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AACR2 was designed for a card catalog environment.  We create records that are basically 
text, intended to be read by a human. 
 
Many of the things we do in cataloging today, such as the use of so many abbreviations, are 
done to help fit information on a catalog card. 
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Often when I do a session like this, I spend more time talking about the context for moving 
to RDA and I also give a brief background on FRBR.  We won’t do that today, given our 
limited time, but if you’d like to know more, the closing slides include the URL for a free 
webinar that has that information. 
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LC tested RDA for several months and then decided to implement RDA, but to delay full 
implementation until early 2013.   LC has been training its staff (over 400 catalogers) over 
the past months, and as staff were trained, they began using RDA for cataloging.  Now ALL 
new cataloging from LC is done according to RDA.  In addition, some testing libraries 
continued to catalog using RDA, so we are seeing an increasing quantity of RDA records in 
WorldCat. 

 

Still, every library can decide when (or if) they will implement RDA.  The reality is that many 
libraries in the U.S. rely heavily on LC for catalog records so it is likely that we will see a 
definite shift toward RDA implementation this spring and summer.  But it will be a gradual 
transition for most libraries.  There are probably RDA records in your catalog now – they are 
compatible with existing records.   

 

I also want to emphasize that RDA is still a work in progress.  Revisions are being made.  
Practices are changing as we get more experience using RDA.  And the MARC format is 
changing – so you’ll see records reflecting different practices, in this presentation and in 
your catalog. In addition, some of the most useful features of RDA are not optimized in our 
current MARC-based systems. 
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These are the most important overall changes in what you’ll see in RDA catalog records.  
We’ll talk about these as we look at different fields in the record. 
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There are also some changes in terminology.  I’ll use these today to help you get familiar 
with them. Sometimes I may slip up and use AACR2 terminology – I’m still getting used to 
these too! 
 
Main entry:  the concept is still there in RDA, but it’s expressed in a different way: naming 
the work, with the preferred title + authorized access point for the creator (if appropriate) 
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First, let’s talk about how to identify an RDA record. 

 

The 040 has $e rda 

 

The fixed field Desc will usually have “i” 



Other clues can include the presence of the 336, 337, and 338 fields and the presence of 
words spelled out where you would normally see abbreviations (pages, illustrations).   

 

(We’ll talk about “hybrid records” toward the end of this session.  AACR2 records may have 
some RDA elements added to them, but the record may not have been upgraded to RDA 
completely.) 
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Now let’s look at specific fields in the MARC record and how RDA changes might appear. 
 
Accepting “found” capitalization is an option: the general rule is to capitalize the same as in 
AACR2 
 
Typos: exception for serials – okay to correct a typo 
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No limit on the number of people (or corporate bodies) given in the 245 $c 
 
There is an option to give just the first person and summarize what is omitted (in English) 
 
Notice that we do see brackets in the last example ([and three others]).  Brackets are used 
less often in RDA, but we will still see them in cases where the cataloger supplied 
information that did not appear in the item. 
 
This change also affects the main entry – as we’ll see in a later slide. 
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Example of an error in the title (it appears this way in the book) and an edition statement 

 

 

RDA:  

- give the title as it appears, including the error; correct it in a note if it seems important 

 

- Third revised edition – if it appears that way on the source, give it that way  

15 



Only the first place of publication and first named publisher are core elements, so 
additional ones may be omitted 
 
S.l. (Sine loco) and s.n. (sine nomine) were used in AACR2 when you did not know the place 
of publication or name of publisher. 
 
LC strongly encourages catalogers to give a probable place of publication whenever 
possible, rather than using [Place of publication not identified] 
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AACR2:  

If date of publication is unknown, the copyright date is given in its place 

Copyright date not usually in the record otherwise 

 

RDA:  

copyright date is a separate element and is often included in records, even if the 
same as publication date 

 
This is an example of a book published by Harvest House Publishers, with no place or date 
of publication given.  There is a copyright date.   
 
[explain slide]  Notice that the copyright date may be indicated by the copyright symbol or 
the word copyright. 
 
I’ve mentioned that there have already been some new developments that affect how RDA 
records might display.  This slide shows how publication statements with a copyright date 
were done until quite recently, so you’ll see some publication statements like this. 
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Here is the change. The new 264 field helps untangle the different kinds of information we 
have traditionally combined in publication statements, including production, distribution, 
manufacture (such as printing), and copyright. 
 
RDA has separate elements for all of these, and now MARC also allow us to make different 
statements about different functions. 
 
We now have a repeatable 264 field with 2nd indicator values to designate whether the 
field is for production (0), publication (1), distribution (2), manufacture (3), or copyright  
(4). 
 
