



Frequently Asked Questions
Program for Cooperative Cataloging and RDA

Note: This frequently asked questions document is no longer being maintained by the PCC. A great deal of the information is out of date as of March 20, 2014. It is archived on the PCC website for reference purposes. 
Updated: April 1, 2013
This FAQ addresses questions about the Program for Cooperative Cataloging (PCC) implementation of RDA.  The PCC RDA FAQ will be updated regularly as new decisions are made based on the reports and recommendations of various PCC RDA task groups.  If you have any questions about this FAQ, or if you have a suggestion for a new question that could be added to the FAQ, please contact coop@loc.gov. 
1.  PCC Transition to RDA
2.  RDA Training
3.  PCC and AACR2
4.  RDA and Bibliographic Records
5.  RDA and Authority Records
6.  PCC Policy Decisions
7.  PCC Membership
1.  PCC Transition to RDA

1.1   Will PCC require its member institutions to use RDA?  
Yes, for authority data.  Yes, long-term, for bibliographic description.  

1.2   What is the recommended time for PCC libraries to implement RDA cataloging? 
1.2A Authority Records

The PCC “Day One for RDA Authority Records" was March 31, 2013.  As of that date, all new records being contributed to the LC/NACO Authority File must be coded RDA. All updates to existing authority records must also be coded RDA (see 5.7 for one exception involving updates to 5XX fields). 
1.2B Bibliographic Records

The PCC has not decided whether to declare a “Day One” for PCC-contributed RDA bibliographic records.  However, as of March 31, 2013, all access points in newly contributed or newly authenticated PCC bibliographic records must be supported by RDA or RDA-acceptable authority records (see 5.1 for an explanation of “RDA-acceptable”).  There is an expectation that PCC libraries will make the transition to RDA bibliographic records as expeditiously as possible.  Most PCC libraries are accepting RDA bibliographic records encountered during copy cataloging.
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2.  RDA Training  

2.1   What training is PCC providing for RDA?
PCC is providing all the training necessary to ensure that PCC members are able to apply RDA confidently and within the parameters of the traditional level of PCC independence.  The RDA Training Materials section of the Catalogers Learning Workshop provides access to all of the PCC training materials developed for RDA.  Resources currently available include extensive RDA “bridge” training for existing contributors to the NACO, NACO Series, BIBCO, and CONSER programs, as well as over 100 examples of RDA bibliographic and authority records.  Full RDA training modules will be added for new NACO participants in April 2013.  Full RDA training modules for new BIBCO and CONSER participants are expected later in 2013.

2.2   What format is being used for RDA training?
Multiple formats.  One of the lessons learned from RDA testing is that a variety of training formats is beneficial to complement the variety of learning styles.  The RDA training opportunities currently available consist of video instruction, online demonstrations, exercises, quizzes, and example records.

2.3   How do I arrange RDA training for my PCC institution?
Watch for specific offerings to be announced:  via PCCLIST and other cataloging email lists (such as OCLC-CAT and Autocat), via PCC and LC websites, and via social media.  Instructions for registration are usually provided with these announcements.

2.4   What other RDA training is available elsewhere?
There are many places to find help with the transition to RDA.  Some of them include:  

· Information and Resources in Preparation for RDA (Acquisitions and Bibliographic Access Directorate, Library of Congress)

· ALCTS webinars
· Books, such as Chris Oliver’s Introducing RDA
· OCLC Training Portal
· RDA Toolkit training
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3.  PCC and AACR2

3.1   Can my PCC member institution continue to catalog under AACR2 after March 31, 2013?
3.1A Authority Records

No.  As of March 31, 2013, all new NACO records must be coded RDA. All updates to existing NACO records must also be coded RDA (see 5.7 for one exception involving updates to 5XX fields).  

3.1B Bibliographic Records

Yes.  Your institution may continue to create PCC bibliographic records according to AACR2. However, as of March 31, 2013, all access points on these bibliographic records must be RDA or RDA-acceptable (see 5.1 for an explanation of “RDA-acceptable”). 
3.2   Will PCC abandon AACR2 as a standard?
Yes.  Just as the Joint Steering Committee (JSC) will no longer continue to develop AACR2, the PCC will cease providing training and documentation support for AACR2.  We do not yet know when that might be.

