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WHAT'S NEW IN TECHNICAL PROCESSING
1.

New ALA Cataloging Committee on Asian & African Materials

At the June, 1978, ALA Annual Conference in Chicago, the Cataloging and Classi
fication Section (CCS) of the Resources and Technical Services Division officially
approved the formation of a standing committee to continue the work of the two
ALA Ad Hoc Subcommittees on Descriptive Cataloging and Subject Analysis of Asian
and African Materials, which were being phased out after two years of service.
CCS so acted as a result of strong recommendations from the two Ad Hoc Subcom
mittees and supporting resolutions from some Asian and African professional
associations for the establishment of such a permanent continuing committee.
Membership of the new committee is now being considered and will probably be
finalized at the Midwinter Conference next January. The CEAL Subcommittee on
Technical Processing (CEAL/STP) is seeking continued representation on the new
committee, which would consist primarily of area specialist catalogers with a
small number of generalist catalogers. Also under consideration now is the name
of the committee, whether it should be "Committee on Cataloging Asian and
African Materials," "African and Asian Materials Cataloging Committee," or
other alternative names. CCS has drafted a tentative function statement for
this new committee and is distributing it for comments. It reads:
1) To consider all aspects of problems in the organization and control of
materials issued in or dealing with Africa, the Middle East, South Asia, Southeast
Asia, and the Far East.
2) To consider problems in the use of the various ISBD's for de cribing materials
written in non-alphabetic scripts or non-roman alphabets and make recommendations
concerning them to the IFLA working group responsible for them through this
committee.
3) To review tables for romanization of languages used in these areas that are
written in a non-roman script, recommend changes as necessary, and approve their
adoption for use in library catalogs.
4) To consider problems in establishing the form of heading for names of persons
and corporate bodies in these areas and make recommendations concerning them to
this committee for transmittal to the Joint Steering Committee for the Revision
of AACR or its successor organization.
5) To consider problems in established classification systems as they relate to
these areas and make recommendations for change to the appropriate body for each
classification system. To report its recommendations to the Subject Analysis
Committee.
6) To consider problems in subject analysis of materials dealing with these areas
and make recommendations for change to the bodies responsible for specific lists
of subject headings. To report these recommendations to the Subject Analysis
Committee.
7) To communicate their findings to the library profession through committee
reports, articles in general professional journals, and any other channels that
seem desirable.
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Comments and suggestions on the name and the function statement are solicited.
Please write to the CEAL/STP (c/o Thomas H. Lee, Memorial Library, University of
Wisconsin, Madison, Wisconsin
53706).

2.

Final reports on Asian and African cataloging problems

The ALA Ad Hoc Subcommittees on Descriptive Cataloging and Subject Analysis of
Asian and African Materials had their final meetings at the 1978 ALA Annual
Conference and submitted their final reports on cataloging problems to their
respective parent committees, namely the Descriptive Cataloging Committee (DCC)
and the Subject Analysis Committee (SAC). DCC and SAC will study the reports
between now and the Midwinter and then transmit them to the Library of Congress
for action. In the meantime, LC liaison personnel at the ALA Conference were
given access to copies of the reports and it is therefore possible that actual
review of the contents of the reports by LC has already begun.
The two final reports are composed of separate reports from the Asian and African
area representatives on the two Subcommittees and general statements prepared by
the two chairpersons. The East Asian reports included in these final reports
were prepared on the basis of the "Summary of Problem Areas in Descriptive
Cataloging and Subject Analysis of East Asian Materials" published in the CEAL
Bulletin, No. 54 (November, 1977), with some modifications and additions.
(Anyone
who wishes to see these reports can write to CEAL/STP for copies.)
3.

Classification schedules for Korea

The LC Classification Additions and Changes, List 189 (January-March, 1978)
carries a newly expanded schedule for Korea. This is a revision of the old numbers
between DS901 and DS917
The new schedule, covering DS901 through DS937, is a
much more detailed treatment of the history and other related subjects of Korea,
South Korea, and North Korea.
List 190 (April-June, 1978) has a follow-up of this revision for DS911.52 to
DS911.78
DS

[911.52
.72
.74
.76
.78

Individual...]
Silla Kingdom, 57 B.C.-935 A.D.
Koguryo Kingdom, 37 B.C.-668 A.D.
Paekche Kingdom, 18 B.C.-660 A.D.
Karak Kingdom, 42-562

It is interesting to note that all these kingdoms have been suggested in our
ALA Ad Hoc Subcommittee reports.
4.

