CCS SCRAP Advisory Group Meeting
January 21, 2026 at 1:00 PM
Minutes
SCRAP members in attendance: R. Ruetz (ALK), B. Peterson (CPQ), K. Szafarz (MPK), A. Galindo (PAK), J. King (NIK), K. Milfajt (MJK)
SCRAP members absent: K. Nevins (ZIK)
CCS staff: R. Fischer, M. Mansfield
Non-members present: H. Sadowski (ALK), T. Chester (MPK), M. Longpre (MPK), J. Galdun (WGK), T. Skwierczynski (GRK), L. Conn (CPQ), S. Girardi (WNK), T. Pruitt (GRK), E. Ball (MPK)
Old Business
1. Review the draft Wiki page for Storage Cards and Players 

Discussion: The attendees discussed the draft for this page. R. Fischer explained the feedback that she received on rearranging the different sections. There was no additional feedback.

2. Action: Vote on motion to recommend to CAMM the adoption of the Storage Cards and Players draft page for the Cataloger’s Wiki. 

Action: Members unanimously passed the above motion with one absence.
New Business
3. Brainstorm solutions about PAS’s concerns about multivolume set records for graphic novels 
· PAS meeting recording (Dec. 11, 2025)
· Summary of discussion: Staff at Northbrook brought the discussion to PAS. They are concerned that patrons are confused by multivolume set records, particularly for youth materials.  Anecdotally, patrons have found it difficult to place holds on the correct volumes in the PAC. One reason for this is that cover art for multivolume records doesn't match the most recent volume. Some staff can also be confused when placing holds on multivolume set records and find it easier to place holds when each volume is on a separate record. Not all attendees agreed. Some find it is easier to use multivolume records because they place holds on more than one volume at a time or like to see how many volumes there are in a series. One suggestion was to split up the records for the youth collection but not the teen and adult collections. Because we are moving to a new discovery layer, the behavior and experience placing holds may change. CCS would need to do user testing/research before making any recommendations or decisions.  
· Questions for discussion:
1. Do you hear reports from staff or patrons of problems placing holds on multivolume set records?
2. Is there a way to make the volumes more visible?
3. Do you have any thoughts or ideas about potential solutions to this problem?
Discussion: R. Fischer explained the background of this issue and asked for comments on it regarding the three questions. Attendees commented that they do not like the idea of having different practices for youth vs. teen or adult collections. Regarding question number 1, there haven’t been any issues reported recently. When issues were reported in the past, training was provided to address the concerns. Mount Prospect is still adapting to local practices. They have noticed multivolume sets that are used for series with part titles. This can be mentioned at the CAMM meeting. Examples should be sent to R. Fischer. Regarding the second question about making volumes more visible, the members discussed the problem of the cover being different. One attendee recommended moving the most recent volume to the top. However, this would need to be done by catalogers and would not be part of the current practice. Acquisitions uses the last in the list. It would not help if patrons were looking for other volumes than the most recent one. It would be asking a lot for cataloging staff to move it. Regarding the last question, they would like to see how the functionality of Bibliocore works before discussing it further. This can be added to a future meeting for further discussion. 
4. Library of Congress plans to stop using $v form subdivisions on Feb. 2. What should the CCS local practice be? (10 min.)
· Announcement  
· FAQ
Discussion: The members discussed the impact that not using the $v form subdivision will have on searching and indexing. They discussed the impact that adding the $v form subdivision will have on workload and change of workflow. Options for adding back in the $v include having Backstage do it. Members chose not to vote at this time. They would like to wait until after the PCC policy has been released and the quality of the records in OCLC can be examined before making a decision. Libraries will have varied practices depending on local practice. However, many members are in favor of keeping the $v. R. Fischer will discuss options with Backstage. 
5. Action: Vote on motion regarding form subdivisions (5 min.)
· Potential motion 1: Recommend to CAMM that CCS follow Library of Congress practice regarding form subdivisions.
· Potential motion 2: Recommend to CAMM that CCS continue to use $v form subdivisions as a local practice.
Action: The members decided to not vote on this motion until they see the quality of the records and PCC policy. 
6. What TOM do you recommend using for Whazoodles? What should be included in a Wiki page? Here are existing Playaway pages: https://www.ccslib.org/Catalogers/index.php?title=Playaway. (10min.)

Discussion: The attendees discussed their experiences with cataloging Whazoodles and the TOMs that they use. They feel the TOM choice should be based on the content of the Whazoodle. This would be either sound recording or non-musical sound recording. Cataloger’s judgement can be used to decide on what the content will be. They reviewed the Playaway Launchpad page. R. Fischer will research how the different TOMs will look in Bibliocore and create a draft page.
7. Cataloger’s Wiki pages for review (15 min.)
· ISBN – We have a request to add guidance to this page on the format that should be kept when deduplicating the fields. Should we remove the section about not including price? This can come in from the vendor records. Polaris uses the $c if there is no 970 $p for the price. 
· Illinois children's book awards
· Importing preliminary data records from Connexion
· Importing vendor preliminary data records
· Item Creation Date
· Large print
· Lexile
· Is there a place to include guidance on removing duplicate tags, i.e. 035 and 037 tags?

Discussion – The members discussed a number of changes to the above pages. R. Fischer will update the pages and send out an email regarding the updates. 

8. Anything else?

Discussion – T. Skwierczynski asked for guidance regarding times when a library would like to add their name to a local Library of Things record after other libraries linked items to it. The attendees discussed their options. R. Fischer will update the Library of Things wiki page to say that the library that wants to change the record to a local record should make a new copy for their library and move their items to the new record.  

The next meeting will be held on April 22, 2026 at 1:00 PM.


