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General

Copyright Review Initiative Update
Carla Urban, Minitex/DCME

Minitex has had the good fortune to participate in a very interesting project 
as part of the University of Minnesota’s collaboration with the HathiTrust.  
You may have read one of my previous articles about the Copyright Review 
Management System (CRMS), an initiative of the University of Michigan to 
which we contributed.  

The HathiTrust Digital Library preserves and provides access to over 11 million 
digitized volumes of books and serials, some in copyright and others public 
domain.  A subset of those volumes had uncertain copyright status because 
of U.S. copyright laws for items published between 1923 and 1963.  Access 
to these items was set, be default, to “limited,” allowing users to see only 
snippets of information from each volume.  Clearly, it would benefit users if 
that uncertainty could be resolved and access opened to as many titles as 
appropriate.

Between mid-2010 and December 2013, Minitex and the University of Minnesota 
Libraries provided staff to review digitized volumes in the appropriate date 
range to determine a clear copyright status.  Reviewers used a special interface 
and a complex decision tree to review digitized monographs published in the 
U.S.  Reviews were compared in a “double-blind” process, with conflicts being 
resolved by an expert reviewer at the University of Michigan.  When materials 
were determined to be in the public domain, limited access title was “opened 
up” overnight and the material made fully accessible to users of the HathiTrust.

In January 2014, review of the copyright status of all the works in HathiTrust 
published in the United States from 1923 to 1963 was completed. In all, of 
the more than 300,000 volumes in HathiTrust published during this time and 
presumed to be in copyright, nearly 160,000 were found to the be in the public 
domain and are now accessible to users worldwide. University of Minnesota and 
Minitex reviewers were responsible for almost 42,000 of those public domain 
determinations.  We are proud to have made this substantial and tangible 
contribution.

Many thanks to Sue Zuriff, Mark Wilhelmi, Virginia Dudley, Dave Linton, Steve 
Koehler, Denny Lien and the late Edward Swanson for all their focus and hard 
work.

The project has now moved on to a new phase in which reviewers are 
examining items published outside the U.S.  Coordination of this phase has 
been passed from Minitex to the University of Minnesota Libraries, under the 
supervision of Laureen Boutang.  
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with the Windows-based Connexion Client.  It does not 
impact the web-based Connexion Browser interface.

Connexion Client 2.51 will be released in the coming 
months.  This new release will address only this one 
export issue.  OCLC will support both 2.50 and 2.51 after 
the end of life date for 2.40 (which will be determined 
at a later time).  If you have upgraded to 2.50 and this 
problem does not impact you, you will not be required 
to install 2.51.  If you have not yet upgraded to 2.50, you 
can wait and upgrade directly from 2.40 to 2.51.

Impacted characters include:

Đ   (Latin capital letter D with stroke)
đ   (Latin small letter d with stroke)
ı    (Latin small letter dotless i)
Ł   (Latin capital letter L with stroke)
ł    (Latin small letter l (el) with stroke)
Œ (Latin capital ligature OE)
œ  (Latin small ligature oe)
Ơ  (Latin capital letter O with horn)
ơ   (Latin small letter o with horn)
Ư  (Latin capital letter U with horn)
ư  (Latin small letter u with horn)

Additional information will be announced soon.    

Cataloging & Metadata

Best Practices for Music Cataloging 
Using RDA and MARC21
Mark K. Ehlert, Minitex/DCME

On February 21st, the Bibliographic Control Committee 
of the Music Library Association (MLA) announced the 
publication of their Best Practices for Music Cataloging 
Using RDA and MARC21 handbook.  It offers extensive 
direction and examples on the cataloging of sound 
recordings and scores/sheet music, including guidance 
on filling out authority records for musical works.  The 
handbook ends with 19 sample MARC bibliographic 
records that illustrate the practices outlined in the text.

The MLA BPs are not organized in MARC order, but 
following the arrangement of RDA’s own instructions.  
There are also plenty of references to LC and the PCC’s 
cataloging interpretations.  For these reasons, access to 
RDA and the LC-PCC Policy Statements is necessary to 
make full use of the BPs.

Labelled “version 1.0,” expect future adjustments and 
corrections as music catalogers now fully engage with 
what the handbook has to offer.

Cataloging & Metadata

BIBFRAME Notes
Mark K. Ehlert, Minitex/DCME

BIBFRAME Introduction Delayed
Once again I must delay my continuing introduction to 
BIBFRAME.  This month’s other articles grew in the telling.  
When I pick up the topic next time, I will summarize the 
white paper that kick-started BIBFRAME development and 
demonstrate what BIBFRAME-style “records” look like at 
this point in the standard’s evolution.

Plus, explain the bunny quotes around the word records.

BIBFRAME Update Video
The latest news on BIBFRAME was revealed at an ALA 
Midwinter Meeting forum in late January.  A recording of 
the presentation is available at:

www.loc.gov/bibframe/media/updateforum-jan26-2014.html
 
It’s also available on LC’s YouTube channel:

www.youtube.com/watch?v=OPALCInD3Sg

I recommend the YouTube video set to its highest quality 
(720p/HD) and a larger size.  Some of the text on the 
slides is rather small.

Beacher Wiggins from the Library of Congress 
introduced the following speakers: Sally McCallum 
(Library of Congress), Reinhold Heuvelmann (Deutsche 
Nationalbibliothek), Jackie Shieh (George Washington 
University Libraries), and Eric Miller (Zepheira).  

Cataloging & Metadata

Connexion Client 2.40 End-of-Life 
Extended
OCLC; edited

Connexion Client 2.50 was released in November 2013, 
and OCLC announced that the end of life for version 
2.40 would be March 31, 2014.   Due to an export issue 
with 2.50, OCLC will extend the life of version 2.40 while 
addressing the problem.
 
