TS-DACS meeting minutes
Cleveland, OH
19 August 2015
Attendees: Elise Dunham, Jackie Dean, Gordon Daines, Cory Nimer, Carrie Hintz (Standards Committee), Maureen Callahan, Claudia Thompson, Kevin Schlottnann (observer), Katy Rawdon (observer), Jackie Dooley (observer), Mark Matienzon (observer), Anila Angjeli (observer), Dan Santamaria (Standards Committee)

· TS-DACS membership 

· welcome to new members

· new co-chairs (Maureen Callahan, Hillel Arnold)

· thank you to those rotating off

· Jackie Dooley report 

· has been analyzing 4 million MARC records for archival materials (dataset drawn with OCLC); dataset is the same as ArchiveGrid (full details of filter are available on the ArchiveGrid about page)

· wants to establish a profile of MARC data use

· are archival MARC records rich enough to enable discovery of archival materials?

· DACS use--7% of all of the records

· APPM use--18% of all of the records

· slides will be available on the Research Forum page; Jackie would appreciate TS-DACS looking at the the questions with the slides

· Procedures manual 

· reviewed the manual

· talked about potentially using GitHub

· Mark Matienzo mentioned that he looking at using a Google Form that feeds into GitHub; would be willing to share what he is working on

· approved to send to Standards and then to Council

· DACS and RDA 

· talked about why TS-DACS should be monitoring RDA

· asked for a volunteer to review the crosswalk--Jackie Dean to work with Cory Nimer

· suggestion was made that the CC:DA representative was the logical person to keep the subcommittee current with what is happening with RDA

· RDA makes their changes available in April, have some look at crosswalk in May

· SAA glossary proposal from Kate Bowers 

· would like to have input from TS-DACS

· would like to wait for EGAD model to finalize

· first step--what are the terms we want to add and revise?

· co-chairs will contact Kate Bowers about cooperation on this

· Glossary WG has asked to collaborate with this group on description-related terminology.

· No glossary in DACS 2nd ed. WG wants to be sure glossary terms are in sync with whatever glossary source is available.

· Will have to compare EGAD’s forthcoming conceptual model.

· Some DACS 1st ed. glossary terms may require significant revision.

· Get some description terminology into the Word-of-the-day thing.
· CC:DA/MARC Advisory Committee report 

· MARC Advisory 

· January approved two new subfields for recording dates for corporate bodies 

· need to look at MARC to DACS crosswalk

· MARC to BIBFRAME transition 

· is this something that TS-DACS should be following?

· CC:DA 

· IFLA has been working on FRBR consolidation and will be releasing a new FRBR library model soon which will lead to major changes to RDA

· looking at machine actionable extent statements--proposed to change required elements to make structured elements required with an optional descriptive string; have put out a discussion paper 

· raised the point that "item" has a very specific meaning in FRBR; Cory Nimer asked for feedback on the use of the term from TS-DACS

· proposal to expand Appendix K 

· creator to creator relationships

· proposing to allowing people to designate the role of a variant name in a record

· British Library has put forth a proposal to change the dates of production to allow for just recording the date

· Library of Congress is doing automated updates to authority files; will be recommending the use of ISO 8601 and replacing it with the Extended Date Time format (for LCNAF)

· Cory indicated that any proposals for changes to RDA should be developed by TS-DACS; he can forward them to the appropriate parties

· talked about RBMS Rare Materials Task Force proposal to create policy statements keeping use of DCRM suites in alignment with RDA; Is this something TS-DACS wants to do?
· Workshop revision 

· Gordon gave feedback from the workshop he gave on Tuesday 

· There is interest in a survey course on companion standards

· remove part II and combine with EAC-CPF workshop or have its own workshop

· hands-on exercises for all of the required elements; didn't like large Part I wrap-up exercise

· wanted more examples in slides

· reviewed report from the task force looking at revising the introductory workshop

· develop web-based learning modules that cover the passive parts of DACS workshop

· expand and revise discussion and in-class exercises

· would like people to review the proposed modules and give feedback on whether they are sufficient or if things need to be added

· Maureen Callahan will talk to Solveig DeSutter about funding for curriculum development

