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Since the initial release of RDA, Chapter 23 has been a placeholder for instructions on 
the subject relationship that would be developed later.  With the April 2015 update to 
RDA, you will now find some general instructions about recording subject 
relationships, including using relationship designators.
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FRBR Group 1 entities are work, expression, manifestation, and item (WEMI). They 
represent the products of intellectual or artistic endeavor.
FRBR Group 2 entities are person, family and corporate body, responsible for the 
custodianship of Group 1’s intellectual or artistic endeavor.
FRBR Group 3 entities are subjects of Group 1 or Group 2’s intellectual endeavor, and 
include concepts, objects, events, places.

Chapter 23 and Appendix M dealing with subject relationships and relationship 

designators for subjects are new with the April 2015 update to RDA.
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PCC “hybrid record” guidelines tell catalogers to “Feel free to add approved RDA 
relationship designators to any access points.”  The language in each of the guidelines 
is a little different but the intent is the same.

PCC Guidelines for Enhancing & Editing non-RDA Monograph Records: Feel free to 
add approved RDA relationship designators to any access points. Do not remove any 
existing $e, $j, or $4 subfields.  Feel free to add $e, $j, or $4 as long as the term/code 
comes from a controlled vocabulary (RDA, MARC, etc.). 

PCC Guidelines for Enhancing & Editing non-RDA Serial Records: Feel free to add 
approved RDA relationship designators to any access points if desired. Do not remove 
any existing $e, $j, or $4 subfields.  Feel free to add $e $j, or $4 as long as the 
term/code comes from a controlled vocabulary (RDA,MARC, etc.).

Guidelines for Creating a Hybrid Record from a pre-RDA Record (Integrating 
resources): Feel free to add approved RDA relationship designators to any access 
points if desired. 
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CONSER Cataloging Manual 
14.1.3: Although $i relationship information is defined for MARC 21 Bibliographic 780 
and 785 fields, CONSER participants do not include $i relationship designators in 
these fields at this time.
14.1.6: Linking entry fields (other than 780 and 785) can generate relationship 
designators using display text in $i instead of the display constant when the field 
indicators are “08” (“generate a note, no display constant generated”). … Relationship 
designators generated from linking entry fields with display text in subfield $i can be 
used in lieu of 530 and 580 fields in many instances. The PCC Policy Committee’s 
Relationship Designators in Bibliographic Records guideline 14 states: “If a cataloger 
wishes to indicate a known relationship to a known resource, and the $i relationship 
information subfield is defined for the MARC 7XX field being used, provide a 
relationship designator.” CONSER participants prefer use of this technique whenever 
possible. 
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The third set of guidelines on authority records is still in a draft form.  In this 

session we are only going to talk about bibliographic records.
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Screen shot of the first page of the PCC Guidelines for the Application of Relationship 
Designators in Bibliographic Records.  This serves as a stand-alone document giving 
general guidance for catalogers beginning to apply relationship designators in their 
cataloging. The Guidelines assume an understanding of the appropriate RDA 
instructions and LC-PCC Policy Statements as well as the MARC 21 Bibliographic 
Format.
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The Training Manual is intended to provide additional guidance in applying the 
Guidelines, by giving additional examples to illustrate each of the guidelines.
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Key points of the PCC Guidelines on Relationship Designators

The second indicator value of 2 in 7XX implies an analytical added entry, that 

is, that a resource includes whatever is referenced in the field.  The 776 field is 

defined as additional physical form linking entry.  In both cases, the PCC 

guidelines tell us to use a relationship designator even though the MARC field 

already implies a relationship.

Note: “Print version” and “Online version” are not in RDA, but they are allowed 

by PCC.
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PCC participants may use a web form to propose new relationship 

designators.  Non-PCC libraries may send proposals directly to the ALA 

representative to the Joint Steering Committee for Development of RDA.
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Screenshot from the MARC Code List for Relators.  There are numerous terms on this 
list that are not in RDA.  There are also different terms for the same role, e.g. 
“cinematographer” on the MARC relator term list is “director of photography” in RDA 
Appendix I.  Prefer RDA relationship designators over MARC relator terms.

If a relationship designator is not found in RDA, you may use terms found on other 
lists, such as this one.
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Key points of the PCC Guidelines on Relationship Designators
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Key points of the PCC Guidelines on Relationship Designators

When MARC subfield $i for a relationship designator is used in a bibliographic 

record, give it as the first subfield, capitalize the first word in the designator, 

and end the subfield with a colon.
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Key points of the PCC Guidelines on Relationship Designators
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The relationship designator definitions should be applied to the related 
work/expression/manifestation/item, not the resource that is being described in the 
main part of the bibliographic record (the 245, 264, 300, etc.).
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First record: The relationship designator “contains (work)” was changed in April 2014 
to “container of (work)”.  All of the designators in this record should be updated.  In 
addition, there are also errors in the third, fourth, and sixth designators: these are 
access points for expressions, not works.  The relationship designators for these 
access points should be corrected to “Container of (expression)”

Second record: “editor of compilation” is obsolete and should be changed to “editor”.  
The punctuation is also incorrect: in the first 700 there shouldn’t be a comma after 
the open-ended date, and in the second 700 the period should be a comma.

Third record: In the second 700 the periods between the designators should be 
commas.  In the third and fourth 700s there should not be commas after the date.  In 
the fifth 700, the first word of the designator should be capitalized and there should 
be a colon at the end of it.
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Some sample terms found in the MARC Code List for Relator that may be useful for 
the exercises.
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