The export problem is tied to specific characters and 
only for libraries that export with the MARC-8 character 
encoding selected.  Other characters with MARC-8 export 
and other export schemas do not have a problem.  The 
specific characters are listed below.  This issue is only 
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necessary, I highlighted particular pages in those files.  
Reading these revisions may make more sense if you have 
a copy of RDA to refer to, since the larger context for the 
amended instructions is often lacking.

And as is always the case, nothing is official until it shows 
up in RDA itself or elsewhere in the Toolkit documentation.

Titles of parts, sections, and supplements. RDA 2.3.1.7 
takes a rigid approach to transcribing broader, or 
“common,” titles of materials (e.g., a television program) 
and the part/section titles that apply to the pieces in hand 
(e.g., an individual episode).  If both appear on the source 
of information, but are grammatically independent from 
one another, both get written together as the title proper 
(often in the 245 field).  In MARC practice, the common 
title appears in the 245 $a, the part/section title in the 
$p.  Any related enumeration gets posted to the $n.  (490 
fields use different subfield delimiters when applying this 
guideline to series and subseries.)  When a title for a part 
appears alone on the source, then record it alone as the 
245 title proper and give the common title as part of the 
series statement (490) or, sometimes, generic added title 
entry (7xx).

The April update will introduce a significant move away 
from today’s “write down what you see on the source” 
objective to one that has the cataloger judge the suitability 
of the part/section title to stand on its own.  For example, 
here is RDA’s current stand when both titles appear on the 
source:

245 10 Art of advocacy. ‡p Structured
settlements / ....

The update requires the cataloger to ask whether the part/
section title is “sufficient to identify the resource.”  For this 
example, the cataloger answered, “Yes, it can,” with the 
common title applied as a series:

245 10 Structured settlements / ....
490 1- Art of advocacy

There will also be a new “Exception” instruction posted 
on this very point.  For serials and integrating resources, 
always give the common and part titles together, 
irrespective of the latter’s potential for independence.

Interestingly, 2.3.1.7 is one of the few places outside of 
RDA’s appendices that prescribes punctuation marks: a 
period before a part/section title; a period before and 
comma following any enumeration preceding such a title.  
These directions are removed for the upcoming update; 
guidance under Appendix D.1.2 (ISBD Punctuation) fills the 
void.

The revision to 2.3.1.7 has its greatest effect on audiovisual 
works, such as the individual television episodes that I 

The BPs are available here in PDF format (127 pages):

z.umn.edu/kh2  

Cataloging & Metadata

Revisiting the ALCTS e-Forum on 
Authority Control
Mark K. Ehlert, Minitex/DCME

ALCTS hosted a lively e-forum on authority control in mid-
February.  Topics for this two-day event ranged from the 
cost-benefit analysis of authority control, to comparisons 
between library and archival practices, to system-specific 
matters like searching and the use of authorities in non-
MARC and linked data environments.

The first link below leads to a summary of the forum 
discussions, courtesy of ALCTS News.  Those interested in 
reading through the e-mail exchanges can visit the archive; 
see the second link.

Summary
z.umn.edu/kgu

Discussion archive
z.umn.edu/kgv  

Cataloging & Metadata

RDA Notes
Mark K. Ehlert, Minitex/DCME

April RDA Update: Big Changes
The 2014 “big update” to RDA is set for April.  Typically, 
this occurs late on the second Tuesday of the month; 
due to its complexity, however, this update will occur on 
Tuesday, April 22. 1

To address these changes to the reader, I prepared the 
summary outline below, wherein I covered what I had 
judged are the more significant revisions—and only in 
abbreviated form at that.  Still, my coverage turned out of 
be pretty extensive, so I recommend reading it in bite-size 
chunks.

I also provided with each commentary a link to one or 
more PDF files that present the revised RDA text; where 

1  Announced at www.rdatoolkit.org/content/7746

http://z.umn.edu/kh2
http://z.umn.edu/kgu
http://z.umn.edu/kgv
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alluded to above.  To borrow an RDA example, the 
current instruction results in the following if, again, 
both titles appear on the source:

245 10 Mary Tyler Moore. ‡p Chuckles bites
       the dust / ....

The April update will bring us this:

245 10 Chuckles bites the dust / ....
490 1- Mary Tyler Moore

If the preferred (uniform) title for this episode appears 
in the 130 field:

130 0- Mary Tyler Moore show (Television
        program). ‡p Chuckles bites the dust

it’s debatable whether the series title would require 
tracing in the 830 as “Mary Tyler Moore show 
(Television program).”

One detriment I see with this revision is the loss of 
title browse sorting flexibility, especially if the form 
of common title on the piece in the 245 field is quite 
different from the preferred title in the 130 field.  This 
can be remedied by adding a 246 field with the $a (+ 
$n) + $p parts as a variant title.

The related RDA instruction 2.3.2.6 (Collective Title 
and Titles of Individual Contents) gets some wording 
reshuffled, but otherwise exhibits no change in 
cataloging outcome.  A new “Exception” at the end 
reminds the cataloger of 2.3.1.7, which I just described.

Source:

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-CCC-11-Sec-final.pdf

Recording multiple places, names, parallel titles, 
etc. One practice under RDA that has stood out to 
catalogers is the transcription of multiple parallel 
titles, places of publication, names of publishers, and 
so on as these appear on the resource—recording 
multiple instances of an element, to put it another 
way.  Now, this does not refer to multiple terms 
within a single element, like a series of names in a 
statement of responsibility.  Instead, I’m focussing on 
the question of how many instances of an element 
to give in a record when more than one related data 
point is found on the piece.  As it turns out, RDA’s 
guidelines are not consistent on this detail: it asks for 
the first or all places of publication; ditto statements of 
responsibility.  Meanwhile, the parallel title proper is an 
all-or-nothing element, while the possibilities for the 
designation of edition, a core element, are unclear

A greater measure of consistency is achieved with a 

minor rewriting of RDA 0.6.1.  For RDA core elements, one 
instance of multiple bibliographic “siblings”—usually the 
first one found on the piece—is required, with any further 
instances being optional.  This would pertain to elements 
like statements of responsibility, places of publication, 
publishers’ names, titles proper of series, and others listed 
under RDA 0.6.

