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Special thanks to … 

 Gary Strawn, Northwestern University 

Most of what is presented today is based in 

some way on information provided by Gary 
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Overview 

 A little background on how we got here 

 Categorization of the LC/NACO Authority File 

 “Acceptable” records   

 Phase 1 

 Phase 1.5 

 Phase 2 

 Phase 3? 
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US RDA Test and LC/NACO 

 Challenges of the test environment (2010) 

Several NACO libraries involved in the test 

Desire to test authorities, but not disrupt the 
file for the vast majority of NACO libraries 
 New authority records should be created using 

RDA 

 1XX for existing AACR2 authority records should 
*not* be converted to RDA 

 Reformulate for RDA and record in authority 7XX 
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The rumblings begin … 

 Despite the plan to limit the impact on the 
LC/NACO file, as RDA forms are added to 
AACR2 records, the differences are noted 
 Some differences are known/valid differences 

between AACR2 and RDA 

Many notable differences due only to the amount of 
available information, not because of changes to 
instructions 
 Fuller forms of names, including unused forenames now 

known 

 Dates that weren‟t available earlier are now known 
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Information differences 

 AACR2 Heading 
Presley, Elvis, $d 1937-1977 

 Possible RDA reformulation 
Presley, Elvis, $q (Elvis Aron), $d 1937-1977 

 AACR2 Heading 
Pliny, $c the Elder 

 Possible RDA reformulation 
Pliny, $c the Elder, $d 23-79 

 

 A worthwhile distinction, or acceptable difference? 
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PCC decisions on “acceptable” 

 For personal name dates: 
 Accept the AACR2 form as the RDA acceptable form, even if 

the date is now known 

 The date is still available in the record if needed to break a 
conflict; also add to 046 

 

 For fuller form of name:  
 Accept the AACR2 heading with or without a fuller form in $q as 

the RDA acceptable form 

 Fuller form is still available in the record if needed to break a 
conflict; also add to 378 

 

 No reason to disrupt existing files, and the data is 
available should conflict arise later 
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To the rescue … 

 PCC Task Group on AACR2 & RDA and 
Acceptable Headings Categories (2011; 
Phil Schreur, chair) 

Task group formed because of comments 
made during and after the US RDA Test 

Made recommendations on what constituted 
“acceptable” for RDA, and suggestions on 
how to convert the existing authority file, 
scheduling, etc. 
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Categories of headings  

 Authority records that are probably not 
acceptable under RDA or need a human 
decision (approximately 2.8%) 

 AACR2 authority records that could be made 
RDA acceptable by an automated process 
(approximately 2.1%) 

 AACR2 authority records whose 1XX fields can 
be used under RDA without further modification 
(approximately 95.1%) 
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Issues for PCC Policy Committee 

How to resolve competing issues? 

 Minimizing unnecessary changes 

 Converting a working file being maintained by 

both AACR2 and RDA catalogers 

Charge a follow-on task group 
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From concept to implementation 

 PCC Acceptable Headings Implementation 

Task Group (2012; Gary Strawn, chair) 

Develop detailed specifications of the 

categories of records and recommended 

changes 

Design a strategy for: 

 How many records to update 

 When/how/where to update the records 
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Contribution/Distribution of  

NACO Records 

 NACO nodes: 

British Library 

Library of Congress (master file) 

National Library of Medicine 

OCLC, Inc. 

SkyRiver 
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The Plan 

 Phase 1:  mark all records that are known to be 

(or likely to be) incompatible with RDA 

 Phase 2:  make „mechanical‟ changes to any 

record that meets specific criteria (some recoded 

as RDA, some not) 

 Phase 3:  recode all „acceptable‟ AACR2 records 

as RDA (nearly 8 million)-- DEFERRED  
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A word about transitions … 

 Challenges, especially in a working file that 
needs to be used by those working in different 
standards, and that is growing every day 

 PCC guidelines were changing as well 
 US RDA Test (2010) 

 Post-test/pre-implementation (2011-2012) 

 After Phase 1 but before Phase 2 (2011-2012) 

 Post-day 1 (2013) 
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Phase 1:  the records (not  

RDA ready) 

 Pre-AACR2 records 

 AACR2-compatible records 

 Known conditions that make it likely the record 

should be reviewed by a human before re-

coding to RDA or reformulation 

 Exception: 

 If the record is also a candidate for mechanical 

changes in Phase 2, it was not updated in Phase 1 
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Phase 1: testing/programs 

 Specifications approved by the PCC 

AHITG 

 Programming done by Gary Strawn 

 Testing done on copy of LC‟s master file 

 Review of results by PCC AHITG 

members 
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PCC AHITG Website 
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Example from summary 
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Phase 1: the mechanics 

 30,000 records updated per day (July 30-
August 20, 2012) 

 Updated in LC‟s production database by 
programs developed by Gary Strawn and 
run by David Williamson 

 Distributed daily to NACO nodes 

 Distributed weekly to CDS customers 

 436,943 records updated 
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Phase 1: how to tell it was 

included? 

