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A Summary of the Treatment of
Bibliographic Relationships in _\
Cataloging Rules
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History has shown no rationale and little consistency in how we relS;e
bibliographic entities. An analytical study was conducted to examine the
cataloging roles through the Anglo-American Cataloguing Rules, 2d ed., to
reoeal practices [or indicating bibliographic relationships in catalog records,
and to identify types of relationships. Each type ofbibliographic relatianship
has had severallinking devices used to cannect bibliographic entities. rhe
technology acatlable to create and maintain a catalog has greatly influenced
the types of linking devices included in the catalog and prescribed in cata-
loging roles.

Barbara B. Tillett

1n designing future computerized library
systems, it would be very helpful to have a
conceptual model to guide our efforts.
One part of that model would be the vari-
ous relationships we want to express,
including bíblíographíc relationships,
access point relationships, ete.

With regard to bibliographie relatíon-
shíps, history has shown no rationale and
little consisteney in how we relate bíblío-
graphie entities. A review of cataloging
roles sinee 1841 reveals differing methods
and devices used over the years to show
bibliographie relationships, but also
reveals a laek of any theoretical rationale
for the deviees preseribed. Cataloging
rules ehange with ehanging technologíes
and pressures of traditions in large librar-
ies, sueh as the introduetion of filing titles

when eard eatalogs carne into vogue and
the disappearanee of dashed-on notes with
the introduetion of maehine-readable bíb-
liographic reeords. Perhaps we should now
work toward a more theoretieal approaeh.

METHODOLOGY

In the mid-1980s an analytical study was
eonducted to examine the cataloging roles
through the Angla-American Cataloguing
Rules, 2d ed. (f\ACR2) to reveal practiees
for indicating bibliographie relationships
in eataloging records and to identify types
of relationships.! Consideration was given
to both the historie rationale and the future
importanee of expressing bibliographie
relationships in catalogs.

An effort was made to identify all major
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cataloging codes and sets of roles used in
the United States. Panizzis roles were also
included, since they have been acknowl-
edged as the basis for cataloging codes
used in the United States. From the codes
and roles identified, twenty-four principal
cataloging codes were selected for review.
Codes with well-recognized influence on
cataloging at both the Líbrary of Congress
(LC) and major libraries in the United
States were preferred. For codes covering
only seríals, Píerson's Cuide to the Cata-
loguing of the Serial Publications of Sacie-
ties and Institutions, seeond edítíon, was
selected to represent serials catalogíng at
LC. The codes that were analyzed are
listed in appendix A.

The glossaries of the various cataloging
codes were inspected, along wíth the ALA
Clossaríes.f to further identify types ofbíb-
líographíc items and types of linking
devices. The ALA Glossaries províded
additional terms for bibliographic items
not explícítly mentioned in the cedes,
terms that preved useful in developing the
taxonomy of relatíonshíps.' Once these
terms for bibliographic items were lísted,
they were examined to determine whether
any natural categories for a taxonomy
might resulto Indeed, the categories ofbíb-
líographíc items províded a vel)' useful
perspective on possíble structures for the
taxonomy. of bi~li.ograpruc re~ationsh~ps. 4

After ídentífyíng categones of bíblío-
graphic items that could be related, cata-
loging codes were analyzed to select roles
pertaining to bíblíographíc relatíonshíps
and linking devices. This was accom-
plished through a chronologícal reading
and annotation of copies of each of the
twenty-four cataloging codes, noting all
roles that mentioned making a link be-
tween bibliographic records or mentioned
relating an item being cataloged to some
other item or larger work.

