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SPEAKERS

Richard	Lammert,	Bo	Adams,	Alexis	Weiss

Alexis	Weiss 00:00
Greetings,	Atla	colleagues,	it	is	my	pleasure	to	welcome	you	all	to	today's	webinar,	Joining
Atla's	Funnel	Projects	and	information	session	for	catalogers	and	library	directors.	Please	feel
free	to	use	the	Q&A	box	for	any	questions,	comments	or	technical	difficulties	that	you	might
have.	Our	presenters	will	answer	questions	from	the	chat	during	the	presentation	as	they're
able.	We	will	have	plenty	of	time	for	questions	after	the	presentation.	So	without	any	further
ado,	I	would	like	to	welcome	today's	speakers.	Reverend	Richard	Lammert	is	the	technical
services	and	systems	librarian	at	Concordia	Theological	Seminary.	He	is	also	our	current	Atla
funnels	coordinator.	I	would	like	to	add	that	as	Richard	moves	on	from	this	coordinator	position
soon,	we	will	be	looking	for	those	interested	in	taking	on	the	position	later	this	spring.	So	please
look	out	for	that	announcement	with	us	as	well.	Hi,	welcome,	Dr.	Bo	Adams,	Bo	is	the	director
of	the	Pitts	Theology	Library	at	Emory	University.	So	welcome,	Richard	and	Bo,	the	virtual	floor
is	yours.

Richard	Lammert 01:08
Welcome	to	our	presentation	today	on	this	Ash	Wednesday	of	2023.	We	want	to	talk	about
giving	you	some	background	on	the	Atlas	funnel	projects.	As	Jamie	already	said,	I	am	the	Atla
PCC	funnels	coordinator	and	will	be	for	a	few	more	months.	We'll	talk	about	that	a	little	bit
later.	I'm	going	to	be	talking	about	30	minutes	and	we	should	have	plenty	of	time	for	questions
and	answers	after	Bo	has	anything	to	say.	And	you	can	always	put	your	questions	in	the	Q&A
box	if	you	want	to	do	them	as	they	come	up	and	if	I	can	answer	them	at	that	point	I	will.	So
first,	the	background	the	PCC-what	is	it?	The	program	for	cooperative	cataloging.	And	you'll	see
the	initials	PCC	throughout	here	is	a	cooperative	cataloging	venture	where	and	members
contribute	bibliographic	records	and	related	to	data	under	a	common	set	of	standards	and
conventions	using	the	bibliographic	utilities.	There	are	four	programs	for	the	PCC:	NACO,	SACO,
CONSER,	BIBCO.	I	put	those	in	that	order,	because	the	ones	on	the	right	are	the	ones	that	deal
with	bibliographic	records,	the	ones	on	the	left	with	authority	records,	with	NACO	being	the
foundational	one.	And	we'll	come	back	to	those	more	fully	in	the	next	screen.	I	want	to
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underscore,	though,	the	idea	of	a	common	set	of	standards	and	conventions,	there's	a	lot	of
things	you	might	think	should	be	done	differently	and	could	be	done	differently.	But	these
programs	are	not	a	place	where	you're	going	to	be-you'll	be	frustrated	if	you	try	to	be	a
crusader,	you	might	think	we	need	more	civility,	which	we	do.	And	therefore	you	will	make	sure
that	everyone	in	the	authority	file	has	a	Mr	or	professor	or	in	our	case,	a	reverend,	whatever
the	title	should	be,	just	add	some	civility.	You	can't	do	that.	You	need	to	follow	the	set	of
standards	and	conventions.	The	PCC	programs	allow	libraries	other	than	the	Library	of
Congress	to	contribute	records	to	national	files.	So	we're	contributing	along	with	the	Library	of
Congress.	For	authority	files,	the	two	programs,	as	I	already	mentioned,	are	NACO	and	for
names,	but	also	titles	and	series.	SACO	for	subjects	but	also	Library	of	Congress	classification
numbers.	And	then	bibliographic	records	are	contributed	in	the	two	other	programs,	CONSER
serials	records,	and	BIBCO	bibliographic	records	other	than	serials.	We	don't	have	a	BIBCO
funnel.	As	I	mentioned,	nobody	has	said	that	they	want	one.	So	we're	not	going	to	unless	there
is	a	demand	for	it,	which	there	could	be	CONSER	right	now	is	dormant.	Our	one	serials	person
has	left	the	program	at	Harvard.	He's	now	in	a	library	in	Michigan.	So	that	leaves	NACO	and
SACO	but	NACO	as	the	foundational	program,	so	that's	fine	if	we	continue	to	have	contributors
and	catalogers	in	NACO.	What	is	needed	to	participate	in	any	of	these	programs	on	the
website,	which	the	PCC	program	maintains,	which	is	here,	it's	right	under	the	Library	of
Congress	website	ABA	for	acquisitions	and	bibliographic	authority	and	PCC.	On	that	program,
you	can	read	on	that	website	you	can	read	about	the	requirements	for	each	of	the	programs,
you	can	read	those	for	your	own,	if	there	are	specific	questions,	we	can	cover	those	at	the	end.
But	essentially,	these	are	the	following:	training,	necessary	tools,	and	supporting	your
institution.	Training	because	we're	talking	about	standards	and	conventions	that	everybody
agrees	to	use.	Necessary	tools,	so	that	you	have	access	to	those	standards	and	can	be	aware
of	changes.	And	then	supportive	your	institution	so	that	you	have	can	get	the	training	and	the
necessary	tools,	so	it	does	hang	together.	One	thing	to	keep	in	mind,	especially	for	smaller
institutions	is	that	the	PCC	program	considers	the	library	the	participant,	it	makes	a	lot	of	sense
and	a	major	research	library	where	10	or	15	catalogers	each	are	contributing,	and	not	a	single
one	of	them	is	the	NACO	cataloger,	or	PCC	program	participant.	But	in	our	smaller	schools,
where	perhaps	only	one	or	usually	only	one	cataloger,	we	tend	to	think	of	that	as	the	the
Nexus.	But	even	there,	the	PCC	program	considers	the	institution,	the	participant,	the	member,
and	then	the	cataloger	is	doing	the	work.	Atla	adds	one	more	requirement	for	participation	in
its	own	funnels.	And	that	is	a	personal	membership	in	Atla.	Now,	why	a	funnel?	I	should	point
out	that	any	institution	can	join	any	of	the	programs	as	a	full	level	member	of	that	program.
Any	of	our	institutions	can	send	in	the	paperwork,	agree	to	participate	and	be	a	full-time
member.	However,	the	Library	of	Congress	has	some	expectations	of	the	quantity	of	records
that	an	individual	institution	will	submit	in	order	to	stay	in	the	program.	For	name	authorities,
for	example,	the	Library	of	Congress	expects	that	the	smallest	full	level	member	library	will
submit	100	records	annually.	Now,	if	you	say	that's	a	lot	of	records,	yes.	Many	libraries	will	find
that	goal	unobtainable.	And	it's	not	just	true	about	a	library,	this	is	true	of	libraries	across	the
board.	Therefore,	a	number	of	libraries	may	come	together	to	contribute	records	in	what's
called	a	funnel.	The	individual	contributions	of	each	institution	are	pooled	into	a	lump	sum	and
counted	as	the	contributions	of	the	funnel.	So	one	library	might	contribute	25,	and	other	20	and
a	few	15,	and	maybe	three,	or	four	from	three	or	four	others,	and	you're	getting	pretty	close	to
100.	We	get	to	pull	all	those	and	call	that	the	funnel	contributions.	Now.	Atla	has	never	had	any
trouble	reaching	even	the	level	for	research	institutions	200.	But	as	we	start	losing	catalogers
through	retirement,	we	need	to	try	to	replenish	the	pool	here.	This	is	a	reason	why	we	have	the
Atla	PCC	funnel	is	so	that	the	work	needed	required	by	an	individual	institution	is	not
overwhelming,	but	they	can	still	participate.	So	let's	look	at	those	different	programs	in
specifics?	No,	but	first,	why	should	you	participate?	Thank	you	for	asking.	We	want	to,	I	want	to
look	at	this	about	what	you	can	get	out	of	it.	Now	on	its	website,	the	PCC	mentioned	some	of