· next 6 weeks will create plan to move proposal forward

· Task Force on DACS Part II (see Appendix 1)
· reviewed findings from Description Section survey

· need to think about how to promote Part II

· Task Force on Examples 

· talked about how to gather examples 

· take them from the workshop

· talked about how to include them in the standard 

· in-line

· link elsewhere

· may want to wait on this until the EGAD conceptual comes out

· Revision proposal 

· talked about the Levels of Description change proposal

· need more discussion about this idea

· concern that the proposal was not ambitious enough

· table until after EGAD conceptual model is released; send an acknowledgment to the community

· rejected the change proposal

· Hillel will draft response to the community

· Looking forward (Hillel and Maureen) 

· focus on Education piece

· strategy to look at the Principles in DACS 

· white papers on how the principles developed and where the language comes from 

· Commentary for the principles?

· pull people together to think abou this and have discussions

· Mark Matienzo mentioned that DPLA is starting up an archival description working group; can contact Gretchen Guggen, Ben Goldman, Jodi Alison-Bunnell about this

Appendix 1

Society of American Archivists

Technical Subcommittee on Describing Archives: A Content Standard
Task Force on DACS Part II
Annual Report 2013-2014

During the past year the task force conducted a review of the use of DACS Part II within the American archival community. While archival authority records have been part of the standard since its release in 2005, there appears to have been limited implementation. According to a national survey of arrangement and description, only 15 percent of institutions are using DACS for authority record content or plan to in the future. In follow-up interviews with these repositories, it would appear that the use of DACS, even for implementers, is limited to a short list of fields.

Survey Results 

In the fall of 2014, the SAA Description Section conducted a survey on the use of descriptive standards among their membership. This included a number of questions related to DACS Part II and archival authorities generally. While the results showed inconsistent usage of DACS generally (similar to recently published studies on the use of EAD), the results for archival authorities were particularly troubling.

When asked about the standards used for the establishment of authorized forms of names, respondents indicated that DACS was used in 44 percent of the time. However, library standards were used far more often, with the Anglo-American Cataloging Rules, 2nd edition (AACR2) used in 54 percent of repositories and Resource Description and Access (RDA) used in 29 percent.

The heavy usage of library standards generally may to some extent be tied to institutional participation in the Program for Cooperative Cataloging (PCC) Name Authorities Cooperative (NACO), as 64 percent of respondents indicated that their repository contributed to that group. In a follow-up question, an even higher percentage (68 percent) reported use of RDA for formulating authorized forms of names in authority records. The elimination of DACS Part III will likely accelerate this trend, as the rules now point to RDA and other companion standards for these instructions.

In terms of other authority records content, the survey indicated that all available elements received some use. However, the only two elements used by more than half of the institutions were biographical/administrative history and fuller form of name.

In terms of encoding, it would again appear that most description is done in either library or locally developed formats. Fully The archival standard, Encoded Archival Context-Corporate Bodies, Persons, and Families (EAC-CPF), was reported as only having been implemented in 2 percent (one respondent). 

Follow-up Consultation

Based on the results of the survey, the task force members contacted those institutions that had reported use of DACS Part II. From their responses, however, it would appear that none of these institutions is relying on DACS as the primary source for creating authority data. Of the three responses, all of these were using different library standards for establishing the authorized form of name. Two of these repositories were NACO participants and used DACS only for supplementary instructions for recording biographical/administrative history notes. The remaining institution maintained a local database system with local headings based on AACR3 and again used DACS for creating narrative history notes.

Conclusions

Based on our review, it would appear that the DACS Part II provisions for authority control are not widely used in the American archival community. While this may be due to lack of training or visibility of the archival components of the standard, there also seem to be some more fundamental issues involved such as limited use of EAC-CPF, and the lack of institutional/cooperative needs or systems requiring the use of DACS. In order to address these problems, the Technical Subcommittee should consider what role they would like DACS Part II to take and then work toward that end. This could be done through advocacy for the use of the content standard in emerging shared archival authority systems (e.g., SNAC Cooperative), deemphasizing DACS Part II in trainings, or seeking greater integration of DACS provisions in library standards such as RDA. 

