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Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
Beacher Wiggins, Director for Acquisitions and Bibliographic Access at the Library of Congress, gave a talk about the US Test of RDA for CILIP in April 2011, and this presentation is based on his presentation.I am very pleased to be with you today to share news of the US RDA test. I hope you all are aware that RDA: Resource Description and Access is the new cataloguing code that replaces AACR2 .



What’s wrong with AACR? 

• Increasingly complex 
• Lack of logical structure 
• Mixing content and carrier data 
• Hierarchical relationships missing 
• Anglo-American centric viewpoint 
• Written before FRBR 
• Not enough support for collocation 
• Before Internet and well-formed metadata 

Based on  slide from Ann Chapman, UKOLN

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
You may have seen questions or suggestions on the various listservs asking why we don’t just amend AACR2 again, like we used to.During the 1990’s there were many complaints from users about how impossible AACR2 was after all of the amendments and updates.  That it was too complex, there was no logical structure to it, that it mixed up content and carrier terms, it was missing hierarchical and other relationships important to the things we catalog.  The Joint Steering Committee, who is responsible for the rules, also received requests from around the world to please remove the Anglo-American biases so it could be used more globally.  These other issues also were heard, and so…
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1997 International Conference on the 
Principles and Future Development 

of AACR• Toronto, Canada
• JSC invited 

worldwide experts
• Issues leading to 

RDA

• Principles
• Content vs. carrier
• Logical structure of 

AACR
• Seriality
• Internationalization

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
In the late 1990’s those of us on the Joint Steering Committee for Revision of the Anglo-American Cataloguing Rules decided to actively try to make changes for the future of the Anglo-American Cataloguing Rules. We realized that all these changes in our environment and the development of conceptual models that give us a new way to look at our environment, also gave us new opportunities for improving how we catalog and how we deliver bibliographic information to users.  In 1997, we held the International Conference on the Principles & Future Development of AACR in Toronto.  We invited experts from around the world to share in developing an action plan for the future of AACR. Some of the recommendations from that meeting have guided the thinking about new directions, such as the desire to document <click> the basic principles that underlie the rules and <click> explorations into content versus carrier and <click> challenging the logical structure of AACR.  Some recommendations from that conference have already been implemented, like the <click> new views of seriality – with continuing resources and harmonization of serials cataloging standards among the ISBD, ISSN, and AACR communities.  Other recommendations from that conference are still dreams, like <click> further internationalization of the rules for their expanded use worldwide as a content standard for bibliographic and authority records.  But we now want to make those dreams a reality.



Supporting Organizational 
Structure

Committee
of 

Principals

AACR Fund
Trustees/
Publishers

Joint Steering
Committee

ALA
CC:DA ACOC BL CCC CILIP/BL LC

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
This is a picture of the organizations that now are responsible for RDA.  There is a Committee of Principals – who are the directors or their representatives from the British Library, the Library of Congress, the Library and Archives Canada, and the National Library of Australia, and directors from the respective professional library associations, that is, the American Library Association, the Canadian Library Association, and the Chartered Institute of Library and Information Professionals (CILIP).  There is also the group of publishers who manage the Funds (which is the money generated by sales of cataloging rules that supports the maintenance and development of the rules) – the publishers are at ALA, the Canadian Library Association, and CILIP.  Then there is the Joint Steering Committee comprised of representatives from the constituent organizations: the American Library Association’s Association for Library Collections & Technical Services’ Committee on Cataloging: Description and Access (CC:DA), the Australian Committee on Cataloguing, the British Library, the Canadian Committee on Cataloguing (whose representative is also from the Library and Archives Canada), the CILIP/British Library Committee on RDA, and the Library of Congress.  **The Committee of Principals will be meeting in August 2011 to discuss future governance and organizational structures.



JSC and Project Management Team
2009

49

Marjorie Bloss, RDA project manager; Marg Stewart, CCC/ JSC chair; Alan 
Danskin, BL; John Attig, ALA; Barbara Tillett, LC; Deirdre Kiorgaard, 
ACOC; Hugh Taylor, CILIP; Nathalie Schulz, JSC secretary; Tom Delsey, editor

