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Executive summary

The PCC Task Group on Evaluation Guidelines for Non-Latin Script References in Name
Authority Records was formed in August 2023 to develop guidelines for evaluation of non-Latin
script references, in response to several unresolved questions from previous SCS reports. After
thorough research, discussion, and informal testing of the non-Latin Script variants in the
LC/NACO Authority File, the Task Group (TG) members agreed on the benefit of designating a
preferred non-Latin script variant for each language/script. This report outlines guidelines for the
designation and evaluation process, and proposed MARC code options to facilitate the
designation and the testing process. The results of the survey conducted by the TG revealed
considerable community support for most of the recommendations. In this report, the TG



provides a list of deliverables and the recommendations, which include recommendations for
future pilot testing and a series of training sessions for the various languages and scripts.

The TG has been working intensively and extensively since its establishment in August 2023.
This final report provides an overview of the Task Group's accomplishments and
recommendations. Highlights include: establishing guiding principles, designating preferred
non-Latin script variants (PNLSV), proposing validation of MARC codes not currently used in
NACO, compiling examples, conducting outreach, drafting guidelines and supporting
documentation, and recommending the establishment of a new task group to carry out formal
testing and pursue implementation.

Background

Following the PCC’s announcement of the delay in implementing the new non-Latin reference
practice in NACO records in August 2023, the PCC Standing Committee on Standards (SCS)
charged the Task Group on Evaluation Guidelines for Non-Latin Script References in Name
Authority Records to develop guidelines for evaluation of non-Latin script references, in
response to several questions that were unanswered by the SCS’s report and previous reports
listed on the TG wiki site.

Conduct of business

The TG was established by the PCC Standing Committee on Standards on August 16, 2023,
and includes representatives from non-Latin script library communities, such as Arabic, Cyrillic,
Chinese, Hebrew, Japanese, Korean, and Greek, as well as members from NACO and
NARDAC. The co-chairs held regular meetings separately for planning and coordination. The
TG's kick-off meeting took place on August 29, 2023. Members decided to meet bi-weekly, with
additional meetings scheduled as necessary. Due to the heavy workload, the group soon
transitioned to weekly 2-hour meetings (51 meetings). Collaboration was facilitated through the
creation and updating of Google documents, and communication was maintained via group
discussion and email.

Charge

The SCS Task Group on Evaluation Guidelines for Non-Latin Script References
in Name Authority Records is charged to:

Charge 1: Consider and respond to the [following] questions and other issues and
recommendations as raised in the PCC White Paper and the SCA and SCS reports.
e What does “evaluation” mean, and does it mean something different for non-Latin
script references than it does for Latin-script references?
e Should there be separate guidelines for non-Latin script references and Latin script
references, or do they need to be aligned?



https://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/scs/documents/tg-evaluation-guidelines-for-non-latin-script-references-in-NARs-charge.pdf
https://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/scs/documents/tg-evaluation-guidelines-for-non-latin-script-references-in-NARs-charge.pdf
https://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/scs/documents/scs-recommendations-non-latin-script-cross-reference-coding-practice.pdf
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/display/PFCCP/SCS+Task+Group+on+Evaluation+Guidelines+for+Non-Latin+Script+References+in+NARs
https://www.loc.gov/catdir/cpso/nonlatin.pdf
https://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/sca/documents/Non-Latin-script-cross-reference-coding-practice-in-NACO.pdf
https://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/scs/documents/scs-recommendations-non-latin-script-cross-reference-coding-practice.pdf

e Are the varying practices in formulation of qualifiers and dates in non-Latin access
points in bibliographic records, including those formulated according to the PCC
Guidelines for Creating Bibliographic Records in Multiple Character Sets, acceptable
or unacceptable as references in evaluated NARs?

e Is there any need to indicate a particular reference in an original script as “preferred,”
and if so, how?

e Are non-established forms of elements in variants for hierarchical corporate names
and namel/title NARs acceptable or unacceptable as non-Latin references in
evaluated NARs?

Charge 2: Survey and communicate with stakeholders in the non-Latin script NACO funnels
and cataloging communities, to identify existing guidelines and best practices; to determine
gaps, needs, and desired outcomes; and to understand the extent to which consensus and
alignment of practice across script-based cataloging communities is possible or desirable.

Charge 3: Develop and propose guidelines needed to support evaluation, formulation, and
revision of non-Latin script references in Name Authority Records, including supporting
documentation (such as FAQ, examples, or training materials, consulting with the Standing
Committee on Training (SCT) as needed)

Charge 4: Make recommendations regarding timeline and strategies for evaluation and
updating of existing records where appropriate (for example: establish a “Day One” for
implementation; suggest coordinated projects; identify categories of records amenable to
machine processing)

Time Frame

Date charged: August 9, 2023

Date interim report submitted: October 16, 2023

Date progress report submitted: March 5, 2024

Date final report and end-of-term documents submitted: September 30, 2024

Deliverables

Prior to commencing the Group’s work, the Task Group established Guiding Principles to fulfill
the charge and deliverables.