the	benefits	and	being	involved	in	the	PCC	programs.	Those	are	one	such	as	being	involved	in
something	larger	than	yourself	being	able	to	contribute	to	the	thinking	that's	going	on	on	a
national	level.	Those	are	all	good.	But	today,	I	want	to	focus	on	some	specific	advantages	for
theological	libraries	with	each	of	the	programs	other	than	BIBCO.	Especially	for	smaller	libraries
in	our	smaller	seminaries.	That's	the	type	of	library	that	I	work	at.	And	so	the	examples	are
especially	attuned	to	that.	But	I	think	it	also	will	apply	to	theological	libraries	across	the	board,
whether	they're	religious	studies,	or	something	other	than	seminary	libraries.	Now,	these
advantages	are	not	mentioned	in	the	PCC's	benefits	of	membership,	you	will	only	get	them
here.	First	NACO:	the	name	authority	cooperative	program.	Participants	in	this	program,	create
or	correct	or	update	the	authorized	forms	of	names,	whether	personal,	corporate,	or
geographic,	or	titles	or	series.	Now,	don't	panic.	If	you	are	working	with	the	NACO	funnel,	you
don't	have	to	work	in	all	five	areas	listed.	Many	libraries,	many	catalogers	just	work	with
personal	names,	and	that's	fine.	There's	no	requirement	that	you	have	to	do	more	than	that
you	do	what's	going	to	work	for	your	library.	These	names	then	are	added	to	the	LC	NACO
name	authority	file,	either	after	review	for	someone	still	in	training	to	make	sure	that	those
standards	and	conventions	are	adhered	to,	or	directly	for	an	independent	cataloger.	As	an
example	of	why,	NACO?	Here's	a	question.	How	many	catalogers	were	needed	to	update	Pope
Benedict	authority	record	when	he	died?	And	how	many	libraries	will	use	the	updated	record?
No,	that's	not	a	trick	question.	The	answer	is	easy.	Only	one	is	needed	to	update	it,	and	many
can	use	it	once	it	has	been	updated.	So	the	work	of	one	is	applicable	to	quite	a	few	different
libraries.	However,	not	everyone	is	as	well	known	as	Pope	Benedict.	How	many	of	you	have
faculty	members	who	do	not	publish	major	works,	or	at	least	nothing	from	a	commercial
publisher,	or	pastors	in	your	denomination	who	have	only	published	items	from	your
denominational	publisher,	which	may	or	may	not	be	picked	up	commercially?	I'm	stressing
commercial	there	not	because	it's	better	than	other	forms	of	publication.	But	because	those	are
the	names	that	major	libraries	pick	up	and	can	work	with.	For	our	commercial	publisher,	or	our
denominational	publisher	that	Concordia	Publishing	House,	many	of	the	academic	titles	are
picked	up	by	the	Library	of	Congress,	but	not	the	devotional	materials	to	Bible	studies.	And	it
turns	out	that	pastors	are	likely	to	write	that	type	of	material.	So	the	likelihood	is	great	that	if
you	don't	establish	the	name,	no	one	will.	Here's	an	example.	real	life	example.	Walter	A.	Maier
1925.	On	Walter	A.	Maier	1952.	On,	you	might	recognize	the	name	possibly	Walter	a	Meyer	as
the	first	speaker	of	the	Lutheran	Hour,	this	happens	to	be	his	son	and	his	grandson.	For	some
time	only.	Walter,	the	third,	the	1952	birth	date	was	in	the	authority	file,	the	Library	of
Congress	had	picked	up	his	name	on	a	publication	of	his	thesis	in	some	Harvard	Semitic
monograph	series.	But	Walter	A.	Maier,	the	second	was	not	in	the	file.	And	I	ran	into	the
peculiarity	of	these	two	names	because	10	to	15	years	ago,	we	were	having	our	bibliographic
records	run	through	a	an	authority	provider	and	massaging.	And	in	the	process,	they	found	the
two	names	and	decided	that	some	cataloger	had	transposed	the	two,	five,	the	five	two	into
two,	five	and	that	it	was	actually	52.	And	so	all	the	names	are	changed	to	Walter	A.	Maier	1952
on	that's	a	very	reasonable	assumption.	If	I'm	going	to	send	out	my	authorities	for	massaging,	I
want	them	to	pick	out	simple	typos,	not	just	telling	me	it	doesn't	match	the	authority	and	I	go
do	the	work.	So	that	was	absolutely	correct.	However,	until	I	gave	it	input	and	authority,	it	was
going	to	continue	to	do	that.	Now	it	actually	happened	that	we	had	moved	off	of	that	system
and	gone	to	OCLC	WMS.	Before	I	made	that	change,	and	in	OCLC	the	records	had	not	been
touched.	And	so	they	were	still	the	way	they	should	be.	But	I	still	needed	to	the	create	the
authority	but	it	makes	no	difference	whether	it's	a	simple	possible	transposition	of	digits	or
something	else	then	the	name	of	Walter	A.	Maier	the	second	was	not	being	established	until	I
came	across	it	a	second	example	this	is	one	that	I	ran	across	a	couple	weeks	ago	and	I	haven't
changed	it	yet.	So	if	you	want	to	look	it	up	in	the	authority	file,	there	it	is	replica	Arthur
Christian	1906	on	with	a	nice	note	this	one	xx	field	cannot	be	used	under	RDA	until	this	record
has	been	reviewed	and	or	updated.	Now	that	was	a	an	automatic	record	that	was	created	by	a