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
The Joint Steering Committee for Development of RDA was joined by a Project Management Team during the development of RDA.  This picture from 2009 includes the JSC and the RDA editor, Tom Delsey, and former secretary, Nathalie Schulz, on the right; and our former project manager, Marjorie Bloss on the left.  The chair at that time was Marg Stewart from Canada, who is in front at the left with white hair – currently the JSC Chair is Alan Danskin – the gentleman behind Marg at the back. Left to right –Marjorie Bloss – RDA Project Manager, whose contract is now finishedMarg Stewart, CCC (LAC) Alan Danskin – BL, current chair of the Joint Steering CommitteeJohn Attig – ALAMyself, Barbara Tillett – Library of CongressDeirdre Kiorgaard – ACOCHugh Taylor – CILIP – who now has been replaced by Alan Poulter for CILIPNathalie Schulz, the JSC secretary, who now has been replaced by staff at the British Library and Tom Delsey, the RDA editor , whose contract is now finished.
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GOALS: 
RDA will be …

• A new standard for resource description 
and access

• Designed for the digital world
• Optimized for use as an online product
• Description and access of all resources 

• All types of content and media 
• Resulting records usable in the digital 

environment (Internet, Web OPACs, etc.)

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
The Joint Steering Committee stated our goals for RDA as: a new standard for resource description and access, designed for the digital world.In other words RDA is: a Web-based tool that was to be optimized for use as an online product (and work continues to reach that goal with feedback from users to the publishers of the RDA toolkit).Other goals were to be a tool that addresses cataloguing all types of content and media, and a tool that results in records that are intended for use in the digital environment – through the Internet,  Web-OPACs, etc.  The records created using RDA’s metadata set of elements are intended to be readily adaptable to newly emerging database structures.



RDA – The Goals 
• Rules should be easy to use and interpret 
• Be applicable to an online, networked 

environment 
• Provide effective bibliographic control for all types 

of media 
• Encourage use beyond the library community 
• Be compatible with other similar standards 
• Have a logical structure based on internationally 

agreed principles 
• Separate content and carrier data 
• Examples – more of them, more appropriate

slide Ann Chapman, UKOLN

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
Here are the specific goals stated for RDA (see slide) – and clearly we have not reached all of the goals yet, but are making good progress and welcome proposals for improvements.



AACR3

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
In 2002 work began on a draft revision of AACR2 then called AACR3 <click>.  However, by April 2005, the plan had changed.  The reactions to the initial draft of AACR3 from around the world particularly raised concerns about the need to move to closer alignment with the FRBR model and to build an element set.  Many excellent comments were received from rule making bodies, library organizations, and national libraries from around the world including Germany.  Their expertise was and remains very important in developing this new code. So, a new structure and plan were developed and <click> the name was changed to Resource Description and Access to emphasize the two important tasks of description and access.  Importantly from the world perspective, we removed the Anglo-American emphasis so we could take a more international view.



• IFLA - Principles, Conceptual models, ISBD/ISSN
• ONIX (Publishers) – types of content, media, carriers

• Dublin Core, IEEE/LOM, Semantic Web, W3C
“Data Modeling Meeting” - London 2007

• RDA/MARC Working Group (MARBI)

JSC Collaborations with Other 
Metadata Communities 

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
The Joint Steering Committee (JSC) for the Development of RDA has paid close attention to developments in IFLA as well as in various metadata communities, and initiated collaborations with the publishers’ community who were developing their own metadata set called ONIX.  Together we developed controlled vocabularies for media types, content types, and carrier types, called the RDA/ONIX Framework.  In 2007, JSC representatives met at the British Library with key representatives from Dublin Core, IEEE/LOM, and Semantic Web communities and agreed to examine the fit between RDA and other metadata models.  Together we have created an initial registry for the RDA elements and controlled terms, available freely on the Web.In 2008 the JSC started participating in a joint effort to determine what revisions are necessary to accommodate the encoding of RDA in MARC 21 and the RDA/MARC Working Group presented proposals to MARBI – this work continues. There are also new explorations about a transition from the MARC format to a future schema better suited to  the entity-relationship model of FRBR and the RDA metadata element set.



Other Collaborations
• Law Library community 

– Treaties
• Hebraica and Religion Teams at LC

– Bible proposals
• Mss/Archives experts at LC (Mss. Div., NUCMC, 

American Folklife Center, Rare Books)
– DACS 

• Music Div. and Motion Picture, Broadcasting and 
Recorded Sound Div., Music Library Association
– AMIM2 and RDA Ch.6 proposals for music

• Prints & Photographs Division
– CCO

• Geography and Maps Divisions at LC

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
In addition to the collaborations with other metadata communities, the JSC also started a process to collaborate with libraries and catalogers around the world to develop proposals for RDA to move to more principle-based rules.  This process still continues (see slide) 



Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
RDA defers to these specialized cataloging manuals for more specific rules that may be needed for these types of materials – cultural objects, rare materials, cartographic resources, and more.In fact with all these consultations and collaborations, we found that we were not yet able to discuss some issues sufficiently in time for the first release of RDA, so many have been deferred for continued discussions that will now resume – so we will have a transition or “bridge” period for a few years as we move from current practices and formats and systems to the next generation.