 667 field (Non-public general note):  

   THIS 1XX FIELD CANNOT BE USED UNDER RDA 
UNTIL THIS RECORD HAS BEEN REVIEWED AND/OR 
UPDATED 

 

 Job of the cataloger: evaluate whether the 1XX is fine 
“as is” or needs to be evaluated 

 No 1XX fields were changed 

 Presence of the 667 does not mean that the 1XX is 
wrong 
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If you *do* need to change 

 the 1XX 

 Reformulate the 1XX following RDA 

 Recode the record to RDA 

 008/10=z 

 040 $e rda 

 Remove the RDA-related 667 

 Make a 4XX for the former 1XX (if allowed by 

NACO normalization rules) 

 May need to address other authority records in a 

hierarchy, name/title, etc. 
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If you *do not* need to change  

the 1XX 

 Recode the record to RDA 

008/10=z 

040 $e rda 

 Remove the RDA-related 667 note 

Please don’t forget to convert to RDA, or 
the next cataloger will have to re-do the 
same intellectual work that you’ve 
already done! 
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Phase 1: Specific categories 

 Conference headings 

 Polyglot and ampersand in $l 

 Some personal names with $c 

 Treaties 

 Music 

$s with „libretto‟ or „text‟ 

$m certain „medium of performance‟  
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Conference Headings 

(Frequency words) 

 Why:  Under AACR2, „frequency‟ words (e.g., 
annual, biennial) were omitted from the name of 
a conference, they are included in RDA  

 How to resolve:  Check to see if there is 
evidence in the record (e.g., 670, 4XX) that a 
word like “Annual” was omitted and needs to be 
restored as part of the preferred name 

 

 
Often it is just fine as is! 
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Conference Headings 

(Acronym/date) 

 Why:  Conferences with an acronym/date 
construction (e.g., ASM 2003) should not have 
the date as part of the preferred name under 
RDA (RDA 11.2.2.11) 

 How to resolve:  Move the date from the 
preferred name ($a) to the date subfield ($d).  If 
only an acronym is left in $a, you probably need 
to add an “other distinguishing characteristic of a 
corporate body” to the preferred name (RDA 
11.7.1.4 and 11.13.1.2), e.g.,  
 111 2 $a ASM (Conference) $d (2003) 
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“Polyglot” in $l (Language) 

 Why: the use of „Polyglot‟ in a language subfield is not 
allowed under RDA; multiple access points are used 
instead 

 How to resolve:  If you can determine all the languages 
that were covered by the polyglot designation, create 
substitute RDA authority records for each needed 
language expression *if they are needed or don’t 
already exist* (they often will) 
 Delete the Polyglot authority record; track its LCCN in $z of the 

remaining records 

 DO NOT re-use the record/LCCN for a different language 
expression 

 If you can’t easily determine all of the languages covered by the 
‘polyglot’ designation, create/use only as many records as needed for 
the resource you’re cataloging and do not delete the Polyglot record 



30 

Two languages used in $l  

(with ampersand) 

 Why: two languages in $l is not allowed under 
RDA; two access points are used instead 

 How to resolve:  Create substitute RDA 
authority records for each needed language 
expression 

 Individual language expressions may already exist! 

 Individual NAR for the original language may not be needed 
per DCM Z1 

 Delete the authority record with the ampersand; track 
its LCCN in $z of any remaining authority records 

 DO NOT re-use the old record/LCCN for a different 
language expression!!! 
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Personal names with $c 

 Why:  AACR2/LCRI allowed for some 
designations as “additions” that RDA does 
not consider part of the name (9.2.2.4), or 
as another element (9.4, 9.6) such as 
“Ph.D.”  