computer	when	it	was	trying	to	massage	the	authority	file	at	the	time	we	moved	to	RDA	to	To
mark	everything	possible	as	correct,	but	to	flag	things	that	are	probably	not,	I	don't	know
exactly	the	analysis,	the	program	may	but	I	assume	it	said,	Well,	you've	got	a	middle	name
spelled	out,	which	is	not	real	common.	So	that's	probably	not	correct.	The	name	was	created	at
a	time	when	catalogers	tried	to	put	in	as	much	information	as	they	could	first	fold,	middle	name
and,	and	last	name,	whether	or	not	had	ever	been	used	that	way.	And	the	computer	was
correct,	in	this	case	that	1x	x	field	cannot	be	used	under	RDA.	It	is	actually	author	or	C	rep.
Now,	this	was,	this	is	a	name	that	you	in	fact,	may	have	in	your	own	catalogs.	Because	Arthur
Repp	wrote	one	of	the	books	from	the	ATLA	monograph	series	in	the	early	1980s.	On	Luthor	is
catechisms.	And	if	you	have	any	of	that	monograph	series,	you	might	have	this	one	in	it.	But
you	cannot	change	that	in	your	catalog,	or	you	can	but	it	would	not	be	connected	to	anything
because	that	is	the	authority	form	at	the	moment.	Unless	you	have	a	NACO	catalog,	or	go	in
and	change	it,	correct	it,	update	it,	it's	going	to	stay	there.	And	this	is	going	to	be	true	about
many	names	of	people	from	the	30s	40s	50s	60s	70s	into	the	80s.	If	that's	the	time	they	were
writing	they	have	never	written	since	then.	And	libraries	are	not	getting	their	material.	So
they're	not	going	to	be	looking	at	the	name	authorities,	or	try	to	update	them.	If	a	theological
library	has	that	name	in	its	collection,	then	they	can	go	in	and	correct	it.	1/3	example,	even	in
our	much	smaller	playgrounds,	I	like	to	think	of	working	with	name	authorities	as	a	playground,
the	general	principle	of	having	one	person	do	the	work	to	establish	an	authority	can	come	into
play.	Now	it	may	not	be	one	library	does	it	in	500	Use	it.	But	this	does	and	can	come	into	play.
If	NACO	authority	work	is	not	done,	several	people	may	duplicate	the	research	simply	because
the	authority	work	has	not	been	recorded.	That's	one	of	the	advantages	of	the	NACO	file	is	that
all	the	work	is	there,	it's	all	laid	out.	And	if	anybody	wants	to	check	it	correct	to	change	it,	it's
there.	A	couple	years	ago,	I	created	the	authority	for	Li	Yong	Jen.	And	pardon	me	if	anyone	is	a
Chinese	speaker	out	there,	I'm	still	working	on	my	tones.	He	had	done	some	work	for	a
Lutheran	publisher	in	Hong	Kong.	And	I	looked	in	the	authority	file,	okay,	nothing.	So	I	needed
to	create	it,	I	figured	nobody	else	has	touched	it.	So	went	through	the	process	of	finding	the
dates.	Because	for	Chinese	names,	if	you	do	not	have	dates,	you	run	into	a	lot	of	problems	with
duplicates.	And	in	this	case,	Li	Yong	Jen	was	in	there	without	any	dates,	not	the	same	person.
So	I	had	to	come	up	with	that	and	discover	the	dates	and	put	them	in	I	create	the	authority,
added	it	to	the	authority	file,	then	went	to	the	bib	file,	and	discovered	that	someone	had	done
another	one	of	his	works	under	lead,	Daniel	Wu,	actually	with	a	middle	name	spelled	out	and
looked	at	that.	Okay,	that	had	been	that	record	had	been	created	by	the	Concordia	Historical
Institute,	our	historical	and	archival	library	in	St.	Louis,	they	had	a	couple	of	different	books	by
Pastor	Li	and	they	used	the	Americanized	form	of	his	name.	Now	it's	quite	possible	that	one
could	have	chosen	that	name	as	the	entry	point,	because	he	had	both	the	Chinese	and	the
Americanized	form	and	most	of	the	works,	at	least	out	of	the	ones	that	I	saw.	And	so	it	was	a
toss	up.	But	I	still	thought	that	the	Chinese	one,	which	was	the	language	in	which	he	was
actually	writing	should	be	the	form	and	I	left	it	that	way.	However,	if	anybody	else	decides	that
that's	not	the	case,	that	record	is	there,	and	the	analysis	and	all	the	research	is	laid	out	for	you.
Now,	even	here,	I	would	have	preferred	to	choose	a	different	form	of	the	name.	There	is	the
name	as	he	actually	wrote	it.	But	I	could've	taken	the	simplified	form	too.	So	there's	still	a
problem	of	that.	Even	if	I	would	like	that,	because	that	is	the	form	of	the	name	that	showed	up
on	the	versa	with	the	title	page.	The	rules	as	and	conventions	at	the	moment,	say	it	has	to	be
Romanized.	So	I	will	do	that	until	it	gets	changed.	We're	not	finished	with	NACO	yet,	because
name	authority	records	have	become	much	more	than	just	a	record	of	what	form	of	name	to
use.	In	the	past.	Put	down	the	name	as	it	was	and	cite	the	source	and	then	move	on.	But	the
name	authority	file	is	moving	in	the	direction	of	identity	management.	If	you're	not	sure	what
that	means,	if	you	think	of	our	PII,	personally	identifiable	information,	information	that	gives
you	an	identity,	like	where	you	were	born,	and	how	old	you	are,	not	that	we	include	all	of	those
things	in	the	authority	file,	but	that's	identity.	In	most	cases,	you	are	free	to	record	information