Following a close review of the possible variants for all types entities in several non-Latin
languages, members of the TG accomplished:

e Designation of preferred Non-Latin Script Variants (PNLSV): The TG recommends
assigning a preferred non-Latin script variant for specific languages and scripts.
e Guidelines: Drafted the Guidelines for Non-Latin Script Variants in the LC/NACO
Authority File.
o Qualifiers in Non-Latin Script Forms: Standardizing the practice of including
qualifiers in non-Latin script forms for references when readily available


https://wiki.lyrasis.org/display/PFCCP/SCS+Task+Group+on+Evaluation+Guidelines+for+Non-Latin+Script+References+in+NARs?preview=%2F289079408%2F358907986%2FGuiding+Principles+.pdf
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/Guidelines%20for%20Non-Latin%20Script%20Variant%20Access%20Points%20in%20the%20LC_NACO%20Authority%20File_rev.pdf?version=2&modificationDate=1742932949741&api=v2

o Gregorian Dates: Recommended the use of Gregorian dates in non-Latin script
variants. Non-Gregorian dates found in the resource can be recorded in the 670
field.

o Regnal numbers: Submitted MARC proposal for redefining $b of X00 fields to
include regnal numbers (discussion paper, “Redefining Subfield $b in X00 Fields
in the MARC 21 Authority and Bibliographic Format”)

o PNLSV Access Points in Related NARs: Recommended the use of PNLSV
access points in related authority records (qualifiers, nameftitle, and hierarchical
corporate bodies).

o Evaluation practices: Recommended guidelines to evaluate non-Latin script
variants in existing NARs.

e Step-by-step workflow document: Documented the process of creating and evaluating
NLSV; developed based on webinar questions and survey comments

e FAQ document: Addressed questions and concerns raised in the webinar and survey

e MARC Change proposals: Recommended changes to MARC codes to facilitate testing
for designating preferred non-Latin script variant access points ; submitted a MARC
discussion paper for “Redefining Subfield $b in X00 Fields in the MARC 21 Authority and
Bibliographic Formats” (in collaboration with SCS co-chairs).

e Example compilation: Collected and evaluated comprehensive examples for different
types of entities from the Name Authority File, documenting group decisions.

e Webinar: Hosted a webinar on June 20, 2024, to introduce the proposed
recommendations.

e Survey: Conducted a survey among PCC and non-Latin NACO communities in July
2024 to solicit feedback from NACO catalogers for non-Latin languages. The survey was
completed by nearly 150 respondents and showed favorable support, though some
concerns were raised.

Challenges and recommendations

Challenge 1: The Task Group suggested three ways of designating a Preferred Non-Latin
Script Variants (PNLSV) in 4XX fields, but none of the methods could be tested until NACO
nodes validate their use. As such, the TG was unable to fully test Option 1 or Option 2 for
designating PNLSV, and the drafted guidelines were developed based on an alternative testing
method using the OCLC save file. The inability to test proposed guidelines in the NAF and the
lack of shareable examples prevented other PCC members from reviewing the TG's
recommended practices. Until validation is possible, the TG cannot test or recommend a
preferred coding method and these guidelines cannot be implemented.

Recommendation: The Task Group recommends the PCC ensure the needed validation
changes are implemented, and the PCC Standing Committee on Standards charge a new task
group to complete the testing and implementation process. (See Next Steps)

Challenge 2: The Task Group has identified several language-specific issues through its work
and community feedback via the webinar and survey. For example, there are directionality


https://www.loc.gov/marc/mac/2024/2024-dp10.html
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/Step%20by%20Step%20Workflow%20for%20Non-Latin%20Script%20Variants%20in%20Name%20Authority%20Records.pdf?version=2&modificationDate=1743019918841&api=v2
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/Frequently%20Asked%20Questions%20on%20Non-Latin%20Script%20Variants%20in%20Name%20Authority%20Records.pdf?version=2&modificationDate=1743089001048&api=v2
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/Examples%20of%20Records%20with%20Evaluated%20Non-Latin%20Script%20Variant%20Access%20Points.pdf?version=1&modificationDate=1727739956955&api=v2
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/display/PFCCP/SCS+Task+Group+on+Evaluation+Guidelines+for+Non-Latin+Script+References+in+NARs#:~:text=Non%2DLatin%20Variants%20in%20Name%20Authority%20Records%3A%C2%A0Different%20Perspectives%2C%20New%20Practices%3A%20Webinar%2C%20June%2020%2C%202024
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/Report%20on%20the%20Survey%20on%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20for%20Non-Latin%20Script%20References%20in%20Name%20Authority%20Records.pdf?version=2&modificationDate=1743093022192&api=v2

issues with Hebrew and Arabic script cataloging, particularly concerning the addition of dates
and qualifiers. These issues may not be fully addressed in the Guidelines.