For non-core elements like parallel titles, catalogers not 
only vote up or down on applying the element at all, but 
are also free to choose whether to transcribe a single 
instance, some instances, or all instances of an element 
when a group of “siblings” appear.  This is where the 
last portion of 0.6.1 comes to the fore.  RDA suggests 
the installation of “policies and guidelines on levels of 
description and authority control to be applied either 
generally or to specific categories of resources,” or leaving 
the “decision on the level of detail to the judgement of the 
cataloguer ... creating the data.”  We can extend this to 
policy statements established by the Library of Congress 
(LC) and the Program for Cooperative Cataloging (PCC).  
As of this writing, I’m unaware of any new interpretations 
made by these bodies on the handling of multiple-instance 
elements.

Source:

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-DNB-3-Sec-final.pdf

Cartographic projections. Map catalogers should note 
that RDA 7.26.1.3 (Recording Projection of Cartographic 
Content) will flip from the transcription of projection 
statements from the item to the recording of such 
statements.  This aligns with the optional addition under 
the same instruction to record (“give”), not transcribe 
(“write what’s on the piece”), information on meridians 
and parallels.  But the question remains unanswered as 
to how to record projection statements into the 255 $b.  
Usually RDA gives some kind of guidance on the matter; 
consider the number of elements with lists of terms to pick 
from.  RDA has no such list of projections.  One suggestion 
made on the MAGIRT-RDA discussion list is to use those 
terms associated with the fixed field’s Proj (008/22–23) 
codes (e.g., Mercator or Azimuthal equidistant).  These 
would cover the majority of projections encountered by 
catalogers.

In spite of the change in language to 7.26.1.3, the source for 
projection statements remains the same: anywhere on the 
resource itself (RDA 7.26.1.2).  This continues to mean that 
if a projection is known, but not on the piece, post it to a 
note.

By the way, there is no prescribed abbreviation for 
projection in RDA Appendix B as there was in AACR2.

Source (see page 4):

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-Sec-12.pdf
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Dates from multiple calendars. Those working with 
collections of non-Western materials should be aware 
of the expanding guidelines on recording 260/264 $c 
dates from multiple calendars.  For example, if a resource 
includes the Gregorian year 2012 and the Jewish year 
5772, both may be written out.  Or following the new core 
element comments on dates found with RDA 2.7.6 through 
2.10, a cataloger might instead choose a preferred calendar 
and record in the 260/264 field only those dates that 
apply.  In the example above, there may be local policy to 
post only the Gregorian date in the $c.

The update also adds text to Appendix D that answers 
how two or more corresponding dates are to be recorded 
in MARC.  The dates are separated by a space-equal sign-
space; presumably, the $c would repeat after the equal 
sign, but there’s no word at present on whether a policy 
statement or best practice will be issued by LC or the PCC 
on this point.

264 -1 New York : ‡b XYZ Press, ‡c 2012 = ‡c
       5772.

The fixed field (008/07–14) would house the Gregorian 
date for the sake of consistent indexing in the catalog.

Passing mention of different calendar dates will also 
appear under the instructions for first and last alternative 
chronological designations in serials numbering (RDA 
2.6.7.1 and 2.6.9.1).

Source:

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-LC-25-rev-Sec-final.pdf

Names of fictional and legendary characters, real non-
human entities. The road to handling name access points 
for fictional/legendary characters (Sherlock Holmes) and 
real non-human entities (celebrity cat Lil Bub) has been 
both bumpy and unfinished.  The April update should 
finally settle matters.

Three points to consider here:

1. These individuals are considered persons in RDA, so 
this must be borne in mind whenever encountering 
that term in cataloging instructions.

2. Characters and entities whose names do not convey 
the idea of a “person” always get parenthetical 
qualifiers like (Fictitious character) or (Cat).

3. The addition of these sorts of qualifiers for other 
characters and entities is not required, but optional, 
unless breaking a conflict with another name.

To my eyes, I hope that LC-PCC guidelines, which inform 
how access points are built in U.S. cataloging, invoke 
the option listed at point #3.  Since name access points 
are visible in catalogs anyway, I feel it’s good practice to 

highlight the fictional or non-human status of the “person” 
right there with the name.

100 0- Splash ‡c (Dog)

100 0- Adam ‡c (Fictitious character from
       Shakespeare)

100 1- Obama, Bo ‡c (Portuguese water dog)

100 0- Palamedes ‡c (Greek mythology)

100 1- Kent, Clark ‡c (Fictitious character)

Source (see especially pages 2–4 and 7–8):

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-BL-13-Sec-final.pdf

Corporate bodies: period of activity and conferences. 
It’s common to bump into dates in access points for 
conferences; likewise, dates of founding, commissioning, 
and/or termination appear in other corporate body access 
points.  But sometimes a body’s name requires information 
to break a conflict with another name, and none of the 
dates above nor any other information is available.  For 
these situations, a new element is introduced: Period 
of Activity of the Corporate Body (RDA 11.4.5).  These 
dates will appear as a single year or range of years; in 
some borderline cases, you’ll find a century or centuries.  
Moreover, a textual prefix might be attached, like active 
or flourished.  Prescribed wording will no doubt be 
established by LC-PCC.

110 2- Harrison & Leigh (active 1810–1818)

The period of activity date is not exclusive to the access 
point.  This date may also appear independently in the 
body of the authority record and in coded form in the 046 
field.

