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Why do we need a new standard? AACR2 was first published in 1978. Although it has 
been updated many times through the revision process that was established by the JSC, 
it is largely designed for an environment dominated by the card catalog. The 
International Conference on the Principles and Future Development of AACR that was 
held in Toronto in 1997 identified substantial problems with AACR2. Although the 
updates issued in the years following that conference addressed some of these 
problems, it became clear that a fundamental rethinking of the code was required to 
respond fully to the challenges and opportunities of the digital world.
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http://www.rda-jsc.org/intlconf1.html
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The JSC develops the text.
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Ask people to give examples.
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This is one way to visualize an entity relationship database. The blue rectangles are the 
entities; the pink diamonds are the relationships; the green ovals are attributes of the 
entities. This particular example is not following FRBR strictly--although all the entities 
are FRBR entities, in some cases FRBR entity attributes have been shown here instead 
as relationships between entities. In the database any entity might be related to large 
numbers of other entities. For example, the work Syrinx has been realized through 
many expressions--the original notated music expression for flute, shown here; dozens 
of recorded performances, which are all separate expressions; arrangements for other 
instruments, etc. These are all expressions related to the work Syrinx. The same holds 
true of the other entities shown here. The Corporate Body HBLL has millions of “owned 
by” relationships to items in its collection.
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2.1. Convenience of the user. Decisions taken in the making of descriptions and controlled
forms of names for access should be made with the user in mind.
2.2. Common usage. Vocabulary used in descriptions and access should be in accord with that
of the majority of users.
2.3. Representation. Descriptions and controlled forms of names should be based on the way
an entity describes itself.
2.4. Accuracy. The entity described should be faithfully portrayed.
2.5. Sufficiency and necessity. Only those data elements in descriptions and controlled forms
of names for access that are required to fulfil user tasks and are essential to uniquely
identify an entity should be included.
2.6. Significance. Data elements should be bibliographically significant.
2.7. Economy. When alternative ways exist to achieve a goal, preference should be given to
the way that best furthers overall economy (i.e., the least cost or the simplest approach).
2.8. Consistency and standardization. Descriptions and construction of access points should 
be
standardized as far as possible. This enables greater consistency, which in turn increases
the ability to share bibliographic and authority data.
2.9. Integration. The descriptions for all types of materials and controlled forms of names of 
all
types of entities should be based on a common set of rules, insofar as it is relevant.
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The first part of RDA is organized by the FRBR attributes, called elements in RDA. Each 
entity is defined by a number of attributes, and we are given instructions for recording 
these attributes as “elements” and “subelements.” RDA is organized quite differently 
from AACR2. AACR2, as we have seen, is organized by ISBD area, and we are instructed 
how to fill out each area. As we shall see, RDA does not require the use of the ISBD 
organization. It simply expects us to complete the description of certain elements, 
without telling us how they should be displayed or connected together.
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This is the initial view, showing the sections of RDA about recording the attributes of 
the FRBR entities.
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We’re going to drill down to examine the “title” element. Title is one of the attributes 
of the FRBR manifestation.
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Notice in passing some of the other attributes of the FRBR entity manifestation.
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Here we are at the basic unit in RDA, the “element”. Note the title is labeled a “core 
element.” We will come back to this. We are now going to a subelement called “title 
proper”.
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RDA elements can be divided into subelements, as here. There are hundreds of 
elements and subelements, and they all describe FRBR entities.  We’ve been looking at 
the “manifestation” entity. Let’s look at another, “person.” If you were going to describe 
a person as an entity in a bibliographic database, what attributes would you assign to 
“person”? How would you describe a person so that he or she was distinct from all 
other person entities in the database?

25



Back to the initial view, we now go into section 3
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We’ll look at one element, “name of person”

28



Note this element is, like title proper, labeled “core.” 

All the elements in RDA have basically the same organization. The first section is the 
scope, or definition. Here we have a definition of “name of the person.” (read)
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Second, we are told the sources of information we are allowed to use for the element. 
For the “name of the person” element we can get our information from any source. On 
the other hand, back to title proper ...
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The title proper should be taken from the preferred source of information.

