJSUlJSUlJSUlJSUlJSUlJSUlJQ!!DZ3fjg!8QQrdaK-JwEo0BlHBUPRK_TkkJvR4iz94R2oAEbQLR3hw_IwfCbPLFdS7YYAKaZWNGlzZ3GA2pm_4ZJTd4KxjToSF0bOag$
https://www2.archivists.org/governance/handbook/section7/groups/Standards/Procedures-Review-Approval-SAA-Developed-Standard
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1Vv9PcIDbW_OyHLHZonlKBLcP0NLB8CKg/edit?usp=share_link&ouid=109892957824133758541&rtpof=true&sd=true
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1EktGCymMhz8l_ZmMtcbuS5KkLUfunByeE9v_F0IzBlE/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1EktGCymMhz8l_ZmMtcbuS5KkLUfunByeE9v_F0IzBlE/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1EktGCymMhz8l_ZmMtcbuS5KkLUfunByeE9v_F0IzBlE/edit?usp=sharing


b. Does SAA have its own rules around accessibility? CMS guidelines.
c. What do our institutions require?
d. Github and GitBook accessibility?
e. Accessible PDFs
f. Colors and contrast issue
g. Provide list of accessibility checkers and ask that groups document that they

have used one or more of those.
h. https://accessibility.umich.edu/training
i. https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/policies/web-accessibility-directive-standa

rds-and-harmonisation
j. Closed captioning for SAA meetings and events and videos

5. Comment and consultations
3. III.A: requirement for an open meeting and to record comments?

a. Karin: difference between and open meeting and consultation? Don’t try to
regulate the process too much. Leave some room for flexibility.

b. At minimum, we need some kind of open meeting that is broadly accessible with
recorded comments and summary of comments. Also include group’s response
to feedback.

c. Subcommittees want more specific guidance on what it means. Provide
examples to groups.

4. Proposed added example of consulting recent reports or publications related to the
standard

a. Add this as an example of consultation actions.
i. Example: EAD revision team has looked at NAFAN reports and engaged

with them.

ACE Standard on Continuing Archival Education
● The following is a summary of comments on the revision request submission that were

exchanged in email:
○ Dan: I'm a little unclear on our procedures. Are they supposed to follow the

instructions in Section I and following or is that superseded by Section V? If it
isn't superseded, they haven't answered some of the required questions and their
timetable is impossible in light of Section II.C.I. (Announcement of standards
project). It doesn't make logical sense to me that II.C.I would be required when
we already have a group that is responsible for maintaining the standard, but
logic and procedures are sadly not always aligned.

○ Jodi’s response: Putting in the relevant text for reference, I see the following
under V.D.2, Standards Committee and SAA Council review plan:

■ V.D.4. Recommendation to the SAA Council
■ The maintaining technical subcommittee will submit a package to the

Standards Committee containing its recommendation to reaffirm, revise,
or rescind the standard along with documentation about the review

https://accessibility.umich.edu/training
https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/policies/web-accessibility-directive-standards-and-harmonisation
https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/policies/web-accessibility-directive-standards-and-harmonisation
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1WnUWuXgWBl1LPIHOiwQBtklABXbm8zMtWQVoonRAo4Y/edit?usp=sharing
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww2.archivists.org%2Fgovernance%2Fhandbook%2Fsection7%2Fgroups%2FStandards%2FProcedures-Review-Approval-SAA-Developed-Standard&data=05%7C02%7Cjodi.allisonbunnell%40montana.edu%7Cebed23ee7dc44281e2e108dc29b7f4a0%7C324aa97a03a644fc91e43846fbced113%7C0%7C0%7C638431117274440922%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ISBH%2BBR%2BKjDT2Qb6SuFgRxMk2gMSonVNNbb6JcmZ7vA%3D&reserved=0


process (as in III.). If the technical subcommittee recommends revision,
the technical subcommittee will also submit a completed proposal form
(as in I.A.2.).

■ V.D.5. The Standards Committee will review the package to ensure that
the review plan was adequate. Assuming that no procedural questions
remain unresolved, it will forward the package to the Council with the
recommendation to reaffirm, revise, or rescind.

■ III refers to the Standards Development Process, which begins with III.A,
consultation with other SAA subgroups and external organizations.

■ I.A refers to filling out the Proposal for Standards Development form.
■ So, it's possible that what may be lacking in the submission is the

consultation process, which is related to stating the need for a revision.
And yes, I agree: their timeline is not actually possible.

○ Rebecca: These are my same concerns with the proposal. It seems prudent to
pursue a review due to the number of years that have passed since it was
approved by Council, but there doesn't seem to be a period built in to their
process for gathering community feedback. I would recommend we ask for a
revised timeline that outlines a better consultation process as well as a more
realistic schedule.