3.3   Will the Library of Congress stop answering questions about AACR2? 
Yes. The Policy and Standards Division will make the determination of when and would likely include this information in its FAQ. 

3.4   Will my institution get continuing support for AACR2?
Not from the PCC.  At some point (not yet determined) the existing AACR2-based documentation will be frozen and those historical documents could be used for understanding how older cataloging records were constructed.  At that point, continuing support for use of AACR2 will cease.

3.5   What does “hybrid” mean in phrases like “hybrid environment”?
There are multiple meanings for this term: hybrid database, hybrid record, hybrid access point, and hybridization.  

Hybrid database:  When a database adds a new category of records that use a new/different set of rules.  Usually over time, the number of records in that database that reflect earlier sets of rules gradually diminishes.  

Hybrid record:  A non-RDA bibliographic record (i.e. a bibliographic record created according to cataloging codes that existed prior to RDA (e.g. AACR2) or a bibliographic record not coded as cataloged according to RDA) to which RDA cataloging elements have been added, either manually or via machine manipulation.  The resulting bibliographic record is a considered a hybrid record, rather than an RDA record, because it blends elements of previous practices with the current RDA practices. 

Hybrid access point:  An access point with one part established under one set of rules, and another part established under a different set of rules; understandably, we want to avoid this situation. 

Hybridization:  The process of adding RDA cataloging elements to a non-RDA bibliographic record (i.e. a bibliographic record created according to cataloging codes that existed prior to RDA (e.g. AACR2) or a bibliographic record not coded as cataloged according to RDA), either manually or via machine manipulation. The result of hybridization is a hybrid record, rather than an RDA record.
A hybrid environment could also be applied to the new types of discovery environments offered to our users today, where names from article metadata and digital library projects mix with formally controlled name access points.  All of these meanings of “hybrid environment” apply as we think about RDA implementation.
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4.  RDA and Bibliographic Records 

4.1   In a hybrid record, as described in 3.5, won’t it be difficult to code the correct “descriptive cataloging rules?” How will we know when a record crosses the line from AACR2 to RDA?
An existing bibliographic record should not be coded RDA (Leader/18 = i, 040 $e = rda) unless the cataloger is completely re-describing the resource according to RDA. In such cases, the entire record must be evaluated, and adjusted as needed, before re-coding to RDA.

4.2   Can RDA elements, such as 33X fields, be added to existing PCC AACR2 bibliographic records? 
Yes.  For guidance on adding RDA elements to non-RDA bibliographic records, consult the following PCC guidelines: 
· Enhancing & Editing non-RDA Monograph Records
· Enhancing & Editing non-RDA Serial Records
· Creating a Hybrid Record from a pre-RDA Record [for an Integrating Resource]
These guidelines aim to strike a balance between allowing catalogers to make use of the new fields in both AACR2 and RDA records and the need to maintain record integrity and identification of the descriptive rules used to create the record.

4.3   Should AACR2 PCC records be re-cataloged to RDA?
Generally, no.  The PCC recommends that AACR2 PCC records generally not be re-cataloged to RDA. 
The PCC guidelines for Enhancing & Editing non-RDA Monograph Records and Enhancing & Editing non-RDA Serial Records provide the option to re-describe a resource according to RDA when first authenticating the record as PCC.  The PCC guidelines on Creating a Hybrid Record from a pre-RDA Record [for an Integrating Resource] also recommend re-describing to RDA whenever extensive changes are needed in an existing record to reflect a new iteration of the resource.  If re-describing a resource according to RDA standards, the entire record must be evaluated, and adjusted as needed, before re-coding to RDA (Leader/18 = i, 040 $e = rda).
4.4   Can we code a PCC bibliographic record RDA if it is described in accordance with RDA but contains access points supported by authority records coded AACR2?   

Yes, provided the AACR2 authority records are RDA-acceptable (see 5.1 for an explanation of “RDA-acceptable”). 

If an authority record coded AACR2 (or earlier rules) has a 667 field stating “THIS 1XX FIELD CANNOT BE USED UNDER RDA UNTIL THIS RECORD HAS BEEN REVIEWED AND/OR UPDATED”, it is not RDA-acceptable and must be evaluated and re-coded to RDA before being used in a PCC bibliographic record coded RDA. 