Adoption of AACR 2 delayed

The Library of Congress has decided to delay for one year the adoption of the
forthcoming second edition of the Anglo-American Cataloging Rules and the closing
of its catalogs, due to pressure from the nation's library circle. At an August 3,
1978 meeting in Chicago sponsored by the American Library Association, a group of
librarians representing 15 major library organizations recommended the delay.
January, 1981, not 1980, is now the date when the new code will be adopted and
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LC's old catalogs closed.
(For more information, see American Libraries, v.9,
no. 8 (September, 1978), p. 450 and the LC Information Bulletin, v. 37, no. 33
(August 18, 1978, pp. 485-486).

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS OFFERS PLANS FOR ROMANIZATION
Reproduced below is an announcement regarding plans for romanization
at the Library of Congress which appeared in the LC Information
Bulletin, v. 37, no. 43, pp. 654-655.
The Library of Congress is seriously considering complete romanization of its
bibliographic records for all non-roman scripts except Chinese, Japanese, and
Korean. Before taking any action, the Library is actively soliciting comments,
both from within the Library and from other interested libraries and individuals.
The reasons for adopting this approach to deal with the nonroman scripts are quite
compelling. Of immediate concern is the budget cut for fiscal year 1979 that will
eliminate the possible option of the Library's producing one record in the vernac
ular script and another in romanized form for machine input. In regard to input
of nonroman scripts tc machine-readable form, the software required for interfacing
nonroman characters with the Library's automated systems is not available and
would entail great expense to develop. Automation priorities determined for the
Library's various missions are not high for the development of the capability to
handle the nonroman scripts. In short, if the Library of Congress does not shift
to romanized records, there may be a delay of many years before these records get
into machine-readable form.
In the meantime, there are growing indications that various user groups are find
ing romanized machine-readable records of great advantage and not simply a poor
compromise. Specialists in a number of disciplines have indicated they would
greatly prefer to have romanized records than risk having no machine-readable
records at all. Slavic librarians and bibliographers affiliated with the American
Association for the Advancement of Slavic Studies, for one, have overwhelmingly
endorsed romanization.
In addition to the many advantages in having these materials available in machinereadable form, the Library's romanization proposal would also allow the expansion
of the scope of the National Union Catalog (NUC), and the Library would be prepared
to accept romanized records from other libraries.
The feedback from users of Cyrillic alphabet materials has been so positive that
the Library hopes to proceed with romanized input for this alphabet first, unless
a substantial amount of negative criticism is received. Comments on the romani
zation for Cyrillic should be received by December 1.
Other major languages that the Library of Congress is considering for romanization
only are Amharic (although cataloging has been completed, the Library of Congress
has never prepared printed cards for Amharic since no type font has been available),
Arabic, Armenian, Burmese, Georgian, Greek, Hebrew, Persian,and Thai. Individuals
and organizations having opinions on romanization of any or all of these nonroman
scripts are invited to submit comments by January 15, 1979. All comments should
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be addressed to Joseph H. Howard, Assistant Librarian for Processing Services,
Library of Congress, Washington, D. C. 20540.
The current proposal is consistent with a pilot project already in progress for
South Asian languages (announced in the hC Information Bulletin of September 22,
p. 579).
Responses received concerning»romanization of Chinese, Japanese, and Korean have
persuaded the Library that it should not consider these East Asian languages in
the proposal. Any libraries that disagree with this policy however, and antici
pate substantial benefits from having their Chinese, Japanese, and Korean records
in machine-readable form should submit their comments by the January 15 deadline.
It is essential that any comments submitted be based on the premises that upon
adoption of full romanization, all Library of Congress records (monographs and
serials), whether in card, machine-readable, or other form, will only be available
in romanized form, and that the NUC will be expanded to cover other libraries'
reports for those nonroman script languages (in romanized form) that have not
been previously covered.
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