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Institutions) study group and it was
published by K.G. Sauer in 1998. But
it is also available on the web at: http:/
/www.ifla.org/VII/s 13/frbr/frbr.htm or
http://www.ifla.org/VII/s 13/frbr/
frbr.pdf IFLA is now monitoring the
evolution and use of FRBR. To put it
as simply as possible, FRBR deals
with entitities, relationships, and
attributes. Within the category of
entities, there are three groups:
" Group 1: Products of intellectual
and artistic endeavor (work,
expression, manifestation, item)
" Group 2: Those responsible for the
intellectual and artistic content
(person, corporate body)
" Group 3: Subjects of works (groups
1 & 2 plus concept, object, event,
place)
The various charts contained in Dr.
Tillett's slides illustrate these groups
best. In group 1, a "work" is an abstract
entity, an idea in the creator's head. It
is realized through an "expression,"
which can be described as an
interpretation or realization of that
work. A "manifestation" is a physical
embodiment of that work or
expression, and could be thought of as
being at the copy level of a title. And
an "item" is an exemplification of that
manifestation, for example, one piece
of a multi-volume title. The classic
example that I first saw of FRBR used
"Gone With the Wind" (GWTW).
There is the original idea for the novel
(work), which is realized through the
original text, a translation, or a critical
edition (different expressions). At the
manifestation level, there can be the
original print work, a PDF version, and
an HTML version. And finally, at the
item level, there can be one print copy
as distinguished from a different print
copy.
This illustrates how the FBRB model
focuses in on the relationships
inherent to the entities. Dr. Tillett
advised that we think of works as being
in families, such as in the GWTW
example. The FRBR model then can
be used to improve online catalog
displays, thereby serving as a tool to
help us think about how to serve our

users better. The bottom line reverts
to the timeless Cutter's Objectives of
the Catalog: finding and collocating.
FRBR is especially interesting when
applied to musical works and
expressions. Dr. Tillett offered the
statistic that in a sample of the OCLC
database, it was estimated that less than
20% of the records in it have more than
one manifestation per work. Her
slides show some different scenarios
and some "FRBR-ized" records. Dr.
Tillett also touched upon FRANAR
(Functional Requirements and
Numbering of Authority Records),
which is sort of an extension to the
FRBR model that brings in the
essential aspect of authority control.
But that's a topic for another whole
program, hopefully coming soon to an
AALL Annual Meeting.
Mr. Chachra next showed the
implementation of FRBR as included

in release 41 of VTLS' Virtua local
system. In that release, libraries have
the choice to implement FRBR
completely, ignore it altogether, or
have a mix of some records with FRBR
applied and some without. Mr.
Chachra described the examples
available at the VTLS website. The
implementation utilizes a tree
structure to show the relationships
between records in the Group 1
category:
work,
expression,
manifestation, and item. Different
labeled levels display via a split screen
method in Virtua. On the staff side, it
is a split between the top and bottom
of the screen and in the webPAC, it is
side by side. A work is cataloged once
and then it appears in multiple trees,
making use of the 001 and 004 MARC
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tags to establish the links between
related records. The linking is done
automatically and recursively.
The rules-based validation routines
built into the Virtua system can be
changed by each library. Records can
be "FRBR-ized" individually or in
batches as added or they can be mapped
retrospectively. Records that need to
be shared in some way with another
library or libraries can also be "unFRBR-ized" for that purpose.
According to Mr. Chachra, there were
some accidental benefits that became
apparent. Library users that are not
fussy about what expression they
receive of a work can place a hold at a
higher level, thus perhaps expediting
the process of receiving some version
of that work. European libraries are
also very pleased at the way FRBR
groups titles in multiple languages.
Mr. Chachra expressed one of the
many benefits of FRBR as being the
reduction of the cataloging workload.
While that perhaps could be true
further down the road, I suspect it
would be a little way out considering
the major adjustment implementing
FRBR would represent in the shorter
term.
"What Can FRBR Do for You?" was the
title of Glenn Patton's portion of the
program. He characterized FRBR as
an opportunity to reacquaint ourselves
with the history of cataloging and he
spent some time discussing Cutter's
Objectives (1876) and the Paris
Principles (1961). While FRBR is
viewed as a radical change, Mr. Patton
reminded us that it is really just new
vocabulary applied to the familiar
concepts of finding and collocating.
When we moved to online catalogs,
there was a lot gained in terms of
keyword access to more of the
bibliographic record and integrated
authority control. But some navigation
tools that were present in the card
catalog were also lost, namely guide
cards and the ease of scanning through
large sets of cards quickly.
Relationships can currently be made
in our catalogs through the use of
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