
TSPC Authorities Subcommittee Elluminate Meeting 
November 2, 2010  

10:30 a.m. -12:00 p.m. 
Minutes 

 
 
In Attendance: 
FCLA: Daniel Cromwell, Mary Ann O’Daniel 
FIU: Elaine Winske (Co-chair) 
FSU: Ruth Ziegler  
UCF: Jeanne Piascik 
UF: Priscilla Williams (Co-chair) 
UNF: Susan Massey 
USF: Charles Gordon 
UWF: Colleen Valente 
 
Minutes for the October 5, 2010 meeting were approved. 
 
Next meeting: Tuesday, December 7, 2010 from 10:30 a.m.-12:00 p.m.  
 
Minute taker for next meeting: Susan Massey (UNF) 
 
Subcommittee update (Florida NACO funnel): No new updates 
 
 
FCLA update (Mary Ann O’Daniel) 
 
UBorrow: working on training and table setup. 
CPC: working on buying ebook sets which come with records and doing test loads. 
Single Bib Project: latest test merge released to pilot project schools. 
 
 
Action plan: 
 
1. Action plan 3.4.1 (Florida NACO Funnel report) 
Updated statistics for 2009 were sent from UNF. A report on the project will be sent to 
TSPC. Any questions about funnel project participation may be sent to the list. 
 
2. Action plan 3.4.2 (Single Bib) 
Relevant documents can be found at swiki.fcla.edu:8000/sbpp  (Daniel) 
Tag treatment possibilities for merging include the following: (Mary Ann) 
 a) take the longest field 
 b) use $5 (you only see your fields in your Mango) (ex.: 856) 
 c) unique content kept (all libraries see all fields in Mango) (ex.: 6xx) 
 d) field is dropped (ex.: some obsolete fields) 
 e) most complete version is kept (ex.: 008) 



Specs for authority records should be easier to set up since they have fewer fields than 
bib. records. Mary Ann will send a link to the list when there is a draft of the authority 
specs. The pilot project will only merge the local authority files of the three test 
universities (FSU, UF, USF). 
 
Local authority records (series, for example) can block LC updates, so individual 
libraries might want to begin cleanup on these. Adding fields to the scancode table 
should help with cleanup. (Elaine) 
 
3. Email with questions about the use of local authority files. 
 
Survey responses (Elaine): 
There were 9 respondents to the survey. More libraries have names and series in their 
local files than subjects and non-series uniform titles. Some libraries are maintaining 
their local files. 
 
UF puts local instructions in their local authority file records. (Priscilla) 
 
Possible solutions (Mary Ann) 
If everyone agrees to trace series, we don’t need to worry about recording that piece of 
info. in the file. 
Class together or separately could be indicated on a holdings level. 
$5 could be used to distinguish different decisions by different libraries. 
690 fields could be used for your own notes. 
 
FCLA will look into protecting certain fields from overlay (690s, ticklers) when they test. 
 
Action item: Libraries will email SUSAUTH-L documenting treatment of local authority 
records. (Recorder’s note: see Mary Ann’s email of 11/17/2010 for details.) 
 
New topics: 
 
1. Updating a heading with an 880 (Elaine) 
 
If you have a record with a name heading that needs a date added, you need to add the 
date in any corresponding 880 field as well. 
 
2. Authority record with a 700 14 linking field (Elaine) 
 
The “4” indicates that this is an RDA-approved form of the heading. 
Authority 7xx fields aren’t currently indexed. We shouldn’t add the 7xx field to the GEN 
index until RDA is approved, but 7xx could be added as a separate index. (Mary Ann) 
 
3. Local authority file clean-up (Elaine) 
 



Use ret-01, and connect to your local authority file. Run reports to find records with 
certain fields (100, 110, 111, 130, etc.) and the absence or presence of an 010 to 
identify records derived from LC. Look for the presence of 64### to find series records 
(for example). For the absence of fields, use “From” text ZZ and “To” text ZZ. Cross sets 
when necessary. 
 
Friendly reminder: don’t run large files in PROD. Local authority record sets are so small 
that they should be OK, but please run anything large in REPT. (Daniel) 
  