that	is	not	required.	If	it	is	significant	to	you,	even	taking	time	to	research	in	order	to	find	the
information.	NACO	catalogers	are	not	required	to	go	outside	the	source	that	they're	looking	at,
in	order	to	create	the	authority.	If	it's	not	in	front	of	them,	they	don't	need	to	research	unless
they	need	to	in	order	to	create	a	unique	name.	Now,	this	is	where	if	you	want	to	come	in	and
do	some	things	that	are	going	to	be	a	little	bit	more	than	usual	or	outside	of	what	some	people
do,	you	may	do	it	here.	Here's	some	examples	of	information.	institutional	affiliation.
Sometimes	there	is	no	institutional	affiliation	given	for	an	author	on	the	back	cover.	Well,	then,
a	person	who's	simply	recording	that	can	move	on.	Several	months	ago,	I	did	an	older	authority
for	one	of	our	professors	here	at	Concordia	Theological	Seminary	from	1950s	60s,	somewhere
in	there.	And	there	was	no	statement	in	the	record	that	he	had	been	a	professor	here,	I	found
out	where	I	could	cite	a	source	that	said	yes,	he	was	a	professor	here,	put	that	in	the	in	the
record	and	then	identified	Concordia	Theological	Seminary	as	an	institution	with	which	he	was
affiliated.	denominational	affiliation,	here's	another	place	where	you	can	go	may	go,	if	you
wish,	above	and	beyond,	if	I'm	working	with	the	book,	in	the	back	cover,	says,	Reverend	Smith
was	a	Baptist	pastor,	I'll	say	fine	Baptist.	And	I'll,	go	on	if	it	says	Reverend	Smith	was	a
Lutheran	pastor,	but	now	say,	I	wanted	to	get	more	specific.	Now	for	me,	that's	important.	So
although	even	if	I	can	tell,	just	by	looking	at	the	book,	the	publisher	can	probably	say	which
denomination	which	synod	he	the	person	is	in,	whether	it's	Evangelical	Lutheran	Church	of
America,	or	Lutheran	Church,	Missouri	Synod,	or	Wisconsin	Evangelical,	Lutheran	synod,	I	can't
say	I	just	know,	I	still	need	to	go	and	find	that	which	I	do	go	in	and	record	that,	but	then	put	it	in
the	record.	These	are	all	supposedly	going	to	become	great	to	know	once	we	have	linked	data
and	everything	is	linked	up.	That	time	is	a	lot	further	along	than	many	people	think	it's	not
imminent,	and	it	may	come.	But	one	thing	I	can	tell	you	as	it	is,	is	if	the	information	is	not
there,	you	can't	link	it	to	anything.	And	then	one	final	thing,	birth	dates	and	death	dates.	Now
in	the	case	of	Pastor	Li,	I	had	to	find	those	which	in	order	to	distinguish	them	from	some	other
Li's	in	the	in	the	authority	file.	But	even	if	I	don't	need	to	do	that,	again	for	a	pastor,	and	if	I
can,	especially	one	who's	deceased,	because	I	assume	this	is	true	in	most	denominations,	we
have	a	list	of	obituaries	in	memoriam	every	month	in	our	monthly	periodical.	And	I	can	go	in
and	locate	that	information	and	pull	it	out,	put	it	in	there	and	give	birth	dates	and	death	dates.
So	those	are	that's	an	example	of	some	of	the	things	that	you	can	you	may	go	through,	if	it
suits	your	purposes,	to	add	that	to	the	record.	Moving	on	to	the	second	funnel,	SACO-subject
authority	cooperative	program.	Participants	in	this	program	propose	new	or	changed	Library	of
Congress	subject	headings,	and	new	or	changed	Library	of	Congress	classification	numbers.	I
put	proposed	in	italics	because	that's	precisely	what	you're	doing.	When	a	sacral	participant
submits	any	subject	or	classification	number	of	proposal.	It	goes	through	a	process	of	editorial
review	by	the	Library	of	Congress	before	being	accepted	or	rejected.	This	is	still	the	Library	of
Congress	subject	headings	and	the	Library	of	Congress	Classification	System.	They	can	say
whether	or	not	they	actually	want	that.	And	the	results	of	that	editorial	review	are	distributed
monthly	following	the	editorial	meeting.	Now	even	though	these	are	proposals,	and	they	may
get	rejected,	there	are	plenty	of	places	and	opportunities	for	theological	libraries.	There	are
three	religious	aspects	of	a	subject	followed	by	a	denominational	name	used	to	be	free	floating.
Well,	not	all	the	time	exactly.	But	we'll	take	that	as	a	given.	That	is	no	longer	the	case,	each
particular	subject	string	must	now	be	proposed.	Here's	a	big	opportunity	for	theological
libraries.	Because	it	just	so	happens	that	we	get	books	that	are	often	written	about	the	religious
aspects	of	a	subject	from	a	denominational	perspective,	or	whatever	the	word	is,	the	Greek	or
Hebrew	word	is	a	specific	subject	heading	that	needs	to	be	established.	I	don't	have	much	need
for	this	now.	But	I	do	know	that	30-40	years	ago,	when	we	had	MDiv	theses,	that	was	a
common	idea	to	write	40-50	pages	on	this.	And	the	cataloger	simply	put	the	name	in	the
subject	file,	which	was	all	that	was	possible	at	the	time,	and	is	still,	if	a	person	is	not	involved	in
SACO	can	do	if	you	need	to	create	a	subject	for	yourself,	you	need	to	and	we	have	plenty	of
those	in	our	bibliographic	files.	But	SACO	gives	you	the	opportunity	to	establish	those	and	one