If an AACR2 authority record does not have the 667 field, it is considered RDA-acceptable and may be used in the PCC bibliographic record coded RDA.  However, PCC catalogers are strongly encouraged to evaluate these RDA-acceptable authority records, and re-code them to RDA, as they are needed in PCC bibliographic records.

4.5   In a newly created PCC AACR2 bibliographic record, should catalogers use AACR2 headings or RDA authorized access points?

In a newly created PCC AACR2 bibliographic record, catalogers must use RDA or RDA-acceptable access points (see 5.1 for an explanation of “RDA-acceptable”). 

If a new PCC AACR2 bibliographic record requires the creation of new authority records, those NACO records must be coded RDA.  If a new PCC AACR2 bibliographic record will be supported by existing authority records, those NACO records must be RDA or RDA-acceptable.  

If an authority record coded AACR2 (or earlier rules) has a 667 field stating “THIS 1XX FIELD CANNOT BE USED UNDER RDA UNTIL THIS RECORD HAS BEEN REVIEWED AND/OR UPDATED”, it is not RDA-acceptable and must be evaluated and re-coded to RDA before being used in the PCC bibliographic record coded AACR2.  If an AACR2 authority record does not have the 667 field, it is considered RDA-acceptable and may be used in the PCC bibliographic record coded AACR2.  However, PCC catalogers are strongly encouraged to evaluate these RDA-acceptable authority records, and re-code them to RDA, as they are needed in PCC bibliographic records.
4.6   How can I report an error in a PCC RDA record?
Address questions or concerns about BIBCO RDA records to the BIBCO Operations representative for the cataloging institution found in the 040 field.  Address questions or concerns about CONSER RDA records to the CONSER Operations representative listed for the cataloging institution found in the 040 field.  Representatives are able to make a necessary correction, offer an explanation, or use the record locally for training purposes.  Problems may also be reported to OCLC.

Referenced Documents

· PCC Guidelines for Enhancing & Editing non-RDA Monograph Records [Word: 5 p., 27 KB]

· PCC Guidelines for Enhancing & Editing non-RDA Serial Records [Word: 6 p., 28 KB]

· PCC Guidelines for Creating a Hybrid Record from a pre-RDA Record [for an Integrating Resource] [Word: 3 p., 26 KB]
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5.  RDA and Authority Records

5.1   What changes were made to the LC NAF in preparation for RDA implementation?

Work to prepare the LC/NACO Authority File for use under RDA was performed in two phases: 

Phase 1 identified those authority records that could not be reliably converted to RDA using automated processing routines and contained no data elements subject to correction in Phase 2.  The following 667 field was added to each of these records: “THIS 1XX FIELD CANNOT BE USED UNDER RDA UNTIL THIS RECORD HAS BEEN REVIEWED AND/OR UPDATED”.  PCC catalogers are required to evaluate and re-code these authority records to RDA whenever they are needed to support PCC bibliographic records or whenever the authority records are being updated for another reason. 

Phase 2 identified two categories of records: 

· Authority records that could be reliably converted to RDA using automated processing routines.  These records were revised as needed, enhanced with new RDA elements, and explicitly re-coded as RDA: (008/10 = z, 040 $e = rda). 

· Authority records that could not be reliably converted to RDA but contained particular data elements that could be corrected by machine processing.  These records were revised to correct existing data elements, enhanced with new RDA elements, and given the 667 field indicated above.  PCC catalogers are required to evaluate and re-code these authority records to RDA whenever they are needed to support PCC bibliographic records or whenever the authority records are being updated for another reason (see 5.7 for one exception involving updates to 5XX fields).
The remaining records in the LC/NACO Authority File (those not changed during Phase 1 or Phase 2) had 1XX fields that were considered already compliant with RDA.  These records were not changed. They can be identified by their AACR2 coding and the lack of the 667 field noted above. Although these records are still coded AACR2, the term “RDA-acceptable” is often used to refer to them in PCC documentation. The records will eventually get re-coded to RDA during Phase 3, although the timing of that processing has not yet been decided. These vast majority of records in the LC/NACO Authority File (approximately 95%) fall into the RDA-acceptable category. 