12

Implementation of RDA

• 2007 announcement of coordinated 
implementation: BL, LAC, NAL, LC

12

Library and Archives
Canada

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
In October 2007 the national library partners on the Committee of Principals – the organization that oversees the creation and maintenance of RDA: Resource Description and Access – announced they would be jointly implementing RDA.  That was the British Library, the Library and Archives Canada, the National Library of Australia, and the Library of Congress.
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US RDA Test - Background

• 2008 Report of LC Working Group on the 
Future of Bibliographic Control
– Cease work on RDA

• LC worked with National Agricultural 
Library (NAL) and National Library of 
Medicine (NLM) to plan for U.S. test

• U.S. RDA Test Coordinating Committee 
created

13

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
In 2008, the Library of Congress received the report of the LC Working Group on the Future of Bibliographic Control – a group commissioned by the Library of Congress to advise us on future directions.  That report recommended stopping all work on RDA.  However, the Library of Congress, together with the National Agricultural Library and the National Library of Medicine in the United States, decided to initiate a test of RDA to address concerns expressed about the costs of making a change in cataloging rules.  A coordinating committee with representatives from each of the 3 US national libraries was formed, led by Beacher Wiggins, from the Library of Congress; Chris Cole of the National Agricultural Library, and Jennifer Marill from the National Library of Medicine.



Purposes of the US RDA Test

• To determine benefits versus costs
• To see if initial release achieved the JSC 

objectives
– Already knew JSC has list of issues to 

address after the first release
• To determine whether the three US 

national libraries will implement the initial 
release of RDA
– Yes, no, or with conditions

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
The purpose of the RDA testing, as stated on the US RDA Test Coordinating Committee’s Web site, was to determine whether RDA Online in its initial release offers sufficient benefit, compared to current methods, to achieve the objectives that the Joint Steering Committee for Development of RDA stated for the proposed new cataloging code (see URL <http://www.collectionscanada.gc.ca/jsc/docs/5rda-objectivesrev2.pdf [PDF, 59KB]>). Based on the analysis of the test results, and considering the cost of implementation, the three US national libraries will determine whether to implement the initial release of RDA or not or possibly with conditions.



Assumptions of the Test

• Results to be shared
• Test in current systems
• All data from the test freely available
• Testers provide experiences with 

– codes they currently apply
– RDA Toolkit

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
The US RDA Test Coordinating Committee’s assumptions of the test basically state that theTest results will be shared with the community. The RDA Toolkit will be tested in currently existing library systems. All data produced in the test will be freely available to members of the information community for use or re-use. In addition to formal testers, others would be invited to use the US National Libraries RDA Test methodology and to share their test results with the US RDA Test Coordinating Committee and the community. System developers would be invited to explore ways in which RDA records behave in existing library systems and/or how RDA might impact development of future systems. The analysis of the test results would consider both qualitative and quantitative reports from testers about their experiences in using RDA, compared to the codes they currently apply. 



16

What?
Criteria for Evaluation

• High level operational criteria
– How easy is RDA for catalogers to use?
– Can RDA records be used in existing 

systems?
– Can users find what they seek from RDA

records?
– Can libraries use RDA for access to a broader 

range of materials?

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
So what did we want to test?The US RDA Test Coordinating Committee established criteria to use to evaluate RDA based on its operational, technical, and economic feasibility. The high level operational criteria were to look at such things as How easy is it for catalogers to use RDA?Can RDA records be used in existing systems?Can users find what they are looking for with RDA records?Can libraries use RDA to provide access to a broader range of materials than they could with AACR2 or their earlier rules?
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Criteria for Evaluation (continued)

• Technical feasibility criteria—
– Are RDA records interoperable with current 

records?
– What changes are needed to MARC 21 (or 

future format schema)?
– How easy is RDA Toolkit to integrate with 

other tools?