Catalogíng roles cover a wíde range of
topies pertaining to the description of bíb-
Iíographíc items and catalog entry, Some
roles are specifically about relating items,
such as roles calling for series notes. Some
roles combine relatíonshíp information
with nonrelationship information, such as
roles calling for entry under a speciflc
name and títle with an added entry for a

related ítem's name and title. Some rule
combine several types of relationshipss
such as roles for serials that call for note~
on all types of relatíonshíps wíth other sen,
als. Some roles are not associated with any
bíblíographíc relatíonshíps, such as simple
roles on the measurement of the size of an
item and complex roles on some of the
decisions for authorshíp. The rule review
was complicated by the difTerent styles and
changing víewpoínts of individual catalog-
ing codes, a circumstance that has been
welI observed by others. s The copies of the
roles were híghlíghted in color coding to
flag any mention of specific devices used
to link bíblíographíc records. Then fol-
lowed an analysís of the selected and hígh-
lighted roles to document both the
evolution of the use oflinking devices and
any underlying rationale for their use.
Associated findings from an accompanying
ernpírical study will be presented in the
fourth article of this series.

As a result of identif)'ing types of bíb-
líographíc items and reviewing cataloging
roles dealing with relatíonshíps, the taxon-
omy of bíbltographíc relatíonshíps was cre-
ated, 6 The taxonomy categorizes bíblío-
graphic relatíonshíps as follows:

1. equivalence relationships
2. derívatíve relationships
3. descriptive relationships
4. whole-part (or part-whole) relationships
5. accompanying relationships
6. sequential relationships
7. shared characteristic relationships

Using these categories ofbibliographic
relationships, we see what linking devices
historically have been prescribed by cata-
logíng roles.

EQUIVALENCE REUTIONSffiPS

Equivalence relatíonshíps are those that
hold between exact copies of the same
manifestation of a work, or between an
original work and reproductions of ít, as
long as intellectual content and authorshíp
are preserved. The idea of equivalence is
essentially a mathematical concepto How-
ever, in the mathematical sense, an equiv-
alence relationship is strictly an identity
relationship and could be used for only
exact copies. If we require only intellectual

ACONTIUS KOVER (STEPHANUS), Archbishop of
Sillnia.

Vita S. A. K. postulante equite A. Rap~~el, sc~pt~
Armenice atque Latine. 2 pt. Venetu..f, 182.:>. 8

ACONZIO. Su ACONTIUS.

AyORES. See AZORES.
ACOROMBONI or ACOROMBONUS (HJEROn-

MUS). See ACCOROMBOl'iJUS.

A COSTA. See COSTA.

~

COSTA (CHRISTOVAL).
Tractado de las drogas, y medicinas de las Indias
Orientales, con sus plantas. Burgos, 1578. 4"

Another copy.

The same. Ital.

Another copy.

~ Anotber copy.

Tratado en loor de las mugeres.

ACOSTA (Dt.:ARTE l'iU~EZ DE).

*;,1;
content and authorshíp to be identical,
then the idea of equivalence can be
expanded for our purposes to inelude
reproductions. However, in ~e case ~f
reproductions, we must be certam that nei-
ther the intellectual content nor author-
slúp is altered by the reproduction, for
when that oecurs, the reproduced item is
no longer equivalent, but derivative. Even
alterations of color for motion pictures or
irretrievable changes of scale for rnicro-
filmed maps transform the relationsrup
from equivalence to derívatíve, because
such changes can be said to modify the
intellectual or artistic eontent.l Cense-
quently, equivalence relationsrups exist
only between exact reproductions or cop-
ies of the same work from the same print-
íng, either in the same format or in other
formats, subject to the provísos above.

The catalogíng roles have suggested six
methods using linking devices to indicate
equivalent items in bibliograpruc records:

1. A dash entry for the equivalent item on the
record for the original ítem,

2. A note on the bibliographic record for the

.,.:.,

original item acknowledging the equiva-
lent item;

3. A note on the bibliographic record for the
equivalent item acknowledging the origi-
nal:

4. Notes to link sepárate bibliographic
records Ior the original and related items;

5. The same uniform title heading used in the
records for both the equivalent item and
the original; or

6. A holdings annotation about the equíva-
lent item in the bibliographic record for
the original or on the shelflist for the orig-
inal.

