Frequently Asked Questions about LC’s US RDA Test Records

#1.  How do I record the LC core element copyright date (RDA 2.11) for an incomplete multipart monograph or a serial that is still being published?

Answer:  Due to the challenges of recording copyright dates in MARC to yield understandable displays for these resources, the LC policy for the additional core element of copyright date has changed:  record the copyright date as an LC core element only for single-part monographs.

#1a.  If the bibliographic record for a single-part monograph has both a publication date and a copyright date in MARC 260 subfield $c, what information do I give in 008/06-14?

Answer:  For a single-part monograph, give value “t” in 008/06, the publication date in 008/07-10, and the copyright date in 008/11-14.

#2.  If the compilation contains reproductions of works not published together as an earlier edition of the compilation, should there be 775/776 fields for each work?

Answer:  No, do not give 775/776 fields for the separate works.  You can give a bibliographic history note about the individual works if you think that information would be helpful to the user.

#3.  If the reproduction is a facsimile of a manuscript, what should I do if I cannot easily find information about the original for a 775/776 field?


Answer:  Give a bibliographic history note with the information you have.

#4.  In the NAR 370 field (associated place), how should a place be given?

Answer:  Give the RDA form it would have as an addition to an authorized access point.  If the place is not yet represented by an authority record in the LC/NAF, create an authority record.  Do not use subfield $2 in the 370 field.
#5.  What language should be used for terms other than proper nouns given in NAR fields 372-376, 380-384 and should the terms be capitalized?

Answer:  Use English-language terms.  Capitalizing the first word in each term in these fields is cataloger’s judgment.  (Remember that the first word must be capitalized if the term is included in an authorized access point.)

#6.  What is the appropriate relationship designator for a simultaneously published resource?

Answer:  RDA Appendix J doesn’t have a general "equivalent expression" relationship designator to use with a MARC 787 field.   So, instead, give a note about the bibliographic history in a MARC 500 field.


100 1# $a Mount, Harry, $d 1971- $e author.


240 1# $a Amo, amas, amat--and all that


245 10 $a Carpe diem : $b put a little Latin in your life / $c Harry Mount.


250 ## $a First edition.


260 ## $a New York : $b Hyperion, $c 2007, ©2007.


300 ## $a viii, 259 pages : $b illustrations ; $c 20 cm


336 ## $a text $2 rdacontent


337 ## $a unmediated $2 rdamedia


338 ## $a volume $2 rdacarrier

500 ## $a Simultaneously published : Amo, amas, amat--and all that. London : Short, 2006.


#7.  Whole-part relationships is a core element for LC.  Does that mean I have to give a contents note for every compilation?


Answer:  Yes, give a contents note unless

a)  all the works in the compilation are listed as part of the non-collective title in the 245 field;

b)  all the works in the compilation are represented by analytical authorized access points in 7XX fields;

c)  the content note would be SO LONG it would be burdensome to input that much information.

#8.  RDA 6.2.2.4 says “For works created after 1500, choose as the preferred title the title in the original language by which the work has become known through use in resources embodying the work or in reference sources.”  RDA 6.2.2.10 says to use a conventional collective title for two categories of compilations by a single creator.  What do I do if the compilation has become well known by a specific title (e.g., Whitman’s Leaves of Grass)?

Answer:  If the compilation has become known by a title, do not use a conventional collective title.  The first paragraph of RDA 6.2.2.10 will be revised to resolve the conflict between the two instructions.  Likely wording for this revised paragraph:   

“If a compilation of works has become known by a title through use in resources embodying that compilation or in reference sources, apply the instructions given under 6.2.2.4-6.2.2.5.  For other compilations, record the preferred title for a compilation of works applying the instructions given under 6.2.2.10.1-6.2.2.10.3, as applicable.”

#9.  Must I give an analytical access point for the first/principal work manifested (RDA 17.8) or first/principal expression manifested (RDA 17.10) in the bibliographic record for every compilation?

Answer:   For compilations of works, give an analytical authorized access point for the predominant or first work in the compilation when it represents a substantial part of the resource.   Disregard contributions such as a preface or introductory chapter.  Generally, do not apply this core element to anthologies of poetry, conference proceedings, journals, collections of interviews or letters, and similar resources.

#10.  Is a date associated with a corporate body (RDA 11.4) really an RDA core element for all corporate bodies, not just for conferences?

Answer:  Yes, if the date of establishment or the date of termination for a non-conference corporate body is readily available, include the date(s) in the authority record 670 field or 046 subfields $s and and/or $t even if the date isn’t included in the 110 field to break a conflict with the authorized access point for another corporate body.  

#11.  If I’m updating an RDA authority record, in the 040 field do I put the “$d DLC” before or after “$e rda”?

Answer:  The order of the subfields doesn’t matter during the Test.  (LC and NACO members may decide on a preferred practice in the future if RDA is implemented.)
#12.   If I’ve decided that a family is a creator (MARC 100) or a contributor (MARC 700) and the resource is also about that family, do I use the RDA form for the family in the MARC 600 field?

Answer:  No, LC’s policies for families as subject headings haven’t changed.  The MARC 600 field will be a general heading created according to the guidelines in Subject Heading Manual H1631; the RDA authorized access point in the MARC 100/700 field will be for a specific family.  Examples of the two forms in a bibliographic record are shown below.
[RDA]     100 3# $a Smythe (Family : $d 1745-1995 : $c Providence, R.I.)

[LCSH]   600 30 $a Smith family.


#12a.  How will other catalogers know not to use the RDA form as a subject heading?
Answer:  Include a 667 field in the RDA authority record for the specific family:

667 ## $a SUBJECT USAGE:  This heading is not valid for use as a subject; use a family name heading from LCSH.

#13.   RDA has instructions for recording dates of birth, death and period of activity (9.3, Date associated with a person) that I can use to add $d to a 100 field. If I also want to record these dates in the authority 046 field, the MARC 21 documentation says to record the date using ISO 8601, or to specify another date standard in $2.  When do I use ISO 8601 versus another format, and how do I record some of the specialized dates in RDA?

Answer:  Some dates can be coded easily using ISO 8601 using the appropriate subfield of optional field 046, but others need a specialized standard such as the Extended Date/Time Format (EDTF)—here are typical examples of each:

	RDA dates in ISO 8601 date scheme (no need to provide a source in $2)

	Category
	RDA presentation
	ISO 8601 coding in 046

	Single year
	1964
	1964

	Year/Month/Day
	1964 June 27
	19640627

	Early A.D. date
	65 A.D.
	0065

	B.C. date
	361 B.C.
	-0360 (note there is a difference of one because the B.C. system has no year zero)

	Century
	20th century
	19


	RDA dates in EDTF date scheme (provide ‘edtf’ in  046 $2)

	Category
	RDA presentation
	EDTF coding in 046

	Probable date
	1816?
	1816?

	Approximate date
	Approximately 931
	0931~

	Known to be one of two years
	1666 or 1667
	[1666,1667]
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