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
For technical feasibility, the criteria included such things as:Seeing if RDA records could interoperate with existing records – assuming the answer would be yes, because presumably both needed to be coded in MARC 21.Checking what changes needed to be made for the MARC format or if a new schema was needed for the greatest benefit form RDAAnd for the RDA Toolkit itself, to test how easy it was to integrate with other online tools and integrated library systems.
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Criteria for Evaluation (continued)

• Financial feasibility criteria— Determining 
costs of:
– training
– altered workflows
– shifting from paper to subscription service for 

cataloging tool and documentation
– conversion of existing data, if necessary

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
The evaluative criteria on the financial side, included a determination of the costs for training, for developing new workflows (if any), the costs of moving from a paper print format to an online subscription service, and to see about costs to convert any existing data, if that was necessary.



http://www.loc.gov/bibliographic-future/rda/

US Test of RDA

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
This is the URL for the Web site for the test, which includes all of those Evaluative factors, as well as other information about the names of the Members of the US RDA Test Coordinating Committee, the list of all the Test partners, and more.  The announcement of the decision about implementation of RDA in the United States is expected to be posted at this Web site, as well as a public version of the final report on the US RDA Test.  Please watch this site.

http://www.loc.gov/bibliographic-future/rda/
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Who?
Test partners

• 26 formal test partners, including LC, NAL, 
NLM

• Partners included a cross-section:
– Types, sizes, formats, content, content codes 

used 
– Libraries, consortia, educators, vendors
– Program for Cooperative Cataloging libraries
– OCLC

20

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
So who was involved in the test?There were 26 institutions in all – covering most types and sizes of libraries, plus cataloging vendors, consortia for music and for audiovisual materials, several library schools,  an archive, a state library, a school library consortium, public libraries, and academic libraries.



When?
U.S. RDA Test Timeline

• June 2010 ALA released RDA Toolkit
• June-Aug.31 ALA allowed free access to 

RDA Toolkit to everyone who registered 
• June-Sept. 30 U.S. testers were training 

and had time to practice
• Oct. 1-Dec. 31 U.S. test of RDA
• Jan.-May 2011 analysis of test results 
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Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
What was the timeline?We needed to wait for the RDA Toolkit to be available before starting. ALA Publishing made the RDA Toolkit available in June 2010 and allowed free access to the end of August for everyone who registered.  They also made the Toolkit free to all of the US RDA Test participants during the test period. So from June through the end of September, the US RDA test participants had time to get training and to practice.  The test itself – to create records and respond to a survey for each record, went from October 1-December 31, 2010.From January through early May, the US RDA Test Coordinating Committee reviewed all of the survey responses and records and wrote our report with our recommendations and submitted it to our senior managers on May 10.
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Announcing U.S. National 
Libraries’ Decision

• Early June:  Decision made
• Mid-June:  Decision announced
• Third week of June:  Program for 

Cooperative Cataloging statement issued
• June 23-28:  Discussions/presentations on 

decision during American Library 
Association Annual (ALA) Conference

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
The senior managers are expected to make a public announcement in early June with further discussions at the American Library Association Conference in later June.



The Test - Methodology

• Common Original Set (25 titles) 
– AACR2 (or other current rules)
– RDA

• Common Copy Set (5 titles)
• Extra Original Set
• Extra Copy Set

• Surveys

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
The test methodology involved asking the participants to create records and to complete a survey for each record created in order to collect information to answer the evaluative criteria questions.  All of the participants were to catalog a common set of 25 titles with both the RDA instructions as well as their current cataloging code – mostly AACR2.  Different people were to do RDA than the current rules.Additionally all participating institutions were to submit copy cataloging for 5 titles in common to explore what changes they felt were necessary to have the copy cataloging be compatible with an RDA environment. And then the participants were free to submit at least 25 additional records in their areas of expertise – including cartographic materials, music, law, and non-Latin script resources.Surveys were to be completed for each record created.



Feedback from Participants
• Surveys for cataloger’s experience and costs
• Feedback on user reaction to records built 

on RDA instructions
– To help inform future adjustments to RDA
– To help improve the IFLA models and principles

• Test records
http://www.loc.gov/catdir/cpso/RDAtest/rdatestrecords.html
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Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
In addition to the surveys about the cataloging experience for the test set records, there were surveys asking institutions about costs, and asking for feedback from library catalog users about the resulting records. The feedback will be very valuable to help inform future improvements to RDA and to help improve the underlying IFLA models and principles.  We set up mechanisms for the formal testers to send us their test records for the common sets and the extra set titles and the Library of Congress made those records freely available on the publicly accessible site at the URL shown here (http://www.loc.gov/catdir/cpso/RDAtest/rdatestrecords.html).

http://www.loc.gov/catdir/cpso/RDAtest/rdatestrecords.html


Summary of RDA Records 
Collected
Bibliographic Authority

Common 
original set

1,514 1,226

Common copy 
set

122

Extra set 8,548 11,457

Informal testers 386 117

Totals 10,570 12,800

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
This shows the number of records in each category – there was a total of 10,570 bibliographic records and 12,800 authority records created during the test.In some instances, the participants were experimenting with decisions about how much to include in bibliographic and authority records, so these records may not reflect what they would include in a future working environment.
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LC’s internal activities