● Summary and response: The group needs to revise their request and integrate the
following:

○ State why a revision is needed
○ Revise the timeline that outlines a more thorough consultation process and a

more realistic schedule
○ Jodi sent this request to the group

Minor Change Requests
TS-DACS sent the following minor change requests:

https://github.com/saa-ts-dacs/dacs/pull/89
https://github.com/saa-ts-dacs/dacs/pull/90
https://github.com/saa-ts-dacs/dacs/pull/28
https://github.com/saa-ts-dacs/dacs/pull/83

Business conducted by email: Committee members asked to review and approve by April 3,
2024.

https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgithub.com%2Fsaa-ts-dacs%2Fdacs%2Fpull%2F89&data=05%7C02%7Cjodi.allisonbunnell%40montana.edu%7C4a34b2b6ad084cd2e4b508dc42e46586%7C324aa97a03a644fc91e43846fbced113%7C0%7C0%7C638458795950255674%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=1EXawwsg0S9C3ntWUGwnWsay5EClIw82yoLEohkvCDk%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgithub.com%2Fsaa-ts-dacs%2Fdacs%2Fpull%2F90&data=05%7C02%7Cjodi.allisonbunnell%40montana.edu%7C4a34b2b6ad084cd2e4b508dc42e46586%7C324aa97a03a644fc91e43846fbced113%7C0%7C0%7C638458795950266277%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=2%2F%2B81IwK7S0w3tCL0rhaRbKBXGMCPndpZ3mjpYCYR7g%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgithub.com%2Fsaa-ts-dacs%2Fdacs%2Fpull%2F28&data=05%7C02%7Cjodi.allisonbunnell%40montana.edu%7C4a34b2b6ad084cd2e4b508dc42e46586%7C324aa97a03a644fc91e43846fbced113%7C0%7C0%7C638458795950277179%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ffk33KQ3H3%2Fj%2FnJ2pPRomvqx0VNjMSJsleNbK2hnl5U%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgithub.com%2Fsaa-ts-dacs%2Fdacs%2Fpull%2F83&data=05%7C02%7Cjodi.allisonbunnell%40montana.edu%7C4a34b2b6ad084cd2e4b508dc42e46586%7C324aa97a03a644fc91e43846fbced113%7C0%7C0%7C638458795950288177%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=J14SxiI0ZBnuLSMBcm4KVMCLR7cRM5ZcbsxdXGZ1uqs%3D&reserved=0


Updates

Co-chairs (Jodi and Lara)

RiC/EGAD: Response so far and next steps
● Meeting between chairs/Lydia and SAA leadership: report out
● Crafting a response to individual who has raised concerns; this is in process.
● Asked Leadership to help us find ways of building a healthier relationship with ICA.
● Jacque observed that SAA is a dues paying member of ICA and this affects relationship.
● SAA Leadership will be pursuing that conversation with counterparts in ICA
● Statement will not be changed (already approved by Council)
● SAA leadership follow up needs to be prompt; keep an eye on that

Council (Lydia)

No updates.

Technical Subcommittees (liaisons)

TS-DACS (Dan)
● Focus has been on the virtual community meeting April 15-17 to support alignment work

with the Principles (signups now up to about 40) and reviewing and addressing
outstanding pull requests and selected issues (several proposals will be sent out for
consideration at next Standards meeting).

TS-EAS (Lara)
● During the February meeting of TS-EAS, it was reported that SAA Council have

approved:
○ Standards Committee recommendations for RiC
○ TS EAS updated Standards Alignment statement
○ TS DACS statements regarding RiC
○ Initiation of review of the Arts and Rare Materials BIBFRAME extension
○ Update of TS DACS standing rules

● It was also reported to TS-EAS that the Standards Committee is working on DEIA
issues.

● EAD 4 revision ongoing. Draft schema and project management in GitHub.
● See March 5 Descriptive Notes blog post on EAD revision by Kerstin Arnold, Cory Nimer,

and Mary Samouelian
● Major revision of EAC-CPF anticipated after release of EAD 4 and finalization of EAC-F

also to be synced with release of EAD 4.
● EAD team will do an outreach event focused on Asia with aid from their Chinese

member and volunteering Japanese archivists.
● Annual meeting preparations

○ Bring your own breakfast event with TS-EAS

https://connect.archivists.org/discussion/call-for-participants-virtual-community-working-meeting-on-aligning-the-dacs-principles-with-the-dacs-rules-april-15-17-2024-1#bm12f00575-4022-455f-a59b-b3ea62de8e59
https://saadescription.wordpress.com/2024/03/05/shape-the-future-of-ead-a-call-to-action-part-i/


○ 2-day EAD meeting (12th and 13th of August)
● First set of consultations with aggregators; valuable comments received. Meeting again

later this month.

