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What is different in an FRBR environment?

The catalogue is no longer seen as just a sequence of  “monolithic” bibliographic records, ordered according to strict rules, or a replica of the traditional card catalogue in a computer, but actually as a network of connected data. The relationships, introduced in the model, represent the fundamental difference., because they enable the navigation within the catalogue and in the whole bibliographic universe.

It was noted that, in order to promote the FRBR model, also examples outside the humanities should be use in presentations. The model is relevant to all kinds of publications regardless of the topic and including electronic publications  

How should we implement the FRBR theoretical model?

Because of the wealth of relationships, the model itself if very appropriate for browsing or information discovery function, which could be best described as following the links as they appear on the screen. In that way the end-user may find unexpected references in our catalogue  which may prove to be of interest  Browsing the catalogue will therefore look like surfing the Web.

We had a demonstration of the Aura system from a software vendor from Finland, but unfortunately it appeared to us that this system, though valuable per se, only consists of an enhancement of linking devices in a traditional MARC record. We therefore cannot consider that this system would allow us to create a database that would take advantage of all the potential functionalities of FRBR. The system is still in development, so we can expect that additional features will be added.

There is more to expect from future developments of RDF: if RDF is to take off, then we might well take advantage, in the context of FRBR implementation, of those general tools that will be developed for RDF. We must therefore be aware of what’s happening there.

How should we display “FRBR records”?

We had some discussion on how we should display the complexity of relations involved in such a data network. By “FRBR record”, we mean a record that is structured according to the principles of the 4 levels defined in FRBR and that is likely to have all the relations to other entities (and perhaps even more)  that are defined in FRBR.

It was agreed that we should avoid any explicit use of the FRBR concept or terminology (“work”, “expression”, “manifestation”, etc.) when we display the results of an end-user’s query. The terminology of FRBR is not intuitive enough.   

On the other hand   neither the structure of the model nor its terminology should be hidden from cataloguers in the cataloguing module. They should be able to use the model conciously

In order to determine the details of future navigation in an “FRBR catalogue”, we should use a methodology based on graphs (if e.g. a record for a person is being displayed, what do we expect in the next screen, in a given context, then in another context, etc.). These graphs may prove to be useful tools to visualise the FRBR structure and relationships.

There is no experience or expertise in designing the display of complicated multidimensional network of data, therefore more prototyping is needed. 

How to manage the transition from existing catalogues?

When new systems will be developed, the data from existing ‘traditional’ catalogues will have to be included as well. 

There are at least two current experimentations aiming at a migration of “traditional MARC records” into a “FRBR catalogue”: VisualCat in Denmark, and joint FRBR/MARC project in Norway and Finland. The goal of both is the design of algorithms for automatic creation of records for the four levels and relationships of related records (e.g. identifying that two expressions are derived from the same work). Both experiments so far  prove that it is possible to ‘excavate’ FRBR data elements from a MARC record, though at the price of some loss in precision and accuracy in the resulting “FRBR records”.

Although most cataloguers now seem reluctant to accept the FRBR model as a working environment, we can expect that once they have the new tools available, they will get used to them. It has to be stressed, though, that curricula of library schools should include FRBR (which is also an official IFLA recommendation).  

What is to be undertaken now?

More than ever, we urgently need some prototyping. Developers are encouraged to cooperate with the library community in the development of new tools. We believe that ELAG could be an appropriate forum for that.

We also need to have more crosswalks between different MARC formats and FRBR, in order to value different migration scenarios according to the source format of migrating records. In particular a list of FRBR relations and appropriate UNIMARC fields should be created.