31



Back to the “name of the person” element, the third part of each RDA element entry is 
information about how to record the information. This may range from quite simple to 
rather complicated instructions, depending on the nature of the element. 

This is how all RDA elements are organized: scope, sources of information, instructions 
for recording the information.
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We’ll go through the new MARC fields one by one, later.
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Note this is not an RDA change
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Here is the actual wording of the guidelines.
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RDA does not correct, but recommends an added access point for the corrected title if 
in the cataloger’s judgment it would be helpful to the users of the catalog.
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Here’s an example coded in MARC
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Note that RDA doesn’t require you to transcribe only the core elements, but you can 
create a perfectly legitimate RDA record with only core elements.
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Note: RDA core does not necessarily mean shorter than AACR2 level 2! Note in an RDA 
MARC record, unlike AACR2 (where main entry is title), Atwater will be recorded as 
first-named creator in a 100 field, and so the first indicator of 245 is “1”.
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RDA 2.4.2.3. If not all statements of responsibility appearing on the source or sources 
of information are being recorded, give preference to those identifying creators of the 
intellectual or artistic content. In case of doubt, record the first statement.
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Note under RDA core this statement of responsibility is probably not required at all. If 
any of it is, only the first one would be.
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Note: only the designation of edition is a core element. The statement of responsibility 
is optional.
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Note: according to the core element set, if place of publication is not identified, 
cataloger must try to identify place of distribution, then place of manufacture.
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Note, corporate hierarchy (Bell and Howell) could have been omitted.
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Note: only first publisher is core element.
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For unpublished materials, the production statement, including date of production, is 
core.
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Note second RDA example goes beyond core. 
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We’re now moving from RDA Chapter 2, Identifying Manifestations and Items, and 
moving to Chapter 3, Describing Carriers.
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We’ll only cover text here.
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Instructions for physical vs. bibliographic volumes are 3.4.5.16.
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GMD has never been used for all types of materials, but has been extensively used for 
non-book materials.
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This is a complete list of the media types in RDA
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Note: the code rdamedia had been established marcmedia; it was changed June 18, 
2010.
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Note: the code rdacarrier had been established marcarrier; it was changed June 18, 
2010.
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cartographic image includes maps
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Note: the code rdacontent had been established marccontent; it was changed June 18, 
2010.
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Note: Media type is not core, might not be in all RDA records (somewhat duplicative of 
carrier type).
These types are not only clearer than the GMD, they can be used to limit searches in 
very precise ways.
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In AACR2 this resource would have had the title as its main entry. In RDA the first 
named creator of works of shared responsibility is the principal creator, similar to the 
AACR2 concept of main entry, and is coded in a MARC 1XX field. NOTE: Carefully 
distinguish between works of shared responsibility and collections of works by different 
persons or bodies. Collections are treated the same in RDA as AACR2, that is, title is 
“main entry.”
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Note: the information recorded in these fields is not necessarily the same as that in the 
authorized access point.
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RDA expands the scope of "person" to include fictitious entities (e.g., Bugs Bunny). LC's 
policy for its testers extends that scope to include real non-human entities (e.g., 
Flipper).
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RDA 9.0 explicitly extends “person” to fictitious characters. LC Policy Statement extends 
it to non-human real entities such as Shamu.
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For the RDA test, LC is using the ..., 1825- and ..., -1945 forms, not ..., born 1825 or ..., 
died 1945.
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The RDA Beta version as of May 2010 is ambiguous about whether date is required in 
the access point. 10.10.1.3 simply instructs to add the date without any language about 
“to distinguish one access point from another.” 10.4 also labels date as a core element. 
However, most of the examples in RDA 10.10+ of access points for families do not 
include the date.
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This will entail a major cleanup in all our libraries.
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Because Pygmalian has been translated more than once into English, the translator’s 
name is added to the RDA authorized access point distinguish between the English 
language expressions.
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There are many more changes to the treatment of musical works; no time to go over.
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Note:  Authorized access points are not currently possible if linking related 
manifestations or related items. RDA has not yet included instructions about creating 
authorized access points for these two entities (only works and expressions in chapter 
6).
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Reminder: the blue boxes represent entities; the pink diamonds represent 
relationships.

172



173



174



175



176



177



178



179



180



181



182



183



184