The linking devices of notes and uní-
form titles are used to relate publications
in the bibliographic universe in general,
whereas the linking devices of dash entries
and holdings annotations are used to relate
the particular holdings of a given líbrary,
The thírd article in thís series will describe
the evolutíon of each device.

Equivalence relationships are not spe-
cifically handled in cataloging codes until
1905, although in practice línkíng devices
for equivalence .relationships were used
much earlier. For instance, the 1841 Brit-

Venetia, 1585. 4°

Venetía, 1592. 4·

See KU~EZ.

Figure 1. Example of Indented Forrn, -Another eopy" (from the 1841 British Museum catalogo p.94).
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''''.>. record is made for thealrep;~duction liWithkda
. note about the origin . When not inke

:."i' through notes, facsímiles and reprints are
línked to theír origínals through the use of
the same uníform títle, such as for facsím-
íles of manuscripts of the Bible.

When photocopíes were first intro-
;¡ duced, the catalogíng rules (1941) treated

them as copies by describíng them on the
bibliographic record for the original. By
1949, íf the photocopy had its own title
page or other additional matter, it was
given its own entry wíth a note about the
original, thereby treating them as facsimi-
les, which is how the 1978 AACR2 treats
them. The 1967 AACR rules permitted
photoreproductions other than facsimiles
to be viewed as copies and treated with a
dash entry. However, there is also the prac-
tíce ínAACR2 rule 4.7B1 ofmakinga note
about photocopies of manuscripts or
manuscript collections on the bíblio-
graphic records for such items, with a note
indicating the location of the original, ¡f
such ínformanon can be readíly ascer-
tained.

Microfonn s were first mentioned in the
1949 LC rules, which called for describing
the original and making a note for the
microfilm. The 1967 AACR allowed for
either a note about the microform or a dash
entry, but the 1978 AACR2 describes the
reproduction with a note for the original
(the same procedure as used forphotocop-
íes). Of special mention is that LC issued
a policy statement in its fall1981 Catalog-
ing Seroíce BuUetin reversing the rule for
microreproductions instead to describe
the original with a note for the repro-
duction.

For other kinds of reproductions, such
as pictures, generally the main entry head-
ing is the same as that for the original work:
or a note for the reproduction is made,
ineluding indications of physical changes
(microform, sound, etc.) that do not affect
the intellectual contento When a diITerent
medium is employed for a reproduction of
art, cataloging rules consider the work no
longer a copy, but rather an adaptation
(therefore having a derivative relationship,
not an equivalent relationship) with an
added entry link to the original artist and
work.

SUMMARY OF DEVICES USEO FOR
EQUIVALENCE RELATIONSHIPSish Museum catalog based on Panízzís

rules shows the inelusion of "Another
copy" as an indented entry (see figure 1),
essentiallya dash entry without the dash.

To best perceive the inconsistencies
that have characterized linking devices for
equívalence relationshíps, we can system-
atically examine bíblíographíc items in
these relationships. The items are copies
and impressions, issues and reissues, fac-
similes and reprints, photocopies, micro-
forms, and other reproductions.

For copies and impressions, early rules
speeífled the addition of a note "dashed
on" the main card, e.g., "- Copy 2" (see
~gure ~). ~he 1949 Le rules were unique
In eonsíderíng both publíshed and unpub-
lished issues of a dissertation to be copies,
unlike earlier and later rules, which consíd-
ered them to be different editions of the
same work, to be cataloged separately. By
the time of the 1978 AACR2, second or
other subsequent copies were usually not
mentioned at all in the bibliographic
record, although the rules allowed for the
seldom-used addition of a note (holdings
annotation) describing a specífíc líbrarys
holdings. For manuscripts that are copies
or consist of copies, the later rules insisted
that the note índícate exactly what type of
copy (e.g., carbon copy, photocopy, ortran-
script with handwrítten or typewritten
specified) as well as the location of the
original, íf it could be readily ascertained.