 How to resolve:  determine if the $c is 
valid under RDA, needs to be removed, or 
needs to be reformulated 

 Records using strings in $c that are known to be valid 
under RDA (e.g., Saint) were not flagged for *that* 
reason but may have been flagged for other reasons! 
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Name/title records with $s 

beginning “libretto” or “text” 

 Why:  Evaluate whether the creator has 

been correctly recorded in the authority 

record (e.g., composer vs. librettist)  

 How to resolve:  Follow RDA instructions 

to determine whether the creator/preferred 

title needs to be changed 
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Musical works written for certain 

mediums of performance 

 Why:  AACR2 records with specified text in $m 

(brasses, plucked instruments, keyboard 

instruments, and instrumental ensemble) may 

need review; also, $m with strings, woodwinds, 

or winds are flagged when the preferred title 

does not contain trio, quartet, or quintet 

 How to resolve: Revise the formulation if 

required by RDA instructions 
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Treaties 

 Why:  records for treaties are flagged in order to 

evaluate/validate the choice of jurisdiction used 

in $a (AACR2 „alphabetical‟ order is different 

than RDA‟s „named first‟) 

 How to resolve: If information is available from 

resources, records, citations, references 

sources, evaluate and change the 1XX if 

necessary. 

Soon to be announced: deferral of re-coding to RDA! 
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Exclusions from Phase 1 

 In order to reduce the number of records 

updated by program more than once, if a 

record meeting a Phase 1 condition is 

also a candidate for a mechanical change 

in Phase 2, it was *not* updated in Phase 

1  (no 667) 
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Additional enhancements as  

part of Phase 1 

 Since the record was being updated anyway 

(667), a few supplementary fields were added to 

the record when the information was readily 

accessible to the program 

 046 field for dates of a person 

 378 field for fuller form of name of a person 

 382 (medium of performance), 383 (numeric 

designation), and 384 (key) added for musical works 
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Phase 1.5:  a brief interlude 

 The PCC AHITG identified a small subset of 
records that have 7XX fields with RDA forms 
that needed to be dealt with before the Phase 2 
changes could begin 

 Over 17,000 records were identified, although 
some of these records were kicked out for 
manual treatment 

 After extensive testing by LC and Northwestern 
University, the number of records 
programmatically changed was about 14,700 

 Completed January 2013 
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Phase 2: on to the main 

show--the actual changes! 
 Primary purpose:  update and convert 

(when possible) records that have certain 
predictable characteristics that are 
susceptible to machine manipulation 
Reduces the number of records that 

catalogers have to change individually 

 Primary difference:  unlike phase 1, 1XX, 
4XX, and 5XX fields will actually be 
changed in phase 2; references will be 
added for former forms (when applicable) 
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Phase 2: the mechanics 

 30,000 records updated per day (March 
2013) 

 Updated in LC‟s Voyager database by 
programs developed and tested by the 
Task Group 

 Distributed daily to other NACO nodes 

 Distributed weekly to CDS customers 

 

 371,942 authority records updated! 
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Testing– Gary‟s record viewer 
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Phase 2: specific categories 

 Expanding/replacing certain abbreviations 

 Major changes for certain sacred texts 

(Bible, Koran) 

 Change from violoncello to cello 

 Selections as a conventional collective title 

 Conversion of some X00 $c 
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Phase 2: abbreviations 

 The abbreviations arr., acc., and unacc. in 
authorized and variant access points were 
replaced by the full form of the word 

 The abbreviation Dept. were expanded 
(not really an RDA change!) 

  Replacement of certain abbreviations 
(such as b., d., ca., cent., fl., Jan., Feb.) 
with a term or hyphen as appropriate 

REMEMBER:  Some abbreviations are still perfectly valid, 
such as abbreviations for states and other jurisdictions!!! 
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Phase 2: sacred works 

 Elimination of O.T. and N.T. when used to 

name individual books of the Bible, and 

some groups of books 

 Spelling out of O.T. and N.T. when still 

needed for the testament alone  

 Conversion to the more commonly found 

form of Koran (Qurʼan) 
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Phase 2: violoncello 

 Violoncello, when used as a conventional 

collective title or as a medium of 

performance will be converted to cello 

Note: LCSH authority records also being 

converted separately from the Phase 2 activity 
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Phase 2: selections 

 Conversion of the conventional collective 

title “Selections” to “Works. Selections” 

Selections still valid as the preferred title for 

the part of the work in $k (after another title or 

conventional collective title) 
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Phase 2: X00 $c conversions 

 When a text string used in $c can be 
identified as another explicit element (e.g., 
Profession or Occupation), the heading 
was reformulated 

 

Blow, Jane, $c pianist 
 becomes 

Blow, Jane $c (Pianist) 
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Examples of Phase 2 conversions 

 Miles, Linda, $d 1947 January 3- 

 Priscian, $d active approximately 500-530. $t De laude 
Anastasii Imperatoris 

 Report (Western Australia. Department of Environmental 
Protection) 