Strictly speaking, PCC catalogers are not required to evaluate and re-code RDA-acceptable authority records to RDA unless they are updating them for another reason, such as adding a 4XX field (see 5.7 for one exception involving updates to 5XX fields).  However, PCC catalogers are strongly encouraged to evaluate and re-code these records to RDA whenever they are used in new or newly-authenticated PCC bibliographic records. Although the processing performed in Phases 1 and 2 was hugely successful, it was not able to identify every record with a 1XX field needing revision.  Informal testing suggests that approximately 5% of the “RDA-acceptable” records in the LC/NACO Authority File will need to be revised in order to be truly RDA-compliant.  Although the number of headings to be evaluated in a single bibliographic record may sometimes make this recommended re-coding too burdensome, it should generally be done whenever possible as a means of ensuring the integrity and reliability of the authority file.
For a fuller explanation of the changes made to the LC/NACO Authority File during Phases 1 and 2, see: Summary of Programmatic Changes to the LC/NACO Authority File: What LC-PCC RDA Catalogers need to know. [PDF: 9 p., 220 KB]

5.2   Did all authority records coded for AACR2 (or earlier) standards need their 1XX fields revised to follow RDA?
No.  As described in 5.1, the automated processing performed in Phases 1 and 2 affected only about 5% of the records in the LC/NACO Authority File.  The vast majority of authority records currently coded AACR2 are considered RDA-acceptable and will need no revision of their 1XX fields.

5.3   When will LCSH subject authority records containing elements not compatible with RDA be updated?
A special project is being undertaken to update those LCSH authority records containing headings that were revised during Phase 2 processing of the LC/NACO Authority File (see 5.1).  The project should be completed in April 2013.  Examples of such records include:

· $a Antioquia (Colombia : Dept.) $x History
· $a Bible. $p O.T. $p Isaiah $v Illustrations
Phrase headings and subdivisions based on such headings will also be revised, such as:

· $a Future life $x Koranic teaching.

· $a Food in the Koran.
At the current time, there are no plans to update other LCSH authority records containing elements that deviate from RDA practice, such as:

· $a Gaul $x History $y Gallic Wars, 58-51 B.C.
· $a United States $x History $y Colonial period, ca. 1600-1775
5.4   If I find an AACR2 authority record, can I use that heading in an RDA bibliographic record?
Yes, provided the AACR2 heading is RDA-acceptable (see 5.1 for an explanation of “RDA-acceptable”). 

If the existing authority record coded AACR2 (or earlier rules) has a 667 field indicating a lack of compliance with RDA, or if the record needs to be updated for another reason, the PCC cataloger is required to evaluate and re-code the AACR2 (or earlier) authority record to RDA before using the heading in a PCC bibliographic record being coded RDA (see 5.7 for one exception involving updates to 5XX fields).  Other authority records coded AACR2 are considered RDA-acceptable and may be used in PCC bibliographic records. However, PCC catalogers are strongly encouraged to evaluate and re-code these authority records to RDA whenever possible. 

5.5   If I find an RDA authority record, can I use that authorized access point in an AACR2 bibliographic record?
Yes, you must use the RDA authorized access point in the AACR2 bibliographic record.  You may not re-code the RDA authority record to AACR2.
5.6   How will authority control be handled in a hybrid environment?  May I create hybrid headings?
Hybrid headings, i.e. those reflecting RDA in one portion and AACR2 (or earlier rules) in another, should not be created by PCC catalogers.  If an existing heading coded AACR2 (or earlier) is needed as the base element in a new authority record, the AACR2 (or earlier) record must be evaluated and re-coded as RDA before the new dependent authority record is created. Optionally, any other existing dependent records may also be evaluated and re-coded to RDA.
5.7   If I update an existing authority record, am I required to also update any associated authority records?
In two situations, yes, this is required: 

· If the update to the existing authority record will result in a change to the 1XX field, and that 1XX is also used as a 5XX field in another record, the 5XX field in the other record must be changed per NACO Normalization rules. When updating the record containing the 5XX field, the cataloger is strongly encouraged to evaluate the entire record and re-code it to RDA. 

· If the update to the existing authority record will result in a change to a 5XX field, the record in which the 5XX is established as a 1XX must get its 1XX field changed per NACO Normalization rules. When updating the record containing the 1XX field, the entire record must be evaluated and re-coded to RDA.

