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Guidance for front-line cataloger
• guidance depends on the cataloging community

• RDA (and the RDA Steering Committee) provide the element set, the full set of 
instructions with many, many options

• a cataloging community makes the choices that suit its particular context

• a cataloging community creates documents that contain this guidance

• many different approaches to providing guidance for one’s community
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Recording decisions
• implementation requires a set of decisions 

• many different types of documentation are possible –

policy statements 

application profiles

templates

manuals

documents within the RDA Toolkit or external to the Toolkit
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Guidance documents in Toolkit
Policy statements 

• highly visible

• can display alongside the 
RDA instruction

• limit to how many can be 
included in the RDA Toolkit
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RDA Toolkit 56.89.99.63

https://access.rdatoolkit.org/en-US_ala-26b84eaa-054e-3c8c-8933-8760b9b2046f/div_f1w_hjj_cmb


Also in RDA 
Toolkit
Community resources 
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https://access.rdatoolkit.org/en-US_topic_gmj_4yb_4mb


Other guidance documents in Toolkit
“Documents” (visible when logged in):

6 possible categories of documents:

application profiles

local policy

map

quick reference

training material

workflow + 4 levels of sharing – private/local/global/public

6



Possible to have a mixed approach
External documentation as a supplement to internal documentation

• Library of Congress and the Program for Cooperative Cataloging have prepared 
policy statements published in RDA Toolkit

• LC-PCC also preparing Metadata Guidance Documents (MGDs) – external 
documents

• MGDs to be used with RDA Toolkit and the policy statements

• LC-PCC has policy statements in both original and official RDA Toolkit
• new structure of RDA Toolkit allows side by side view of instruction and policy statement

• but some of the original PS were very lengthy and included examples

• content from lengthy policy statements in the original RDA Toolkit were moved to MGDs

• plus other added details and examples, encoded using MARC 21 and Bibframe
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For example, 
LC-PCC
MGD date of 
publication not 
identified
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https://www.loc.gov/aba/rda/mgd/manifestation/mg-m-dateOfPublication-01.pdf


RDA application profiles

• a set of data elements and guidelines for a recording data about a particular 

entity, a particular type of resource, etc.

• guidelines can be very detailed or very brief

• may vary according to technological environment (MARC or Bibframe)

• can be included in RDA Toolkit as a “document” or could be stored outside the 

Toolkit

• can be used alone or further elaborated with policy statements

• one community can have as many application profiles as they need 
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Application 
profiles 

Not new – same 
principle as BIBCO 
metadata application 
profiles
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Application profiles
Guidance within the RDA Toolkit:

11

https://access.rdatoolkit.org/en-US_ala-591ca278-2807-399b-9530-6b44171e6ccc


Different styles of application profiles

• different levels of detail

narrative or a table

• different levels of granularity

by entity, by data element, by type of material, etc.
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Simple table 

contributed by 
Universitat de les Illes 
Balears
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https://access.rdatoolkit.org/Document/Document?documentId=ec7910ff-ee1b-4f73-9cfb-676d31f3b995


A sample table
from Kathy Glennan’s presentation in 2021, Getting ready to use the new RDA 
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http://www.rda-rsc.org/sites/all/files/Glennan%20Getting%20ready%20to%20use%20RDA%20RAILS%20Nov%202021.pdf


Simple table using Xcel 

Melissa Parent 2021 webinar on Application Profiles

Toolkit label                                 Curie         domain     range     M, MA, O        Repeatability    Recording method      VES 
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http://www.rda-rsc.org/node/654


A more detailed 
table

an example from Kate 
James’ presentation in 
2021 (slide 39)
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http://www.rda-rsc.org/sites/all/files/James%20New%20Normal%20CLA%20May%202021.pdf


Narrative and 
detailed 

example from Kate 
James’ RDA Lab Series, 
Manifestations AP 1
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https://access.rdatoolkit.org/Document/Document?documentId=68983e25-6c90-4573-93dc-4c144ad70aad


An application profile (AP) …
• specify the entities and elements that should be used

• minimum and maximum number of times an element can be used

• mandatory or not

• the recording method to be used for each element

• if transcribing, which type of transcription guidelines

• the vocabulary encoding scheme to be used when using structured description 
or identifier as the recording method

• the string encoding scheme to be used when using structured description as the 
recording method
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Application profile → well-formed RDA
• application profile – like a map 

• specifies what one needs for a well-formed set of metadata statements

• requirements may vary according to the implementation scenario, context, etc.

• well-formed → 

quality assurance

following the principles and data structure of the standard

respecting the RDA ontology

in line with RDA instructions and guidance
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Application profiles
• use an application profile prepared by a respected policy maker, like LC-PCC, 
OLAC, etc. 

• policy makers have determined that the application profile will produce well-
formed RDA

• efficient and produces data that should be easily interoperable with other well-
formed RDA data

20



Application profiles and the future
• most front-line catalogers will follow the application profiles approved by their 
institution or network

• application profiles can be RDA only or RDA plus encoding instructions

• opportunity for policy leaders to guide community forwards

→ keep status quo or start reorienting for the future? 

for example, LC-PCC MGDs include both MARC 21 and Bibframe examples
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from LC-PCC 
MGD for carrier 
type
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https://www.loc.gov/aba/rda/mgd/manifestation/mg-m-carrierType-01.pdf


Application profiles and the future
• but LC-PCC policy statements not ready to implement parts of official RDA

for example, representative expression elements

extension plan (+ new understanding of mode of issuance)

using IRIs

work manifested

• held back by limitations of MARC 21 

• complicated to record according to RDA but encode in MARC 21
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Imagine the future …
A day when you no longer need RDA  ↔MARC 21 mappings

A day when you simply enter data one RDA element at a time … 

RIMMF 4 to visualize this future

a visualization tool, a training tool, a prototype for future interfaces
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