TS-AFG (Heather)
● Co-chair situation still an issue that Standards leadership is working on.

TS-GRD (Heather)
● Meeting on March 21st and Heather attended

○ The group divided up the standard for review and discussed revisions
● One of the co-chairs has been difficult to contact, so subcommittee is being led

exclusively by a single co-chair. Co-chair did attend and participate in March 21st
meeting.

● Looking into directly addressing other formats like Born-Digital, right now the standard is
“format-neutral”

● Questions about whether SAA standards portal can support dropdown menus and more
dynamic features

Other Groups (liaisons)

Accessibility and Disability (Jodi)
● No update

Acquisitions and Appraisal (Wendy)
● Looking for feedback on Accessioning Best Practices draft

College and University Archives (Sue)
● No update

ALA CC:DA/MAC (Becca)
● Nothing to report.

Education Committee (Becca)
● Nothing to report.

Intellectual Property WG (Anna)
● No update

Action Items

● Lara and Jodi will send out three DACS minor revisions to group and move forward with
them

○ Sent 3/29/24; respond by 4/3/24
● Committee members should look at accessibility tools and what we might draw on

specifically for the April meeting. Please come prepared with tangible suggestions.

https://accessioningbestpractices.com/


○ SAA’s CMS manual
○ https://accessibility.umich.edu/training
○ https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/policies/web-accessibility-directive-standa

rds-and-harmonisation
● Jodi following up with accessibility/disability section on consultation
● Response to Kerstin will be finalized this week/next.
● Join the fun with the DACS meetings in April! To receive an invitation and Zoom link,

please register no later than March 31 by filling out this form.
● Committee members should look at accessioning BPs draft:

○ This is just a reminder that the feedback period for the Archival Accessioning
Nest Practices Circulation draft is open until April 15th. Please see the
original announcement below for links.

○ The National Best Practices for Archival Accessioning Working Group
(NBPAAWG) was established in 2021 to develop a body of best practices for
archival accessioning. This group of archivists is supported by the Standards
Committee of the Society of American Archivists and is funded by the Institute
of Museum and Library Services' National Leadership Grants for Libraries
program.

○ We are happy to share that our first draft of these best practices guidelines
are ready for external review and feedback. We welcome input from anyone
who works on the acquisition, accessioning, or processing of archival
materials from small to large institutions.

○ Please feel free to share the survey widely. Our aim was to make these
guidelines inclusive of a range of experiences.

○ Survey link: https://forms.gle/6PiouyoSsCvXaL9MA
○ Archival Accessioning Best Practices Circulation Draft:

http://tinyurl.com/accessioningbp

https://accessibility.umich.edu/training
https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/policies/web-accessibility-directive-standards-and-harmonisation
https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/policies/web-accessibility-directive-standards-and-harmonisation
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fforms.gle%2F5NWk8negZXj8SSsr9&data=05%7C02%7Cjodi.allisonbunnell%40montana.edu%7C5347a5f7caea4986d76d08dc3895715f%7C324aa97a03a644fc91e43846fbced113%7C0%7C0%7C638447461727031396%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Z77a7UfvpXoqtNcteMk0HNZwtb4mKOjZi9SEuQRRwIY%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Faccessioningbestpractices.com%2F&data=05%7C02%7Cjodi.allisonbunnell%40montana.edu%7C03d2c84371bc4292aa9708dc4e3db79a%7C324aa97a03a644fc91e43846fbced113%7C0%7C0%7C638471274212016698%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=cfmZ38IPJefSI8kJ5iVRoEhZdQsbA3T11nWS7ZoHy0s%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fforms.gle%2F6PiouyoSsCvXaL9MA&data=05%7C02%7Cjodi.allisonbunnell%40montana.edu%7C03d2c84371bc4292aa9708dc4e3db79a%7C324aa97a03a644fc91e43846fbced113%7C0%7C0%7C638471274212023417%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=bnVMSCpHHDSBEapks8QHckJ41R9BoN6qXJaxvQYKDt4%3D&reserved=0
https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Ftinyurl.com%2Faccessioningbp&data=05%7C02%7Cjodi.allisonbunnell%40montana.edu%7C03d2c84371bc4292aa9708dc4e3db79a%7C324aa97a03a644fc91e43846fbced113%7C0%7C0%7C638471274212030074%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=35pdvEA8KIm7UqVSoBrSCpwHY4Jap9XUH5Z1ZIbzXQM%3D&reserved=0