 Longfellow, Henry Wadsworth, $d 1807-1882. $t Works. 
$k Selections 

 Bible. $p New Testament. $l English. $s New 
International Reader‟s 

 Emery, James $c (Guitarist). $t Pursuit of happiness 
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Additional enhancements in  

Phase 2 

 For records that were updated, a few 
supplementary fields were added to the record 
when the information was readily accessible to 
the program 
 046 field for dates of a person 

 370, 377, 378 fields, as information was available 

 382 (medium of performance), 383 (numeric 
designation), and 384 (key) added for musical works 

 510 for hierarchical superior 
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Things to keep in mind 

 For some records, the only change was to 
a 4XX or 5XX (1XX not changed) 

 Not all records were converted to RDA– 
mechanical changes were made, but 
Phase 1 667 fields were added where 
applicable (e.g., pre-AACR2 records) 

 No miracles happened– if data was bad 
before, it may still be bad 
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Phase 3? 

 Ongoing discussions with PCC Policy 

Committee and others as to whether/when 

to address the other 95%  

 Stay tuned 

 

 NACO catalogers encouraged to convert 

manually (macros may be available to 

make it easier) 
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Many thanks 

 Phil Schreur, Stanford 

 Diane Boehr, NLM 

 Robert Bremer, OCLC 

 Ana Cristán, LC 

 Paul Frank, LC 

 Chamya Kincy, UCLA 

 John Wright, BYU 

 Gary Strawn, Northwestern 

 David Williamson, LC 

 

 
 

 Karen Anderson, Backstage Library 
Works 

 Vicki Breuck, State Library of North 
Carolina 

 Ryan Finnerty, UCSD 

 Miloche Kottman, Univ. of Kansas 

 Nancy Lorimer, Stanford 

 Jennifer Marquardt, Univ. of 
Georgia 

 Mary Mastraccio, MARCIVE 

 Robert Maxwell, BYU 

 Jeremy Myntti, Univ. of Utah 

 Nancy Sack, Univ. of Hawaii 

 Helen Schmierer, retired 

 Pat Williams, Univ. of Chicago 

 Jia Xu, Univ. of Iowa 

That cooperative spirit 

still sparks! 
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Links of interest 

 PCC Task Group on AACR2 & RDA Acceptable Heading Categories 

(final report August 2011) 

 http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/rda/RDA%20Task%20groups%20and%20charges/R

eport%20of%20the%20Task%20Group%20on%20AACR2%20&%20RDA%20Ac

ceptable%20Headings-1.docx 

 PCC Acceptable Headings Implementation Task Group  

 http://files.library.northwestern.edu/public/pccahitg/ 

 Summary of Programmatic Changes to the LC/NACO Authority File: 

What LC-PCC RDA Catalogers Need to Know 

 http://www.loc.gov/aba/rda/pdf/lcnaf_rdaphase.pdf 

 Modifying the LC/NACO file, phase 2 (Presentation by Gary Strawn for 

PCC Meeting at ALA Midwinter 2013) 

 http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/documents/LC-NACO-File-Strawn.ppt 

 Changes to Headings in the LC Catalog to Accommodate RDA  

 http://www.loc.gov/aba/rda/pdf/rdaheadingchanges.pdf  

 

 

http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/rda/RDA Task groups and charges/Report of the Task Group on AACR2 & RDA Acceptable Headings-1.docx
http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/rda/RDA Task groups and charges/Report of the Task Group on AACR2 & RDA Acceptable Headings-1.docx
http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/rda/RDA Task groups and charges/Report of the Task Group on AACR2 & RDA Acceptable Headings-1.docx
http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/rda/RDA Task groups and charges/Report of the Task Group on AACR2 & RDA Acceptable Headings-1.docx
http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/rda/RDA Task groups and charges/Report of the Task Group on AACR2 & RDA Acceptable Headings-1.docx
http://files.library.northwestern.edu/public/pccahitg/
http://www.loc.gov/aba/rda/pdf/lcnaf_rdaphase.pdf
http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/documents/LC-NACO-File-Strawn.ppt
http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/documents/LC-NACO-File-Strawn.ppt
http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/documents/LC-NACO-File-Strawn.ppt
http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/documents/LC-NACO-File-Strawn.ppt
http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/documents/LC-NACO-File-Strawn.ppt
http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/documents/LC-NACO-File-Strawn.ppt
http://www.loc.gov/aba/pcc/documents/LC-NACO-File-Strawn.ppt
http://www.loc.gov/aba/rda/pdf/rdaheadingchanges.pdf


53 

Thanks! 

 Dave Reser 

dres@loc.gov 