Thus we see a change from once íneludín
copies on the bíblíographíc record with ~
dash entry to now either citing a general
~ote of ~ gíven líbrary's holdings or omit-
ting copIes from the bibliographic record
altogether. Dash entries were associated
wíth card and book formats, and once the
MARC format was introduced, the dash
entry disappeared.

Issues and reissues have been treated
by the rules as different edítíons, different
issues, or as copies. For treatment as dif-
ferent issues or copies, the dash entry was
employed. For motion picture films, the
dash entI?" ~Another issue," was used only
when varíatíons occurred in size, color, or
~ther physical characterístícs. The implica-
tion was that such variations did not affect
contento Thís treatment separates equiva-
lent items from those exhíbítíng a deriva-
tíve relationshíp, althou&h it might be said
the introduction of sound and color change
the intellectual content of a film. They
certainly change the artistic contento

Facsimiles and reprints are eíther
issued as exact duplícates or have material
in addition to the exact copy of an earlier
item. By 1908 such materials appeared in
the rules and were consistently treated in
subsequent cataloging codeso The bíblío-
graphic description of a facsimile repro-
duction is based on the original with a note
about the reproduction, unless new mate-
rial is introduced, where the bíblíographíc

As we can see from the revíew above,
equivalent bibliographic iterns historically
have been línked through the following
devices: a dash entry, a note, or a uníform
title entry. Otherwíse, equivalent items
have been ignored in the bibliographic
record altogether and merely ineluded in
a statement of the hbrary's holdings, often
only on a shelflist.

It is worth noting the disappearance of
the once prominent dash entry device. We
also observed that although reproductions
have been treated somewhat inconsis-
tently, the general practice, as reflected in
the aforementioned 1981 LC policy state-
ment, has been. to inelude ?h~to- an.d
micro-reproductions on the bibliographlC
record for the original item, wíth other
reproductions receiving their own bíblío-
graphic records using the main entry head-
ing of the original item and a note about
the original item to link them.

_.:,¡. •.

DERIVATIVE RELATIONSHIPS

Derivative relationships are those that
hold between a bibliographic item and a
modification based on that item. They are
called horizontal relationsrups in the UNI-
MARC definítíons," One item is derived
from another when it enlarges, abridges,
or otherwíse modifies the entire item or
portions of it. As was noted under equiva-
lence relatíonshíps. the derivative relation-
shíp excludes relationsrups for exact
reproductions or copies, but ineludes rela-
tíonships between an original work and a
varíatíon (versions, translations, editions,
variations of slight modification), a change
of genre, an adaptation or arrangement,
and a new work based on the stvle or the-
matic content of the original.9 '

loba' oomaUlMi 0Il ~ 01 0IU0 pUHe 1IttllU..
~port o, Join' rommiltw on valvatían o, Obio puLlir

\Jt!h~l_ vntJ,,~ oro •.r DO. lir. o( tll~ Public atiliti •• eom-
DUUIOII o( Ohto. 1914. ,Cle\"f,lancl () •. J Watt, print.r, '191.

1
• ., _'o . .

42,:3- IO~

SUMMARY OF DEVICES USEO FOR
DERIVATIVE RELATIONSHIPS

Derivative relationships encompass the
range of relationships from nearly i~entical
to distinctly sepárate. The pervaslve con-
nection among such diverse re1ationships
is the fact that there is some original work

14-19Z.Ut.~."01 C"".rno
---CC>f71.

C0s07'ochl 10 •••• 1

HDve; 0)4)6

Figure 2. Example of a Dash Entry, "Copy 2- (from the Nauonol Unlon Catalogo base set),
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from which another work is deríved,
whether in inteJlectual content, style, or
thematic contento Considering the díver-
sityof relationships in this category, it is not
surprising that an equal díversítyof devices
has been used to express these relation-
shíps in a catalog. These include refer-
ences, dash entries for added editions,
edítíon statements, notes, uniform titles,
subject headings, main entries held in
common (here called common main
entries), filing titles, and added entries.
There is no rationale in the rules for pre-
ferring one particular devíee over another
for linking bíblíographíc items and their
derívatíons, and indeed, the rules are often
inconsistent.