In all other situations, updating any associated records is optional. Associated records that may optionally be updated include:

· Dependent records (i.e. those that use the 1XX as a base element, such as uniform titles and subordinate bodies, whether the form of the 1XX has changed or not), and 

· Related records (i.e. those that use the 1XX as a 5XX, or vice versa, such as earlier and later names) provided the form of the 1XX or 5XX has not changed.
5.8   Can RDA elements, such as 046, 37X or 38X fields, be added to existing AACR2 authority records?
Yes.  However, any update to any existing authority record coded AACR2 requires the PCC cataloger to evaluate the authority record and re-code it to RDA (see 5.7 for one exception involving updates to 5XX fields). 

5.9   What does PCC recommend I tell my authorities vendor about using or not using RDA authority records?
PCC does not have policies on what its members should do with copies of PCC records in local files.  At the network level, there should be only a single authority record for each access point.  Presumably institutions will ask authority vendors to use the 1XX fields to impose consistency on access points.
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6.  PCC Policy Decisions 

 6.1   Where can I find LC and PCC policy decisions on applying RDA options?
These policy decisions are recorded in the LC-PCC Policy Statements.  Each policy statement is clearly labeled to indicate practice:  LC-PCC practice, LC practice, or PCC practice.

The policy statements are freely available as part of the RDA Toolkit.  For more information: http://www.loc.gov/aba/rda/lcps_access.html
6.2   Have the CONSER Standard Record, BIBCO Standard Record(s) and other PCC standards (such as provider-neutral) been affected by RDA? 
Yes.  All of those documents have been rewritten and are available on the Post RDA Implementation Guidelines and Standards page: 

· CONSER RDA Core Elements [Word: 9 p., 191 KB]

· PCC RDA BIBCO Standard Record (BSR) Metadata Application Profile [PDF: 36 p., 705 KB]

· Provider-Neutral E-Resource/RDA version [Word: 21 p., 43 KB]
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7.  PCC Membership

7.1   Will my institution need to “re-qualify” as a BIBCO [NACO, SACO, CONSER] institution under RDA?
No.

7.2   Will my PCC member institution need to undergo a review period for RDA after training and beginning RDA record creation? 
Yes.  A mechanism for providing review of RDA records has been developed.  The structure and how similar it will be to the current NACO review period and independence process will ultimately be determined by the reviewer and reviewee.  However, it is recommended that catalogers undergo at least 3 months of NACO review and submit at least 30 records (of any type) for review.  After the three-month review period, the reviewer can evaluate the reviewee’s progress to determine whether independence from review can be granted.  For more information, visit the PCC RDA Training Materials section of the Catalogers Learning Workshop. 

7.3   My institution wants to join the NACO program. When may we join?
You may join now.  Full RDA training for new participants in the NACO Program is expected to be available in April 2013.  Please contact naco@loc.gov for more information on fulfilling the training requirements for NACO membership.
7.4   My institution wants to participate in the BIBCO or CONSER programs. When may we join?

The BIBCO and CONSER programs will resume training for new members later in 2013.  In the meantime, prospective members can meet BIBCO and CONSER program membership pre-requisites by gaining RDA descriptive cataloging skills and by undergoing RDA NACO training.  Although current BIBCO and CONSER members using AACR2 for bibliographic records may continue to do so until further notice, the programs are focusing training efforts toward the implementation of RDA.  Please contact bibcomail@loc.gov or conser@loc.gov if you are interested in joining the BIBCO or CONSER programs.
7.5  My institution is planning to join SACO soon.  Is there any reason to wait until after the RDA implementation?

No.  At this time, SACO membership and policies are unaffected by RDA implementation.
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I have more questions...

Where can I get help using the RDA Toolkit?
The Toolkit offers information in its FAQ, including “Training and Support.”   LC also offers guidance in Using the RDA Toolkit [Word: 36 p., 867 KB]

How can I become more involved in the process of PCC RDA implementation?
Send a message indicating details of your interest to coop@loc.gov
Who can I ask if my PCC member institution has an RDA question?

This FAQ will regularly be updated.  If you discover the need for additions or revisions to this FAQ, please write to coop@loc.gov .  Questions about the application of RDA can be submitted to LC via LChelp4rda@loc.gov; questions related to PCC RDA policy should sent to coop@loc.gov. 
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