Source (see especially pages 3–4):

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-BL-11-Sec-final.pdf

When it comes to access points for series of conferences, 
don’t expect to see parenthetical place-names added with 
any more frequency.  This instruction is being removed 
from RDA to prevent awkward discrepancies and repetition 
between access points for individual conferences and 
those for the related conference series as a whole.  

Series of conferences held at the same location
111 2- International Architectural Exhibition
       ‡c (Venice, Italy)

Individual conference in this series
111 2- International Architectural Exhibition
       ‡n (13th : ‡d 2012 : ‡c Venice, Italy)
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With the April update, place-name qualifiers will only 
be applied to break a conflict; typically, there will be no 
parenthetical attached.

111 2- Blue Ridge Folklife Festival

The pre-April version of this access point would have 
included $c (Ferrum, Va.) since this festival occurs at the 
same location each year.

Source:

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-BL-14-rev-Sec-final.pdf

Relationship designators for names. A handful of 
designators for name access points are set to debut in 
April along with revisions to others.

• Terms editor and editor of compilation will merge to 
simply editor.  The existing definition will expand to 
cover the compiling role an editor might have. 2

• The new participant in a treaty will link treaty works 
with access points for member governments and 
other related bodies. 3  See below concerning the new 
treatment of treaties.

• A pair of designators now specifies the roles of 
those who author end-of-the-book material: writer of 
afterword and, more curious, writer of postface. 4

NACO catalogers and others who frequent authority 
records will see additional and revised designators in the 
5xx $i (sourced from RDA Appendix K).  Some of these 
include the following:

• Term group member becomes member and its 
definition is broadened to “a person who is a member 
of the corporate body [mentioned in the 11x field].”

• Among the various designators that apply to merging 
and splitting corporate bodies, new ones such as 
component of a merger and predecessor of a split will 
join older designators like mergee and product of split.  
These will assist with refining the sometimes complex 
relationships between bodies.

For more on the Appendix K designators I just described, 
see pages 27–29 in:

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-Sec-12.pdf

Relationship designators for titles. RDA Appendix J lists 
those designators catalogers apply to MARC 7xx title 
and name-title access points and to some 76x–78x linking 
entries—adaptation of (work), translated as, issued with.  

2  www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-ACOC-7-Sec-final.pdf

3  Page 23 in: www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-ALA-23-rev-Sec-final.pdf

4  Page 10 in the “Fast Track” document: www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC
    Sec-12.pdf

Two broad changes with these are worth highlighting.

First, a fair number of these designators and/or their 
definitions are getting rewritten.  The reasons, according 
to the first page in the April Fast Track document, are 
to “improve the clarity of instructions and designator 
definitions using the term ‘entity’” and to “improve the 
consistency of designator terms to support the present 
and future addition of new designators.”  

The first of these refers to the replacement of the all-too-
common term entity with more suitable words such as 
work, region, and even thing—not only in this appendix, 
but elsewhere in RDA.

The second improvement calls for the refashioning of 
various designator terms themselves.  The results for 
some are, shall we say, interesting.  The rather common 
contains (work) will change to container of (work), for 
instance.  Other modified designators are centered on 
serials and integrating resource cataloging, but rarely used 
since the MARC linking entries satisfy the need on their 
own.  Though still worth mentioning (with FRBR-speak 
removed) are continues (...) becoming continuation of (...), 
supersedes (...) becoming replacement of (...), and most 
puzzling of all, absorbed (...) becoming absorbed into 
(...).  This last one is problematic in that, as pointed out 
on the RDA-L list, it’s synonymous with its reciprocal (or 
opposite-direction) term absorbed by (...).

The changes mentioned in the last paragraph struck me 
at first blush as arbitrary, sometimes stilted, and in at least 
one instance, incomplete: the “absorbing” designators 
for works are missing from the official list, though their 
expression cousins are clearly present.  Speculation is 
that these revisions are attempts to get away from verb 
forms of phrasing in favor of noun and adjectival forms.  
Compare Appendix J’s contains (work) with the linked 
data label’s is contains (work) given here:

metadataregistry.org/schemaprop/show/id/15450.html

Note the added is for the latter.  Using is container of 
(work) holds together more grammatically, though it’s 
unclear to me why is isn’t part of the RDA term too.

100 1- Stephen, Martin, ‡d 1949- ‡e author.
240 10 Novels. ‡k Selections
245 10 Martin Stephen omnibus.
700 12 ‡i Container of (work): ‡a Stephen,
       Martin, ‡d 1949- ‡t Desperate remedy.
700 12 ‡i Container of (work): ‡a Stephen,
       Martin, ‡d 1949- ‡t Conscience of the
       king.

We’ll see how things go here; I expect adjustments in the 
future.  For more on designators, see my comments in the 

http://metadataregistry.org/schemaprop/show/id/15450.html


Minitex Digitization, Cataloging & Metadata Mailing - March/April 2014 7

DIGITIZATION, CATALOGING & METADATA MAILING

“April Fast Track Changes” section below.

Relationship designators for titles (music edition). 
Gracing Appendix J will be a few new designators 
devoted to pointing to and from source works for operas 
and musicals: adapted as musical theatre (...)/musical 
theatre adaptation of (...) and adapted as opera (...)/opera 
adaptation of (...).  (Note the British spelling of theatre.)