third	example	Bible	stories,	comma,	language,	again,	must	be	established	for	every	heading
that	is	not	in	the	Library	of	Congress	subject	headings.	This	again	is	looking	forward	to	linked
data	when	if	that	subject	heading	doesn't	match	an	authority	file,	there's	no	way	for	the
computer	to	link	it.	Because	SACO	also	includes	classification	numbers,	I	wanted	to	give	you	a
couple	of	examples	here.	The	Library	of	Congress	Classification	schedule	at	times	provides	for
a	subject	cutter	under	a	classification	number	to	define	a	particular	aspect	of	that	subject.
Often	several	example	cutters	are	given	in	a	for	example	list.	But	this	is	not	always	the	case,
the	section	for	Luthers	theology	has	a	subdivision	for	Special	Topics	A	to	Z	not,	eg	exempli
Gracia,	for	example,	any	new	classification	number	must	be	explicitly	listed	in	the	schedule.
The	schedule	now	has	a	classification	number	for	Luthers	theology,	Special	Topics	human	body,
I	needed	that	for	a	thesis	that	I	catalogued.	It's	amazing	how	many	times	theses	get	into	areas
that	haven't	been	touched	on	before.	Now,	if	I	couldn't	submit	the	number,	and	many	libraries
that	somebody	do	this,	give	them	the	number	of	br	Three	through	3.51	H	84.	Because	that
would	fit	the	the	list	in	the	schedule	and	stick	it	on	the	shelf	and	nobody	would	mind	draw.	Or	I
could	say	maybe	I	can	shoehorn	it	into	anthropology	also	possibility.	But	I	chose	to	go	through
the	process	of	proposing	that	and	library	Congress	accepted	it.	Also,	one	can	propose	an
entirely	new	classification	number.	I	have	an	in	process	proposal,	which	means	I'm	still	trying	to
get	it	ready	to	submit	for	classification	for	the	independent	Lutheran	churches	in	the	section	of
the	Library	of	Congress	Classification	for	Lutheran	churches	in	Germany.	The	existing	schedule
works	well	for	the	various	branches	of	the	Lutheran	state	church,	but	falls	apart	when	trying	to
put	independent	Lutheran	churches	into	the	mix.	Oops,	I	don't	have	another	line	there.	So	I
sent	a	text	message	to	the	LC	and	said	would	you	accept	or	at	least	look	at	it	proposal	and	it
got	back	the	answer?	Yes.	Oh,	and	just	interestingly	enough,	for	those	of	you	who	have	been
around	long	enough,	I	wrote	this	to	the	library	Congress.	I	got	a	note	back	from	Amy	Phillips.	I
said,	What's	Amy	doing?	And	I'll	Oh,	she's	at	LC	now	she	used	to	be	at	Vanderbilt,	member	of
Atla.	So	we	have	members	from	Atla	going	into	different	places.	So	you	might	run	into	them	in
various	places.	Anyway,	Amy	wrote	back	and	said,	Yes,	we	discussed	and	said	this	is	go	ahead
and	propose	this.	I	think	I	may	have	aided	my	purpose	by	in	by	indicating	several	items	that
were	already	in	the	Library	of	Congress	Classification	or	in	the	collection	that	had	been
shoehorned	in	because	they	couldn't	really	fit	but	I'm	trying	to	make	a	better	fit	for	them.	And
then	our	final	final	the	concert	funnel,	the	cooperative	online	serials	program.	In	this	program,
catalogers	create	and	maintain	high	quality	bibliographic	records	for	serials.	These	records	are
then	marked	as	PCC	records.	I	should	note	that	catalogers	in	this	program	need	to	be
independent	and	equal	contributors	in	order	to	participate.	That's	because	every	heading	into
the	record	has	to	be	authorized.	And	so	if	The	name	has	not	been	established,	it	needs	to	be
established	to	the	NACO	program	before	being	used	in	a	concert	record.	Now,	although	we	do
not	have	anybody	in	the	concert	program,	the	concert	funnel,	right	now,	I	should	say	there	is
plenty	of	opportunity.	How	many	Atla	institutional	members	have	runs	of	conference
proceedings	for	the	national	meetings	of	a	denomination,	as	well	as	proceedings	for	the
geographic	divisions	or	the	debt	out	of	the	denomination?	And	how	many	of	those	geographic
divisions	have	changed	name	or	geographic	coverage	over	time?	And	how	many	of	this	now
numerous	group	have	not	only	proceedings,	but	conference	workbooks,	meeting	agendas,	and
on	and	on,	and	oh,	they	changed	the	name	of	proceedings	to	proceedings	and	wholesale
agreement	by	the	different	by	the	particular	assembly	on	date.	And	then	after	five	years
change	the	back	to	proceedings?	I	know	those	of	you	who	are	have	any	contact	with	serials	are
probably	either	laughing	or	sighing	under	your	breath	by	now.	And	how	many	of	these	are
already	cataloged	to	concert	standards?	There	is	an	opening.	Because	I	could	add	one	more
question,	how	many	libraries	other	than	theological	libraries	have	any	type	of	runs	of	these
enough	to	determine	how	to	catalog	them,	there	may	be	a	few	odds	and	ends	around	but	it's
theological	libraries	that	are	going	to	have	them.	And	so	if	they're	going	to	be	catalog,	it's
probably	have	to	be	here.	That	completes	my	review	of	the	funnels.	And	so	I'll	turn	it	over	to	Bo



in	a	moment,	I'll	leave	this	screen	up	for	a	moment,	you	can	contact	me	at	Richard	Lambert	at
ctsw.edu.	And	there's	my	current	phone	number.	I	am	retiring	at	the	end	of	the	summer,	so	the
phone	number	will	probably	be	reassigned.	But	I	think	the	email	should	still	be	valid,	because	I
will	be	teaching	advanced	theological	German	for	the	seminary,	at	least	this	coming	fall	and
probably	beyond	that.	So	they	have	to	keep	an	email	address,	the	students	can	contact	me.
Okay,	Bo,	I	will	stop	sharing	and	turn	it	over	to	you.