Recommendation: The Task Group recommends that NACO funnels for non-Latin languages
further discuss and develop best practices to address language-specific issues. After testing,
the various language communities may need to create additional guidelines to accommodate
the specific issues encountered during testing.

Next steps

Upon the approval of MARC codes changes and with support of the PCC Policy Committee and
Standing Committee on Standards (SCS), the Task Group recommends that the PCC SCS
establish a new task group to:

Conduct a pilot to test the recommendations within a MARC environment and in the
various language communities

Review and finalize the Guidelines based on the testing outcomes and community
feedback

Update LC-PCC documentation accordingly in collaboration with the PCC Standing
Committee on Standards

Identify categories of records suitable for machine processing and recommend tools to
facilitate this processing, in collaboration with the PCC Standing Committee on
Applications

Prepare training in collaboration with the Standing Committee on Training

Conduct workshops across NACO funnels to train catalogers on the application of the
new guidelines

Update pre-identified PCC documentation, controlled vocabulary lists for implementation
in consultation with the PCC Standing Committee on Training

Update LC-PCC documentation accordingly in collaboration with the PCC Standing
Committee on Standards

LC-PCC Metadata Guidance Documentation

LC DCM Z1

LC Guidelines supplement to MARC 21 Format for Authorities Data

LC SHM H 181 Arabic/Persian Subject Headings (PDF)

LC SHM H 182 Chinese/Japanese/Korean Subject Headings (PDF)

PCC Guidelines for Creating Bibliographic Records in Multiple Character Sets

o O O O O ©O

The timeline for implementing the Task Group's recommendations will depend on the
implementation of the proposed MARC code changes by NACO nodes, as well as the testing
and final adjustments of the Guidelines for using non-Latin script references in the Name
Authority File.

Appendix

Guidelines for Non-Latin Script Variant Access Points in the LC/NACO Authority File

Step by Step Workflow for Non-Latin Script Variants in Name Authority Records



https://www.loc.gov/aba/rda/mgd/
https://www.loc.gov/aba/publications/FreeDCM/DCM/Z01.pdf
https://www.loc.gov/aba/publications/FreeDCM/DCM/ZAU.pdf
https://www.loc.gov/catdir/cpso/z1andlcguidelines.html
https://www.loc.gov/aba/publications/FreeSHM/H0181.pdf
https://www.loc.gov/aba/publications/FreeSHM/H0182.pdf
https://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/bibco/documents/PCCNonLatinGuidelines.pdf
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/Guidelines%20for%20Non-Latin%20Script%20Variant%20Access%20Points%20in%20the%20LC_NACO%20Authority%20File_rev.pdf?version=2&modificationDate=1742932949741&api=v2
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/Step%20by%20Step%20Workflow%20for%20Non-Latin%20Script%20Variants%20in%20Name%20Authority%20Records.pdf?version=2&modificationDate=1743019918841&api=v2

Frequently Asked Questions on Non-Latin Script Variants in Name Authority Records
Examples of Records with Evaluated Non-Latin Script Variant Access Points

MARC proposals: MARC coding changes; MARC Discussion Paper No. 2024-DP10
Webinar PPT

Report on the Survey on Evaluation Guidelines for Non-Latin Script References in Name
Authority Records



https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/Frequently%20Asked%20Questions%20on%20Non-Latin%20Script%20Variants%20in%20Name%20Authority%20Records.pdf?version=2&modificationDate=1743089001048&api=v2
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/Examples%20of%20Records%20with%20Evaluated%20Non-Latin%20Script%20Variant%20Access%20Points.pdf?version=1&modificationDate=1727739956955&api=v2
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/display/PFCCP/SCS+Task+Group+on+Evaluation+Guidelines+for+Non-Latin+Script+References+in+NARs?preview=%2F289079408%2F360906832%2FProposal_MARC+Coding+Changes+Needed+to+Designate+Preferred+Non-Latin+Script+Variant+.pdf
https://www.loc.gov/marc/mac/2024/2024-dp10.html
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/PCC%20SCS%20Non-Latin%20Script%20References%20TG%20Webinar%20June%2024.pdf?version=3&modificationDate=1720545971770&api=v2
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/Report%20on%20the%20Survey%20on%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20for%20Non-Latin%20Script%20References%20in%20Name%20Authority%20Records.pdf?version=2&modificationDate=1743093022192&api=v2
https://wiki.lyrasis.org/download/attachments/289079408/Report%20on%20the%20Survey%20on%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20for%20Non-Latin%20Script%20References%20in%20Name%20Authority%20Records.pdf?version=2&modificationDate=1743093022192&api=v2
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