In addition, new and old music-related terms will be 
grouped together into single hierarchical listings rather 
than interspersed among other non-musical terms.  The 
results are general music (...)/music for (...) pairings 
that broadly align audiovisual works with their music 
soundtracks and cover incidental music and similar 
accompaniments.  Under these will be more specific 
terms, including one set I’ve been looking forward to for a 
while: motion picture music (...)/music for motion picture 
(...).  I can see this one being especially popular in both 
bibliographic and authority records.  In a bibliographic 
record:

100 1- Williams, John, ‡d 1932- ‡e composer.
245 10 Minority report : ‡b original motion
       picture score / ‡c music composed and
       conducted by John Williams.
730 0- ‡i Music for motion picture (work): ‡a
       Minority report (Motion picture)

In an authority record:

130 -0 Minority report (Motion picture)
500 1- ‡i Motion picture music (work): ‡a
       Williams, John, ‡d 1932- ‡t Minority
       report ‡w r

The full panoply of revised Appendix J designators are 
listed on pages 10–27 here:

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-Sec-12.pdf

Medium of performance for musical works. RDA 6.15 (the 
“Medium of Performance” element) outlines what and how 
to post the names of musical instruments and ensembles 
in the 382 field of authority and bibliographic records.  
These can also appear in generic coded form in the 048 
field of the latter.  Medium of performance terms are often 
fodder for building access points for musical titles.

The biggest change with the April update will be the 
removal of the long-used “Standard Combinations of 
Instruments” table now under 6.15.1.5 (and in AACR2, 
under 25.30B3).  Instead, catalogers will list individual 
instruments for all chamber ensemble combinations in 
the 382 field.  Here is a typical string quartet example 
using the current RDA instructions for when, say, the 
bibliographic record’s 240 field begins with Quartet or 

Quartets:

382 0- strings

The same scenario following the April revision:

382 0- violin ‡n 2 ‡a viola ‡n 1 ‡a cello ‡n 1
       ‡s 4

This atomization of instruments will affect access points, 
too.  Whereas AACR2 and the current iteration of RDA 
would have the following preferred title for a score of 
Waldemar Bloch’s Serenade for wind quintet:

240 10 Serenade, ‡m wind quintet

the future guidelines will produce this result:

240 10 Serenade, ‡m flute, oboe, clarinet,
       horn, bassoon

This is a good place to remind non-music catalogers that 
preferred titles for instrumental chamber music like those 
above can become very lengthy under RDA.  Here’s one 
I came across recently for a work by composer Gunther 
Schuller:

240 10 Inventions, ‡m celesta, harpsichord,
       piano, piccolo, flute, oboe, clarinets
      (3), English horn, saxophone, bassoon,

         contrabassoon, trumpets (3), trombones
      (2), flügelhorn, horns (2), baritone,

         tuba, glockenspiel, harp

Expect the Music Library Association to finesse their 
recently released best practices handbook (mentioned 
elsewhere in this issue of the Mailing) to accommodate the 
updated instructions.

Finally, due to the aforementioned changes and more, 
the individual instruction numbers under 6.15 will reorient.  
Please note this if you have been citing a particular 
instruction by its number (e.g., 6.15.1.5) or via URL (e.g., 
http://access.rdatoolkit.org/6.15.1.5.html) in documentation.

Source:

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-Music-3-Sec-final.pdf

Treaties. As I alluded in the last issue of the Mailing, the 
construction of title access points for treaties is getting 
an overhaul.  Whereas it was common in AACR2 and 
through the current version of RDA to find the name of 
a government or other such body as the main entry in 
bibliographic records for treaties (or as the name half of a 
treaty’s name-title access point), the update will introduce 
treaty titles as main entry, whether in the 245 or 130 field.  
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Resurrecting the example from last month:
130 0- Agreement between the United States of
       America and Afghanistan ‡d (2012
       December 30)
245 10 Agreement between the United States of
       America and Afghanistan : ‡b signed at
       Kabul, December 30, 2012, with annexes.

(I corrected the date in the 130 field.  A year alone would 
be most common with a compilation of treaties; single 
treaties like the one above include a specific date of 
adoption, signature, etc.)

The names of signatories move from being “creators” 
of the treaty, and therefore candidates for main entry, 
to participants in its creation.  This is described under 
the new RDA 19.3.2.13.  As such, they will be posted as 
added entries in bibliographic records and/or as See 
also (5xx field) references in authority records.  And 
optionally coupled to these, a new relationship designator: 
participant in a treaty.

710 1- United States, ‡e participant in a
       treaty.
710 1- Afghanistan, ‡e participant in a treaty.

RDA 6.29, which tells us whether a legal work’s access 
point is title only or name + title, will see a shift in RDA 
instruction numbers: treaty instructions will dwell in 
6.29.1.15–6.29.1.17; law reports, citations, digests, etc., in 
6.29.1.18–6.29.1.20; court proceedings, etc., in 6.29.1.21–
6.29.1.28.  Parenthetical and other additions made to legal 
work access points will be described under 6.29.1.29-
6.29.1.31.  Review your local documentation if you cite the 
current set of RDA guidelines using 6.29’s numberings.

For a fuller accounting of changes to treaties, see the 
following PDF file, especially pages 8–16 and 21–22:

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-ALA-23-rev-Sec-final.pdf

Liturgical works. If you catalog liturgical materials, make 
note that the instructions under 6.30.1.5 on building 
access points for these works will change—not so much 
in cataloging outcomes, but more in terms of clarity and 
consolidation.  The best way to highlight what’s been 
modified is to compare RDA 6.30.1.5 in its present state 
with the revamped instructions found here:

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-LC-26-Sec-final.pdf

Shifting notes. The instructions on notes at the ends of 
chapters 2 and 3 aren’t changing substantively, but the 
location in their respective chapters are.  Presently in RDA, 
notes that pertain to manifestations (publications) and to 
items (individual copies) are bundled together under 2.20 
and 3.22, the former concerning transcribed information 
for the most part, the latter focusing on matters of carrier 

and format.  With the April update the manifestation 
notes and item-specific notes will be segregated from 
one another and re-assigned to different portions of their 
respective chapters.  One aim here is cluster manifestation 
and item instructions independently and into distinct 
groupings so as to aid catalogers with locating pertinent 
directions.