Production would be used for unpublished material, like a dissertation or thesis 
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Also note use of [and seven others] in 245 $c 
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Catalog displays can be adjusted so that copyright dates are displayed and labeled 
separately, as shown here in a record from Stanford’s catalog.   
 
Similarly, the catalog could show separate statements about distribution or printing.   
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Remember, RDA is a work in progress!  We are learning more about it as more RDA 
cataloging is done, and making some changes in how we apply it. 
 
Many libraries followed LC and began always giving the copyright date, even if it duplicated 
the publication date (which it often does). 
 
LC/PCC PS: Supply a date of publication that corresponds to the copyright date, in square 
brackets, if it seems reasonable to assume that date is a likely publication date.  
If the copyright date is for the year following the year in which the publication is received, 
supply a date of publication that corresponds to the copyright date. 
Copyright date: Record a copyright date for a single-part monograph if neither the date of 
publication nor the date of distribution is identified. It is not required to record copyright 
dates for multipart monographs, serials, and integrating resources. 
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Brackets go away – if there are 21 unnumbered pages, we will say so in words 
 
“cm” is considered a symbol, not an abbreviation 
 
DVD: 1 videodisc, but optional: 1 DVD 
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We don’t know at this point whether other libraries will follow LC’s policy and stop 
specifying that there are illustrations.   
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Here’s an example of a 300 for a CD.   
 
We’ll talk about the other fields in the record in a few minutes. 
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Most often, we will probably see $e for accompanying material 
 
We’ll look at some more examples of 300 fields after we talk about the next topic -- 

29 



This is a very important change that will have a big impact on what our patrons see 
 
Problems with GMD include: streaming video/audio – what to use?  
Streaming video  =  [videorecording] and [electronic resource] 
Streaming audio  =  [sound recording] and [electronic resource] 
 
But you can only give one – electronic resource 
 
These vocabularies are CLOSED lists in RDA.  If no appropriate term is available, the 
cataloger uses “Other” and can notify LC that a new term is needed. 
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New MARC fields have been defined for these elements 
 
I’ll show some examples of what goes into these fields 
 
What will our systems do with these?  They are not necessarily meant to display as the 
exact terms.   

31 



Here’s an example of a GMD in an AACR2 record.  This is for an e-book (but electronic 
resource could also be for streaming video, audio) 
 
Here’s what would happen in an RDA record.   
 
Text in red is what goes away, replaced by the 336-338 fields 
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Here’s our music CD again. 
 
The terms used in the 336, 337, and 338 come from closed lists of approved terms.  There 
is no option to substitute “CD” or “compact disc” for audio disc in the 338. 
 
336 and 338 are core, 337 is not.  You may encounter records with no 337 field. 
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These are CLOSED lists – a controlled vocabulary in which you can’t just make up a term. 
 
There is no perfect “carrier” term for playaway yet. 
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340 is for textual information concerning the physical characteristics of the materials.   
It corresponds to the 007, for coded physical information 
 
$n has been defined for font size 
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multiple terms in one field is not being used much, but it is OK 
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Here’s a book with an accompanying DVD (sorry that it’s in German) 

 

This shows a typical 300 $e for an accompanying DVD, as well as repeated 336, 337, and 
338 fields. 

 

In this case there is no $3 to specify the part the term applies to.  We just make conclusions 
from the order: the first 336, 337 & 338 apply to the book.  The 2nd of each applies to the 
DVD. 
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Spoken word CD with a booklet  -- here the $3 is used. 

$3 specifies the part that the term applies to. 

 

CD: spoken word, audio, audio disc 

Booklet: text, unmediated, volume 
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Here are a few highlights of changes to access points for personal names.  Many of them 
are the result of spelling out abbreviations or using English instead of Latin. 
 
In addition, terms indicating relationships, such as “Jr.” or “Sr.” are considered an integral 
part of the name and will be included in the access point.  With AACR2, such terms were 
included only if needed to distinguish one name from another.  So even though we know 
Hank Williams, Jr., by that name, the “Jr.” was not part of his heading under AACR2; with 
RDA, it would be. 
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Here are some of the most noticeable changes in access point for corporate names and 
titles. 
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We saw this example earlier when we were talking about the 245 $c.  This is how it affects 
“main entry”: 
 
In AACR2, if you have four or more authors, only the first is listed in the 245 $c, there is title 
main entry, and the first author is in a 700 
 
In RDA, all authors CAN be listed in the 245 $c, and the first one is given in the 100.  The 
others can be 700s, but they are not required. 
 
If the fourth or fifth author was someone important to your community, you might want to 
give an author entry but should not, according to the rules.  In fact, in this situation under 
AACR2, authors beyond the first are not normally mentioned in the record at all, so cannot 
be found even using keyword. 