Bo	Adams 32:23
Well,	Richard,	thank	you.	And	thank	you	all,	for	being	here.	I	think	as	you	clearly	saw,	Richard	is
the	master	and	knows	everything	about	these	funnels.	And	I	think	the	strategy	from	Atla	was	to
go	from	the	guy	who	knows	everything	to	the	guy	who	knows	absolutely	nothing.	I	am	here
representing	a	very	different	perspective	on	this,	though,	I	think	probably	an	equally	important
perspective.	And	if	you	do	have	questions,	and	I	suspect	that	many	of	you	have	questions,
please	do	hold	them.	And	we'll	get	them	to	a	second,	I	just	wanna	make	a	few	comments,	really
drawing	off	what	Richard	said	was	the	third	kind	of	requirement	for	being	a	part	of	this.	And
that	is	the	support	of	the	institution.	And	so	just	to	kind	of	place	myself	in	this	conversation,	I
serve	as	a	library	director,	who	has	no	background	in	cataloging,	but	is	incredibly	fortunate	to
have	the	privilege	of	working	with	colleagues	who	have	been	involved	in	the	funnel,	and	who
have	both	educated	me,	as	well	as	giving	me	some	sense	of	the	value	of	this.	And	so	I	wanted
to	just	explore	for	a	minute	a	few	reasons	why	from	an	institution	or	administrative	perspective,
why	I	think	it's	essential	to	encourage	our	are,	first	of	all	to	know	about	this,	but	also	to
encourage	our	colleagues	to	participate	in	this	kind	of	work.	So	a	couple	of	reasons	why	I	think
you	should	be	aware,	you	should	follow	the	developments	in	and	should	encourage
participation.	First.	I	come	across	this	as	a	former	reference	librarian.	And	I	think	for	me	just
again,	knowing	nothing,	this	kind	of	work	was	often	pitched	as	advocacy	work,	right?	What
makes	the	news	in	terms	of	subject	headings	is	you	know,	that	they're	going	to	change	the
subject	heading	for	illegal	aliens	and	these	kinds	of	important	works.	And	I	think	on	its	own
advocacy	is	an	important	reason	for	people	to	be	participants	in	this.	But	I	think	what	is	the
other	part	that's	often	untold	is	the	patron	services	side	of	this,	again,	I'm	a	reference	librarian.
And	so	what's	important	for	me	is	to	think	about	what	terms	or	what	ideas	our	patrons	using	to
find	these	materials.	And	so	what	kind	of	wins	me	over	in	the	end	for	the	value	of	this	kind	of
work,	is	to	think	about,	patrons	are	moving	faster	in	terms	of	their	research	habits	than	a	lot	of
these	standard	authority	organizations	do.	And	therefore,	it	becomes	incumbent	upon	us	as	the
librarians	to	advocate	for	our	patrons	to	make	sure	that	the	systems	that	they	are	using	to	find
the	resources	are	updated	with	the	terms	that	they	are	going	to	be	using,	and	they're	going	to
be	searching	for.	So	for	me,	I	think	if	we	are	serious	as	a	library	that	is	situated	to	serve
researchers	and	to	serve	patients	more	broadly,	it	becomes	our	responsibility	to	make	sure
that	these	tools	and	the	systems	that	they're	using	for	searching	reflective	of	the	most	up	to
date	scholarship.	And	Richard	has	given	you	many	examples	of	where	there	are	opportunities
for	us	to	take	our	particular	subject	matter	expertise,	and	more	importantly,	our	patrons'
subject	matter	expertise,	and	to	inform	the	systems	of	those	important	developments.	So	first,
I	think	it	is	really	essential	for	a	library	that's	focused	on	patron	service	to	be	involved	in	this
kind	of	work.	A	second	reason	is,	I	think	it	is	an	incredible	opportunity	for	professional
development	of	our	catalogers	and	professional	development.	I	particularly	mean	in	terms	of
networking.	One	of	the	great	things	I	love	about	the	Atla	rebranding	is	this	idea	of	Atla	as
connectors.	And	I	think	the	funnel	is	a	wonderful	opportunity	for	colleagues	across	theological
libraries,	small,	large,	different	denominations,	all	kinds	of	diverse	institutions,	to	work	together
to	get	to	know	one	another.	And	really	to	combine	our	efforts	toward,	as	Richard	said,	kind	of
the	greater	good	argument	that	there's	an	opportunity	for	catalogers.	And	I'm	gonna
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stereotype	here.	So	for	all	of	catalogers,	I	apologize,	is	not	often	thought	of	as	right	the	most
collaborative	type	of	work.	And	yet,	as	Richard	has	given	you	many	examples,	it	can	ultimately
be	a	collaborative	project.	And	so	I	think	the	funnels	become	a	great	way	for	Atla	to	kind	of
marshal	its	strength	for	Atla,	to	combine	our	organizations,	and	to	put	these	folks	together	who
are,	as	Richard	said,	independently	doing	all	kinds	of	research	to	combine	their	efforts	and	to
allow	a	broader	patron	base	to	benefit	from	that	research.	So	it	really	is	an	incredible
professional	development	opportunity	for	catalogers	in	our	institutions.	Third	is	I	think	this
becomes	an	incredible	opportunity	to	kind	of	pull	back	the	veil	and	to	show	our	patrons	and	to
show	our	institutions,	the	incredible	amount	of	work	that	goes	in	to	putting	that	book	on	the
shelf	that	the	patron	ultimately	finds.	One	of	the	things	we've	been	focusing	on	on	our	library	is
to	tell	the	story	of	a	library	beyond	the	circulation	desk	are	the	reference	desks	that	a	patron
may	so	often	interact	with.	And	so	what	does	it	look	like	to	tell	the	story	about	authority	files	to
help	people	understand	how	much	work	goes	into	making	sure	that	what	they're	searching	for
can	actually	be	found	and	a	reliability	factor	that	what	they're	searching	for	is,	in	fact,	what
they	think	that	it	is.	So	I	think	this	is,	again,	an	opportunity	to	encourage	participation	from	our
colleagues,	and	to	do	the	second	step,	which	is	to	tell	the	story	of	the	incredible	work	that's
being	done	here	to	make	sure	that	patrons	find	what	they	need.	And	then	this	connects	to	the
kind	of	broader	question	about	information	literacy,	kind	of	confusing	all	of	the	work	that	we	do.
I	recently	taught	a	course	about,	you	know,	the	opacity	of	our	search	algorithms	and	some	of
the	problems	that,	you	know,	have	been	discovered	or	made	clear,	in	things	like	Google.	And
the	work	with	authority	files	becomes	another	way	of	telling	that	story	of	made	making	patrons,
not	suspect	of	the	information	sources	that	they	are	seeking,	but	rather	clear,	or	at	least,	to	lay
some	transparency	behind	the	systems	that	produce	the	information	that	they	think	has	no
bias	or	has	no	subjectivity	to	it.	And	so	I	think	the	more	that	we	as	librarians	are	involved	in	this
systems,	the	more	that	we	understand	how	the	system	work,	and	the	more	that	we	play	a	role
in	shaping	these	systems.	It	is,	you	know,	in	the	Google	situation,	our	patrons	are	beholden	to
whatever	Google	provides	them.	And	so	it's	our	job	to	at	least	provide	some	transparency	to
how	the	algorithms	are	working.	And	this	situation	is	Richard	just	showed	us	we	can	not	only
tell	them	how	it	works,	we	can	play	a	role	in	making	it	better.	And	so	I	think	there	is	a	kind	of
moral	imperative	to	us	to	improve	the	systems	to	draw	upon	the	subject	matter	expertise	that
we	have	developed	and	to	help	our	patrons	more	clearly	understand	what	it	is	the	systems	that
are,	what	are	the	systems	are	searching.	And	how	are	they	providing	the	information	that	they
think	they're	finding.	So	I	think,	to	kind	of	step	back	from	a	library	directors	perspective,	there
can	be	no	better	encouragement	for	our	colleagues	to	participate	in	a	system	like	this,	and	to
really	to	draw	upon	their	expertise	to	improve	the	system.	Now,	I	must	close	with	a	kind	of
standard	caveat	that	I	think	is	so	essential.	All	of	us,	particularly	our	catalogers	are	overworked
these	days.	And	as	Richard	alluded	to,	there	are	fewer	and	fewer	catalogers	every	day	across
these	institutions.	And	so	it's	one	thing	for	me	to	say	yes,	encourage	your	colleagues	to	do	this.
But	I	think	it's	another	thing	and	a	more	important	thing	to	say,	encourage	them	if	there	is	the
bandwidth.	And	so	I	think	one	of	the	dangers	of	a	system	like	this	is	we	can	lay	yet	another
burden	upon	our	colleagues	to	participate	in	a	system	to	do	more	work	to	improve	systems
even	more.	So	my	final	thing	is	to	say	if	it	makes	sense,	IF	bandwidth	is	possible,	all	of	us
should	do	our	best	to	participate	in	a	great	collaborative	system	like	this.	And	more
importantly,	maybe	just	to	sit	at	the	feet	of	Richard	Lambert	and	learn	because	you're	all	here
probably	cataloguers	and	do	everything	but	Richard,	I	just	learned	a	whole	lot	about	these
NACO	and	SACO	funnels.	So	thank	you	for	providing	that.	And	again,	I'm	just	happy	to
encourage	and	thankful	that	my	colleagues	have	had	the	opportunity	to	speak