The new arrangement for Chapter 2 notes:
• ...
• 2.15 - Identifier for the Manifestation
• 2.16 - Preferred Citation
• 2.17 - Note on Manifestation (formerly part of 2.20)
• 2.18 - Custodial History of Item (formerly 2.17)
• 2.19 - Immediate Source of Acquisition of Item 

(formerly 2.18)
• 2.20 - Identifier for the Item (formerly 2.19)
• 2.21 - Note on Item (formerly part of 2.20)

For Chapter 3 notes:

• ...
• 3.19 - Digital File Characteristic
• 3.20 - Equipment or System Requirement
• 3.21 - Note on Carrier (formerly part of 3.22)
• 3.22 - Note on Item-Specific Carrier Characteristic 

(formerly 3.21 and other part of 3.22)

Like above, RDA citation numbers in local documentation 
will require review.  Details on the shifting instruction 
numbering are available here:

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-ALA-rep-6-Sec-final.pdf

Inside the authority record. NACO catalogers and those 
who manage authority records should be aware of a 
couple more modifications.

First, the instructions on the creation of variant access 
points for works and expressions found in 6.27 through 
6.31 (e.g., 6.27.4.1, General Guidelines on Constructing 
Variant Access Points Representing Works) are getting 
a little more generic.  Up until now, when the authorized 
form of the access point was name + title (1xx $a + $t), 
we were specifically asked to create a variant access point 
with the title alone (430 field).  These specific instructions 
now disappear and title-only examples get folded under 
the generic “construct additional variant access points if 
considered important for access” guideline.

Source:

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-ALA-24-Sec-final.pdf

And second, authority records for families will see a new 
element, Language of the Family, to be numbered 10.8.  
The term or terms that apply here will only live in the 
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body of the record; it won’t appear as part of the 100, 
400, or 500 field access points.  Once more, instructions 
on family history (RDA 10.8), identifiers for the family 
(10.9), and constructing access points (10.10) will see their 
citation numbers increase by 0.1 as 10.8 settles in at its new 
location.

Source (see especially pages 12–14):

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-LC-23-Sec-final.pdf

April RDA Update: Fast Track Changes
So-called “Fast Track changes” consist of minor cosmetic 
and textual revisions to the RDA text.  Full details on 
April’s Fast Track changes are listed in this PDF document 
(31 pages):

www.rda-jsc.org/docs/6JSC-Sec-12.pdf

I want to highlight a couple of points from the document.
 
Glossary. In addition to tweaks made to existing wording, 
a few new terms will appear in the glossary.  There are 
self-explanatory ones (unnumbered page, “a unit of extent 
consisting of a page having no sequential designation”) 
and others that need further explication (exhibit, “a unit of 
extent of three-dimensional form consisting of objects on 
display, along with the display environment (cases, labels, 
etc.)”).

Relationship designators redux. I detailed some of the 
alterations to designators above.  For a full list of new and 
revised terms, see pages 9–29 in the Fast Track document.

For what might prove useful for editing existing 
designators in local catalog records, I’ve compiled into 
a Google Spreadsheet these same revised designator 
terms.  This listing might prove useful for editing existing 
designators in local catalog records.  A second worksheet 
in the file itemizes those completely new designators for 
April.  See the tabs at the bottom of the spreadsheet to 
switch between the two.

z.umn.edu/reldesig0414

The comments under the spreadsheet’s “Notes” columns 
refer to typographical errors.  I relegated there the form 
of designators found in the Fast Track list; what I believe 
are the intended designators I posted under the “New 
Designator” column.  I’ve contacted the JSC Secretary 
concerning these errors.  A summary of her responses is 
now found in the spreadsheet.

The file is set to View Only, but you may download a copy 
in any one of several formats, including Microsoft Excel.  
Note that these listings are limited to new and revised 
designator terms; they do not include those designators 
that see an updating to their definitions alone.  These, of 
course, are also available in the Fast Track file.

What the Future Holds
There are myriad discussion papers and proposals floating 
about that address other RDA issues.  These examinations 
include:

• Collapsing instructions on describing the color 
of illustrations, pictures, and objects into a single 
element.  This appears to be heading in the direction 
of 1) describing something as monochromatic or 
polychromatic, 2) elucidating whether shading or 
tinting is involved with either, and 3) specifying the 
names of colors.

• Expanding the collection of Appendix K designators 
used between names.  These appear in authority 
records only.  The future list might include such wide-
ranging terms as child, great-grandmother, client, 
influenced by, and ancestor family.

• The demise of abbreviations for place-names and 
perhaps a uniformity in place-name presentation.  On 
the latter point, we currently deal with two different 
formats for places depending on how these are 
employed in records: either Minneapolis, Minn. or 
Minneapolis (Minn.).  The latest proposal would call 
for the latter in all cases, plus the spelling out of the 
larger jurisdiction’s name: Minneapolis (Minnesota).  
It’s no surprise the powers-that-be are being cautious 
here; this change will have a trickle-down effect on 
subject headings and existing name and title access 
points.

• Calling for greater flexibility when selecting 
titles for books of the Bible.  RDA today is just as 
Anglocentric as AACR2 when it comes to using the 
Authorized Version of the Bible as the source for 
titles like Genesis and Revelation.  English-language 
libraries may well stick with the Authorized Version, 
whereas other language communities might tap 
popular vernacular versions of the Bible should RDA’s 
instructions become more pliant.

Perhaps by this time next year these proposals will yield 
yet more updates to the RDA text.

And Now the MARC Relators
LC’s Network Development and MARC Standards Office 
has issued several new MARC relator terms and codes 
that parallel RDA’s recent additions to its Appendix I 
designators list:

• dgs (degree supervisor)
• med (medium)
• mtk (minute taker)
• vac (voice actor)
• wst (writer of supplementary textual content)
• win (writer of introduction)
• wpr (writer of preface)

http://z.umn.edu/reldesig0414
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The definitions for these relators on the MARC site are 
adapted from those in Appendix I.