 
It is also OK to list the names in the 245 $c 
and NOT add the 7xx fields.  Or, to give 7XX 
access points and NOT list the names in the  
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245 $c.  There is no requirement for these to 
correspond. 
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With AACR2, we can give notes to describe the roles of people, but for added entries, we 
can only give a 7XX 
 
Was the person a translator? Editor? Illustrator?  
 
Performer, composer?  The MARC tag (700) gives us no clue. 
 
Director, producer, screenwriter, actor, narrator? 
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… in a structured way that a computer can understand 
 
Catalogers have long tried to explain when one resource is related to another, but until now 
we’ve only been able to use textual notes for this. 
 
FRBR terms are included in some of these, such as “Contains (work)” or “Reproduction of 
(Manifestation)”.  This happens when the relationship could also happen at another FRBR 
level; it’s important to have distinct terms in place so that future systems can connect the 
entities correctly.  Ideally the public display would NOT include the FRBR terms. 
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This slide is from Adam Schiff’s excellent presentation, Changes from AACR2 to RDA: A 
Comparison of Examples.   He shows here that in an AACR2 record, we can only make a 
textual note (that’s the 500 field, shown in red) about the relationship of one work to 
another.  In an RDA record, we can say explicitly in a coded field (the 700, also in red) that 
Rhett Butler’s people is a sequel to Gone with the wind. 
 
If you like this kind of comparison – I’ve given you a link to Adam’s presentation at the end 
of the slides. 
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Now when we have a reprint of a book, we can give that information in a very structured 
way.  
 
The 775 field is for Other Edition. 
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We’ll see these a lot with sound recordings that are compilations of musical works.  This set 
contains recordings of Debussy’s solo piano works, and each one is individually named here 
with $i Contains (work) 
 
Future systems should be able to easily connect this compilation with other recordings of 
these works 
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There is tremendous potential for systems to make use of these relationships, as they are 
added to more and more records. 
 
Wouldn’t it be great to be able to search for all parodies of Pride and Prejudice, for 
example? 
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I want to alert you to a few VERY NEW fields that are just starting to show up in records for 
AV materials.  These do not yet show up in OCLC Bib Formats and Standards (they are 
REALLY slow to update this resource!) but they are in the MARC 21 Format for Bibliographic 
Data and in Technical Bulletin 261 (linked from home page of Bib Formats) 

 

These fields are used for information that has typically been given in note fields or 300 $b.  
This is a more structured, precise way to give the information.  However, these fields are 
new and are not yet widely used; most RDA records will still have such information given in 
note fields. 

 

344: Technical specifications relating to the encoding of sound in a resource. 

345: Technical specifications relating to the projection of a moving image resource. 

346: Technical specifications relating to the encoding of analog video images in a resource. 

347: Technical specification relating to the digital encoding of text, image, audio, video, and 
other types of data in a resource. This information could also be recorded in field 300 
(Physical Description) $b (Other physical details). 
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These fields were recently approved for bibliographic records; I can’t find any examples in 
which they are being used.  They could be used in records for scores or sound recordings 
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I want to briefly mention another cool feature of RDA.  If you ever look at authority records, 
you know that they document the heading used for a person (or corporate body).   
 
RDA defines new elements that help identify a person, and new MARC fields have been 
created for them.  This will really help us tell different authors apart! 
 
Here we see coded fields for her date of birth, places she has lived, her occupation and 
gender 
 
There is great potential to make use of these fields in searching. They can now be searched 
in Connexion, the cataloging interface to WorldCat.  I searched “female and composer” and 
retrieved 78 authority records.  This is by no means a comprehensive list of female 
composers, but not a bad result given that we have just begun supplying these fields. 

58 



This is the public view of an RDA authority record in LC’s database, with labels showing the 
meaning of those new fields. 
 
You may notice that it identifies this person’s birth date and place of birth, as well as her 
profession. 
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Let’s take a quick look at how bib records in OCLC can change over time.   
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CIP records in particular are often being changed from RDA to AACR2 when upgraded to 
full.  This is NOT supposed to happen, but some libraries (and vendors) probably consider 
CIP records as minimal level and OK to change. 
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MARC has served us very well, but it is based on forty-year-old techniques for data 
management.  Like AACR2, it is showing its age.  It is time to move beyond MARC. 
 
LC is leading the Bibliographic Framework Transition Initiative to identify and develop a new 
framework.  It’s hard to imagine at this point what this might look like.  
 
Again, interesting times ahead as we learn more about this! 
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Here are a few links to resources that will be helpful as you interpret RDA records 
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