DESCRIPTIVE RELATlONSHIPS

A descríptíve relationship holds between a
bíblíographíc item or work and a descrip-
tion, criticism, evaluatíon, or revíew of that
item orwork, such as that between an item
and a book review describing ít, we a1so
include here criticisms, casebooks, anno-
tated editions, and commentaries on other
works. For our purposes, a description is a
bibliographic item that gíves a mental
image of awork through a textual medium.
Criticisms and reviews, then, are special
kínds of evaluative descriptions that reflect
upon the original work. A review is defined
in the AL.A Glossary of Library and
lnfomwtion Science as "an evaluation of a
líterarywork, concert, play,etc., published
in a periodical or newspaper.-io

It is rare that catalogers who make bíb-
líographíc entries for books \\i11make an
entry for a review that is an article, but
occasionallya review is an important com-
ponent wíthín a larger work, for instance,
in an anthology of book reviews, an indi-
vidual revíew may be described through an
analytícal entry, But regardless of whether
the revíew is given a bibliographic entry or
not, the revíew stíll wíll have a descriptive
relationship to the bíblíographíc item it
reviews.

Whenever a description is publíshed
wíth the text it describes, and the text is
emphasized. the catalog rules have consis-
tentIy recommended bíblíographíc entry
of such descriptions under the heading for

the work being descríbed.!' However:
when the description itself is emphasized:
the rules have called for an added entry or
subject entI)' for the original work or
works. For the reverse relationship, from
the work described to the description, the
only applicable rulesl2 are those for incu-
nabula, manuscripts, or maps that have a
well-known bíblíographíc description pub-
lished in some reference source, with the
reference source cited in a note on the
record for the item described.

SUMMARY OF DEVICES USED FOR
DESCRIPTIVE RELATIONSHIPS

Linking devíces for descriptive relation-
shíps include notes about the described
item on the analytieal entries for the
"descríptíon," common maín-entry head-
ings, notes about the description, and
added entries or subject entries for the
original work. When a description is pub-
lished together wíth the item it describes,
cataloging rules emphasize cataloging the
item being described with a note about the
description. When the description is pre-
dominant or issued separately, cata!oging
rules use notes and added entries or sub-
ject entries to link the description wíth the
item being described. On rare occasions,
particularly for incunabula, manuscripts,
and maps, the descriptive item, such as a
reference source, is noted on the bíblío-
graphic record for the item being
described.

WHOLE-PART RELATIONSHlPS

The whole-part (or part-whole) relation-
ship holds between a component part of a
bibliographic item or work and its whole,
such as between a short story and the
anthology in whích it is contaíned.P The
components might be parts of some partic-
ular physical manifestation of a work, that
is, parts of a bibliographic item, or they
might be parts of some abstract work. For
instance, The Wife ofBath's Tale is a com-
ponent part of The Canterbury Tales.
When a líbrary has a separately published
edition of The Wife of Bath's Tale and
wants to show its relation to The Catiter-
bury Tales, the relationship may be under-

LRTS • 35(4) • Treatment o] Bibliograpmc nI:W"V'."'''t'~ ,~--

Cole Ralph Dayton, 1873-1932.
Custer, the man of action; address by Colonel Ralph

D. CoJeo
(In. Ohio archreological and hlstorical quarterly. Colurn-

bus, O., 1932_ 23cm• vol. XLI, p. 63-1·63.1.iIIus. (ports.)
--Copy 2, detaehed.

stood to hold between a physical item (the
edition the líbrary has) and the work as an
abstract whole.r'

For the purpose of thís discussion,
three subrelationships of the whole-part
re1ationship are recognized. They are ~at-
egorized into those deali~g ~th relation-
shíps between two physical ítems or be-
tween a physical item and an abstract work,
as follows:

Whole.Part Relationships
Physícal Whole

ContainingRelationships(1)
Extractive Relationships(2)

AbstractWhole
AbstractRelationships(3).