The number of “writer of” relators continues to grow, so 
it’s important to distinguish among them. First, wst (writer 
of supplementary textual content) is the broader relator 
for both win (writer of introduction) and wpr (writer 
of preface) (as well as for the three existing “writer of 
added...” relators).  This is apparent in RDA; look to the end 
of Appendix I.3.1.  If tracing the name of a prefatory author, 
you can choose either the broader or narrow relator as 
you see fit.  Most catalogers will employ RDA’s broader 
or narrower designators, but if your local system puts $4 
codes to good use, give them.

The second point applies equally to wal (writer of added 
lyrics) and its RDA doppelgänger.  By my present reading, 
this relator/designator pertains to those responsible for 
providing lyrics to music after the fact.  Collaborations 
between lyric-writer and composer call for lyricist, as 
noted in the RDA and MARC definitions.  However, for pre-
existing instrumental tunes and vocal works, the person 
or group responsible for adding or replacing the text gets 
tagged with the “added lyrics” relator or designator.

The relator term organizer of meeting has been revised 
to simply organizer; the complementary code remains 
unchanged (orm).  Moreover, the coverage of the relator’s 
definition has expanded.

• orm (organizer): a person, family, or organization 
organizing the exhibit, event, conference, etc., which 
gave rise to a resource

These new and revised relators are officially sanctioned 
for implementation come March 23, 2014.  OCLC members 
should wait until OCLC gives the go-ahead for their use.

For a full list of MARC relators arranged by term and by $4 
code, see the following page:

www.loc.gov/marc/relators

The CONSER Cataloging Manual and RDA
The mid-February update to the Cataloger’s Desktop suite 
introduced the first updated modules (i.e., chapters) of the 
CONSER Cataloging Manual (CCM) for RDA.  Of the CCM’s 
27 modules on serials and integrating resource cataloging, 
eight are now revised.  The editors hope to finish the 
remaining modules by the middle of this year.

In the meantime, serials catalogers should be fully aware 
of the CCM’s half-finished state.  For instance, Module 
18 (“Name Headings”) still refers to AACR2, whereas 
Module 4 (“Persons, Families, and Corporate Bodies 
Associated with a Work (Fields 100–111 and 700–711)”) now 
concentrates on RDA.

Those modules updated as of this writing are:

• Module 3 - Preferred Source and Other Sources of 
Information

• Module 4 - Persons, Families, and Corporate Bodies 
Associated with a Work (Fields 100–111 and 700–711)

• Module 5 - Authorized Access Points for Serial Works 
and Expressions

• Module 7 - Additional Authorized Access Points and 
Variant Access Points for the Title (Fields 245, 246, 
and 730/740/700–711)

• Module 9 - Edition Statement (Field 250)
• Module 10 - Publication, Distribution, Etc.
• Module 15 - Subject Headings
• Module 31 - Remote Access Electronic Serials (Online 

Serials)

Cataloger’s Desktop Update Delayed
Bruce Johnson (Library of Congress, Policy & Standards 
Division) recently notified Cataloger’s Desktop users that 
the spring update to the toolbox will be delayed until late 
April.  According to Johnson, this is to ensure that Desktop 
content coordinates smoothly with RDA’s upcoming 
changes.  Expect the “2014 Issue 2” release on Tuesday, 
April 22—the same day as the RDA update.    

Digitization & Preservation

Upcoming Minitex Digital 
Preservation Course
Sara Ring, Minitex/DCME

Minitex is pleased to offer the in-person course, Managing 
Digital Content Over Time: An Introduction to Digital 
Preservation.  See below for the course description and 
registration details:

Wednesday, May 7, 9:00 AM - 4:00 PM
Concordia College, Moorhead, MN
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=525

Course Description
Organizations of all kinds create and use a wide variety of 
digital resources in the course of business. These resources 
represent each organization’s intellectual capital and, 
as such, have value and need to be carefully managed 
and preserved.  While many of the traditional resources 
(books, photographs, objects) found in libraries, archives, 
museums, and other cultural heritage institutions can 
survive for years with no intervention, digital content is 
much more fragile.  Managing it requires ongoing care and 
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preservation activities to ensure continued access far into 
the future.

This workshop—based on the Library of Congress Digital 
Preservation Outreach and Education (DPOE) Program 
curriculum—introduces fundamental concepts for 
managing your digital content over time through a series 
of six modules.

• Identify - what digital content do you have?
• Select - what portion of that content is your 

responsibility to preserve?
• Store - what issues are there for long-term storage?
• Protect - what steps need to be taken to protect 

your digital content?
• Manage - what provisions should be made for long-

term management?
• Provide - what considerations are there for long-

term access?

The workshop will:
• Provide an overview of digital content management 

stages
• Suggest concrete steps for each stage
• Help you identify specific next steps

• Recommend additional sources to consult after the 
workshop

Audience
This introductory series is for staff of any library, archive, 
museum, or other organization concerned about the 
long-term care of their digital resources. No previous 
knowledge about the topic of digital preservation is 
assumed.

Prerequisites
There are no prerequisites to attend, but you will be 
asked to complete a short informational survey before the 
workshop and a summary of the results will be shared with 
the group.

Instructors
The content will be presented by the following trainers 
who are certified as part of the DPOE National Trainer 
Network:

• Stephanie Kom, North Dakota State Library 
• Carol Kussmann, University of Minnesota Libraries 
• Sara Ring, Minitex  

mailto:mino%40umn.edu?subject=
mailto:mino%40umn.edu?subject=
mailto:ConCats%40umn.edu?subject=
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This calendar primarily lists events scheduled by 
Minitex, although other events are included. This is an 
informational posting only, registration materials are sent 

separately.  If you would like your event included in the 
calendar, please call Kay Kirscht at 612-624-3532.