Richard	Lammert 39:54R



Alexis	Weiss 40:08
Thank	you	very	much	Richard	and	Bo,	for	this	lively	and	informative	presentation.	We	currently
don't	have	any	questions	in	our	Q&A,	I	would	like	to	open	the	floor	up	to	anyone	who	is	an
attendee,	if	you	have	any	questions	that	you	would	like	to	ask	either	Richard	or	Bo,	now's	the
time	to	put	that	in	our	question	and	answer	module.

Bo	Adams 40:34
Richard,	can	I	be	so	bold	to	ask	a	question?	You've	talked	a	lot	about	participation	in	the	funnel.
I'm	curious,	your	thoughts	about	the	coordinator	role	and	what	all	is	involved?	And	I	know
there's	a	kind	of	conversation	about	the	next	coordinator,	but	I'm	just	curious	how	does	what's
the	difference	between	a	participant	and	a	coordinator?

Richard	Lammert 40:53
the	coordinator	is	the	person	because	the	funnel	is	an	Atla	funnel,	the	Library	of	Congress
wants	to	have	someone	who	is	responsible	to	make	sure	that	it	gets	done.	So	a	lot	of	it	is
simply	making	sure	that	the	catalogers	who	are	submitting	are	doing	the	work,	submit
statistics,	they	are	doing	that	twice	a	year.	So	I	poke	them	to	make	sure	they	do	that.	I	also
keep	my	eye	out	on	the	the	electronic	lists	for	the	PCC	and	if	anything	important	comes	up,
make	sure	that	the	catalogers	know	that	besides	the	update	during	the	Atla	annual	and	at
various	other	times.	So	it's	sort	of	a	it's	not	in	that	sense,	a	fantastic	job.	It's	more	one	of	being
aware	and	point	and	poking	people	if	necessary,	and	it	to	make	sure	that	they	get	in,	because
the	statistics	are	important.	Those	are	how	the	Library	of	Congress	judges	how	well	we're
doing.	While	we're	waiting	for	questions,	I	do	want	to	underscore	two	things	that	Bo	said,	the
possibility	of	getting	involved	in	the	bigger	picture.	That's	one	of	the	notes	that	PCC	lists	on
their	website,	there	are	plenty	of	task	forces	and	other	groups	that	are	working	on	various
aspects	of	these	different	programs	and	standards	and	how	they	can	be	improved,	changed,
and	so	forth.	I	don't	look	at	those	as	much	because	that	involves	just	one	more	additional
activity	outside	the	library.	And,	as	Bill	mentioned,	most	of	us	are	stretched	pretty	thin,	but	it	is
something	that	is	there.	So	if	a	person	has	an	interest,	one	can	be	involved	in	that.	And	also,
even	though	we	do	like	to	think	this	is	a	very	great	program,	which	it	is,	every	institution	has	to
be	evaluated	in	the	in	the	context	of	its	own	work.	And	there	are	other	things	too,	that	get	done
in	a	library.	And	if	those	other	things	aren't	getting	done,	because	somebody's	doing	cataloging
and	putting	names	in	the	authority,	you're	not	serving	your	patrons,	either.	So	the	participation
has	to	be	considered	within	the	context	of	the	whole	work	of	the	library.

Bo	Adams 43:18
Richard,	I	see	we	have	a	question	here	about	curious	how	Atla's	own	metadata	indexing	work
interacts	with	the	funnels?	I	think	that's	a	great	question.	I'll	defer	to	you	first.	I'm	sure	you
have	better	answer	than	I.
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Richard	Lammert 43:33
There	is	no	interaction	that	I	don't	think	anybody	and	Atla	is	is	a	member	of	the	funnel	is	and
participating	through	them.	So	no,	there	is	no	interaction.

Bo	Adams 43:42
I	think	that's	a	technical	Atla	staff	cannot	be	personal	members.	And	as	you	said,	being	a
personal	member	is	a	criteria.	Yeah.

Richard	Lammert 43:50
And	I	think	that	some	of	the	metadata	that	they're	working	with	this	stuff	is	data	that	would	not
be	appropriate	within	the	Library	of	Congress,	the	names	should	be	there	should	be	no	problem
with	that	but	some	of	the	subject	headings	may	be	not	workable	within	the	context	of	library
Congress	subject	headings.	So	I	would	not	say	that	there	has	to	be	some	interaction	there.