• Prepared training materials
• Prepared documentation
• Posted training materials & 

documentation to U.S. Test Site and 
LC Cataloging Policy Site

• Training/practice for participating LC 
staff 
– 50 staff were involved

26

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
In our role as a national library, the Library of Congress created training materials and documentation for ourselves that was available for others to use if they wished during the test.  All of the training materials, including exercises and example records are freely available on our LC Web site.  For the test, we had 50 staff involved as testers.  This is out of a staff of about 300 catalogers.
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Contents of Final Report

• Recommendations & impact for
– LC/NAL/NLM senior management
– U.S. library community (including PCC)
– Joint Steering Committee
– Vendors (including OCLC)
– Co-publishers

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
This slide and next show the outline of what is covered in the final report from the US RDA Test Coordinating Committee.
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Contents of Final Report 
(continued)

• Evaluation methodology
• Findings 
• Appendices

– Data collected
– Lessons learned
– Webliography 



RDA Benefits
• Creates framework to bring library metadata into 

current information technology for Web use
– Element-based descriptions: easier re-use of well-

formed metadata, element sets, RDA Registry
– More re-use of pre-existing metadata
– Encourages development of new schema, new 

resource discovery systems
• More user- centered (FRBR/FRAD user tasks)

– Information not abbreviated, not Latin
– More relationships indicated
– Potentially more access points (rule of 3 optional)
– More distinguishing data in authority records
– Potential for increased international sharing

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
Now for a quick overview of some of the benefits of moving to RDA that were noted in responses to the RDA test.  RDA brings a major change in how we look at the world and what use we plan for bibliographic metadata.  It brings a transition from the card catalog days of building a paragraph style description to use in a linear card catalog to now focus more on <click> identifying characteristics of the resources we offer our users, so that metadata can be packaged and re-used for multiple purposes even beyond libraries.  It enables libraries to <click> take advantage of pre-existing metadata from publishers and others rather than having to repeat that work. The existence of RDA encourages <click> the development of new schema for this more granular element set, and to the development of new and better systems for resource discovery.  The users noticed <click> RDA is more user-centric, building on the FRBR and FRAD user tasks (from IFLA).  Some of the specific things they liked include <click> using common language and avoiding abbreviations, especially Latin abbreviations, <click> showing more relationships, <click> seeing more names of creators – the rule of 3 now just an option, <click> having more identifying data in authority records, and <click> the potential for increased international sharing – by following the IFLA International Cataloguing Principles and the IFLA models FRBR and FRAD.



30

Contact/more information

• RDA content and LC Policy Statements (LCPSs) 
– Email:  LChelp4rda@loc.gov

• MARC 21 standards
– http://www.loc.gov/marc/

• Joint Steering Committee for Development of RDA
– http://www.rda-jsc.org/

• RDA Toolkit assistance
– www.rdatoolkit.org

30

Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
That’s my presentation, and here are some links for further information about the RDA content or LC’s policy decisions, about the MARC 21 standards and changes due to RDA, about the Joint Steering Committee for Development of RDA and the various activities in progress to improve RDA content, and the URL for the RDA Toolkit.

mailto:LChelp4rda@loc.gov
http://www.loc.gov/marc/
http://www.rda-jsc.org/
http://www.rdatoolkit.org/
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LC Webcasts (free)
• Resource Description and Access:  Background/Overview (May 

14, 2008.  67 minutes)  
http://www.loc.gov/today/cyberlc/feature_wdesc.php?rec=4320

• Cataloging Principles and RDA:  Resource Description and 
Access.  (June 10, 2008.  49 minutes)  
http://www.loc.gov/today/cyberlc/feature_wdesc.php?rec=4327

• FRBR:  Things You Should Know but Were Afraid to Ask.  
(March 4, 2009.  57 minutes)  
http://www.loc.gov/today/cyberlc/feature_wdesc.php?rec=4554

• RDA: Looking to the Future: Information Systems and 
Metadata. (March 9, 2010. 54 minutes) 
http://www.loc.gov/today/cyberlc/feature_wdesc.php?rec=4967
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Vorführender
Präsentationsnotizen
This page shows you some of the free Webcasts that are available from the Library of Congress – in English – to give further background about RDA as well as a look to the future with information systems and metadata.Thank you for your attention.  Do we have time for questions?

http://www.loc.gov/today/cyberlc/feature_wdesc.php?rec=4320
http://www.loc.gov/today/cyberlc/feature_wdesc.php?rec=4327
http://www.loc.gov/today/cyberlc/feature_wdesc.php?rec=4554
http://www.loc.gov/today/cyberlc/feature_wdesc.php?rec=4967
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