MINITEX CALENDAR
Training, Meetings, and Conferences

APRIL 

 1 
Multimedia in ELM
11:15 a.m. – 12:00 p.m., CST
Online Reference training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=455 

 1 
ELM Set-Up Guide
3:30 p.m. – 4:30 p.m., CST
Online Reference training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=529

 2 
RDA Cataloging: Basic Videos
10:00 a.m. – 1:30 p.m., CST
DCME Online training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=451

 3 
Accessing Your ELM Usage Statistics
12:00 p.m. – 1:00 p.m., CST
Online Reference training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=278

 7 
CatExpress: Copy Cataloging with CatExpress
1:00 p.m. – 3:00 p.m., CST
DCME/OCLC Online training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=244

 9 
NISO Webinar: “Back from Marrakesh: Implementing an 
Accessible Content World”
12:00 p.m. – 1:30 p.m.
University of Minnesota - Twin Cities
www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Niso/#marrakesh

 14 
ELM Databases for Grades 6-8
11:30 a.m. – 12:30 p.m., CST
Online Reference training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=234

 15 
AskMN Reports & Statistics
11:30 a.m. – 12:30 p.m., CST
Online Reference training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=487

 16 
RDA Cataloging: Basic Books
10:00 a.m. – 1:30 p.m., CST
DCME Online training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=408

 17 
AskMN Administrator Refresher
11:30 a.m. – 12:30 p.m., CST
Online Reference training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=489

 23 
Points of View Reference Center
10:00 a.m. – 11:00 a.m., CST
Online Reference training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=257

 23 
NISO Virtual Conference: “Dealing with the Data Deluge: 
Successful Techniques for Scientific Data Management”
10:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.
University of Minnesota - Twin Cities
www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Niso/#deluge

 23 
Connexion Client Module 2: Basic Bibliographic Searching
1:00 p.m. – 3:00 p.m., CST
DCME/OCLC Online training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=387

 24 
AskMN Reports & Statistics
1:00 p.m. – 2:00 p.m., CST
Online, self-paced Reference training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=487



25 
ARLD Day 2014
Conference
Minnesota Landscape Arboretum, Chaska, MN

www.mnlibraryassociation.org/events/2014/apr/arld-day-2014

 30 
ELM Set-Up Guide
9:00 a.m. – 10:00 a.m., CST
Online, Reference training session

www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=529

MAY 

 6 
23rd Annual Minitex ILL Conference
Conference
Continuing Education & Conference Center, University of Min-
nesota, St. Paul Campus, St. Paul, MN
www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Conferences/Ill2014.aspx

 7 
Managing Digital Content Over Time: An Introduction to 
Digital Preservation (Moorhead)
9:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m., CST
Concordia College, Moorhead, MN
DCME training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=525

 8 
RDA Cataloging: Basic Serials
10:00 a.m. – 1:30 p.m., CST
DCME Online training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=508

 13 
CONTENTdm Basic Skills 1: Getting Started 
1:00 p.m. – 3:00 p.m., CST
DCME/OCLC Online training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=389

 14 
NISO Webinar: “Getting to the Right Content: Link 
Resolvers and Knowlegebases”
12:00 p.m. – 1:30 p.m., CST
University of Minnesota - Twin Cities
www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Niso/#resolvers

 14 
CatExpress: Copy Cataloging with CatExpress
1:00 p.m. – 3:00 p.m., CST
DCME/OCLC Online training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=244

 15 
CONTENTdm Basic Skills 2: Working with Text 
1:00 p.m. – 3:00 p.m., CST
DCME/OCLC Online training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=390

 20 
CONTENTdm Basic Skills 3: Maintaining Collections
1:00 p.m. – 3:00 p.m., CST
DCME/OCLC Online training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=391

 21 
RDA Cataloging: Basic Audio Works
10:00 a.m. – 1:30 p.m., CST
DCME Online training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=452

 21 
NISO/NASIG Webinar: “Playing the Numbers: Best 
Practices in Acquiring, Interpreting and Applying Usage 
Statistics”
12:00 p.m. – 1:30 p.m.
University of Minnesota - Twin Cities

www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Niso/#numbers

JUNE 

 3 
Minnesota Digital Library 12th Annual Meeting
Conference
Continuing Education & Conference Center
University of Minnesota, St. Paul Campus
1890 Buford Ave., St. Paul, MN
www.mndigital.org/training/meetings

 11 
NISO Webinar: “Fragmented Publishing: The Implications 
of Self-Publishing”
12:00 p.m. – 1:30 p.m., CST
University of Minnesota - Twin Cities
www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Niso/#publishing

 17 
CatExpress: Copy Cataloging with CatExpress
1:00 p.m. – 3:00 p.m., CST
DCME/OCLC Online training session
www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=244

 18 
NISO Virtual Conference: “Playing the Numbers: 
Transforming Assessment: Alternative Metrics and Other 
Trends”
10:00 a.m. – 4:00 p.m.
University of Minnesota - Twin Cities
www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Niso/#assessment

 June 26 - July 1 
2014 American Library Association Annual Conference
Conference
Las Vegas Convention Center, Las Vegas, NV
ala14.ala.org

http://www.mnlibraryassociation.org/events/2014/apr/arld-day-2014
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=529
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Conferences/Ill2014.aspx
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=525
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=508
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=389
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Niso/#resolvers
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=244
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=244
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=391
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=452
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Niso/#numbers
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Niso/#publishing
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Niso/#publishing
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Training/Details.aspx?SessionID=244
http://www.minitex.umn.edu/Events/Niso/#assessment
http://ala14.ala.org
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