Bo	Adams 44:20
So	Richard,	I'll	ask	too	you	mentioned	earlier	how	well	we're	doing	and	that's	one	of	the	things
that	you	keep	your	eye	on	as	a	coordinator.	And	you	also	mentioned	earlier	that	Atla	is	not	in
danger	of	falling	below	the	minimum	thresholds.	So	in	terms	of	NACO	and	SACO,	how	well	are
we	doing?

Richard	Lammert 44:35
I	should	have	pulled	the	statistics	up.	I	think	last	year,	we	had	about	500	name	authorities	that
was	either	new	or	new	or	changed.	However,	that's	been	decreasing	the	last	few	years
because-it's	interesting	about	five	years	ago,	I	believe	it	was	at	the	Tuesday	evening	gathering
of	catalogers	and	In	our	open,	conversational	group,	I	raised	the	question	of	the	graying	of	the
profession.	And	then	about	two	years	after	I	mentioned	that	we	lost	one	cataloger,	the	year
after	another	cataloger.	And	a	year	later,	another	cataloger.	And	now	this	summer,	we're	going
to	lose	me,	which	is	what	I	said	was	going	to	happen-I	didn't	realize	it	was	quite	that	drastic.
And	so	every	one	of	these	people	who	have	been	in	the	funnel	for	decades,	and	has	been
contributing,	reduces	that	number.	So	that's	one	reason	we're	trying	to	generate	some	interest
in	it,	because	the	people	who	come	in	here	are	not	going	to	be	contributing	at	the	same	level
as	if	people	were	losing.	So	it's	going	to	take	several	years.	On	the	plus	side,	as	they	say,	I
don't	think	the	Library	of	Congress	is	going	to	cut	anybody	off,	I've	never	heard	of	them	doing
that.	The	main	reason	that	they	look	at	quantity	is	that	takes	a	lot	of	time	and	effort	to	train	the
people.	And	then	a	lot	of	time	and	effort	to	keep	up	with	what's	going	on.	And	if	people	don't	do
it,	they	come	back	after	even	three	months	and	say,	Oh,	this	has	changed.	I	gotta	look	and	see
how	that's	and	so	continual,	somewhat	continual	work	and	effort	needs	to	be	made	in	order	to,
to	keep	going	and	to	be	able	to	contribute	well.	Even	even	the	simple	thing	sometimes	or	a
person	has	to	rethink,	be	like,	I	don't	fly	planes.	But	I	suppose	the	first	I	didn't	fly	a	plane	for	six
months	after	doing	a	great,	long	time.	Well,	let	me	see.	I've	got	to	think	through	this	again.
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Bo	Adams 46:44
So	we	have	another	question	from	Jennifer.

Richard	Lammert 46:49
Okay,	second,	a	big	issue.	But	many	comment	most	welcome.	What	do	you	see	Ray	the	vast
need	for	future	development	and	majority	world	name	establishment	going	forward?	Right,
organizing	his	work	libraries	just	working	on	their	in	hand	items,	etc?	What	would	you	advise,
envision,	etc?	I	would	say	don't	think	too	big	if	you	just	if	I	would	do	nothing	but	name
authorities	from	now,	for	the	next	10	years,	in	our	library	alone,	just	catching	up	on	those,	as	I
mentioned,	that	had	been	created,	long	before	we	had	the	automated	files.	And	names	that	are
not	caught.	Otherwise,	I	think	I	would	have	full	time	work	for	10	years	without	worrying	about
it.	So	I	would	say	don't	think	too	big.	Just	think	of	one's	own	institution.	If	you	can	contribute	for
something	that	is	coming	into	your	institution,	then	you're	ultimately	helping	all	of	us.

Bo	Adams 47:55
And	it	would	seem	to	me	two	things.	One	is	that	if	you	do	have	unique	collections	or	unique
items,	there's	even	more	responsibility	in	our	motivation	to	do	that.	And	then	also,	I	mean,	I
think	in	terms	of--Jennifer,	what	did	you	say?--	in	terms	of	like	organizing	or	strategizing	around
this,	that	would	be	a	great	conversation	for	Atla.	I	wouldn't	suspect	to	be	a	part	of	it.	Right?
How	can	we	talk	about	at	a	very	high	level,	combining	our	efforts	in	order	to	improve	the
authorities	of	those	who	have	not	been	represented	in	authority	files	like	this?

Richard	Lammert 48:26
Yeah,	that	would	be	a	good	discussion.

Bo	Adams 48:40
Alexis,	it	looks	to	me	like	Richard	has	already	pre-answered	every	question	by	thorough
presentation.

Richard	Lammert 48:45
Let	me	give	you	a	spoiler	here,	if	you	go	to	the	PCC	website,	you	will	see	that	the	training	for
NACO	is	a	five,	five	day	training,	which	used	to	be	five	days	in	a	week,	someplace.	Now	that	is
often	done,	just	in	case	you're	thinking	about	this.	This	is	the	training	you'll	need.	These	days,
it's	usually	done	online,	spread	over	several	weeks,	and	the	Library	of	Congress	has	one	of
these	whenever	the	need	for	it	arises.	So	if	you're	interested,	you	can	let	me	know	and	I'll	tell
you	whom	to	contact	at	the	Library	of	Congress	say	you	want	to	you're	interested	in	training,
and	so	that'll	add	to	the	numbers	and	they'll	eventually	have	enough.	There's	also	online
training	which	you	can	simply	watch	through	for	yourself	if	you	are	a	self	starter	that	may	work
for	you.	However,	the	important	point	to	emphasize	here	is	that	it's	not	nearly	as	onerous	as	it
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once	was,	where	you	have	to	go	physically	someplace	for	five	days,	room	and	board	and	then
sit	with	others	and	be	trained	and	then	come	back.	You	can	do	much	of	it.	Just	sitting	in	front	of
your	computer	at	work.	Looks	like	the	person	who	wanted	to	see	this	conversation.	Think	about
this	next	December	when	Atla	is	requesting	proposals	for	different	conference	topics	and
meetings	and	sessions	and	propose	it

Alexis	Weiss 50:34
Alright,	well,	it	appears	that	we	don't	have	any	more	questions	in	our	chat	or	Q&A.	And	we	are
coming	very	close	to	the	end	of	our	hour	here.	So	I'd	like	to	say	thank	you,	Richard,	and	Bo.
This	has	been	a	wonderful	discussion	and	we	appreciate	you	very	much
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