The category "containing relationship"
specifically refers to those relationshi~s
invol\.ing the component parts of a phYSI-
cal unit other than extracted parts, A con-
taining re1ationship characterizes mono-
graphs and their individual chapters, and
published sets and their índívidual \:01-
umes as well as series and their subsenes.
The ;eries-subseries_relationship t)pically
is more complex than the other two exam-
pies of containing relations~ips, because a
series ma)' inelude collections or sets of
monographs, or may be part of a larger
series in a series hierarchy. 1n anycase, the
use of the term containíng relationsllíp to
identify this category connotes actual parts
of some physical unit.

When the parts of an item ha\:e ~e:n
extracted and issued separately as índivid-
ua! selections, the relationship between
the extracted items and the whole is cate-
gorized as an ue>..~ractiverelationsh~p."
Thís category obVlously excludes exact

reprintings of a whole edi~on. Suc~ re-
printings are considered eqUlv~ent works,
whereas extracts must be consldered pre-
císely equivalent only torassages,lines, or
other sm¡¡Uportions o a work. As for
detached copies that are parts of a larger
work, their relationship to the p~rt th~y
copy is also an equivalence relationshíp,
while their relationship to the w1wle work
from which they are detached is whole-
parto Early rules called for ídentífyíng
detached copies as a dashed-on note as
shown in figure 3.

"Extractive relationships" also include
ofIprints and reprints of artícles, The
AL.A. Glossary of Ubrary an~ ln[onna-
tían Science definition for offpnnt IS:

A separate1y issued artícle, ehapte.r. or
other portion of a larger work, pnnted
from the type or plates of the original.
usually at the same time as the original.

. h t 15Synon)'mouswít separa e. .
The same glossary defmes repnnt as:
A separately issued artícle, ehapter, or
other portion of a previously published
larger work, usuallya reproduction of the
original,but sometimes made from a new
settingof type.16

•
Both offprints and reprints are portions

taken from previously published larger
works. When an item is not taken from a
particular edition or physícal item, it is
considered part of an abstract whole, and
therefore ineluded in the third category of
whole-part relationsrups, "abstraer."

The "abstract relationship" holds be-
tween parts of a work and the work. Work
here is to be understood as an abstraction.
The term abstract relationship is used

Figure 3. Example of a Dash Entry. -Detached copy" (from the 1941 A.l~A. Bules,p.226).
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therefore to connote a relationship to some
abstract whole rather than some physícal
item. This relationship is further described
in the discussion of the uniform títle link-
ing device in the next artiele in this series.

SUMMARY OF DEVICES USED FOR
WHOLE-PART RELATlONSHIPS

A wíde varíety oflinking devices have been
used to portray whole-part relatíonshíps
wíthín bibliographic récords, depending
on the type of whole-part relationship
expressed. containing relatíonshíps, ex-
tractive relationships, or abstract relation-
shíps, The devíces inelude:
1. Contents notes listing specífíc parts;
2. Dash entries for detached copies of

parts,
3. Analytícal entries for the parts;
4. Added entries for either the encorn-

passing work or the part;
5. Multílevel descriptions and dash en-

tries to incorporate all components
within one bibliographic description;

6. Uniform title headings for the larger
work acting as the main entry head-
ings for the parts, and,

i. Explanatory references ídentífying
the parts of a work,
Thís variety illustrates the díversíty in

cataloging treatment for parts of a whole.
The simplest method to show the whole-
part relationship is to describe the larger
work and indicate its contents in some wav;
here, one record is made for both d~e
whole and its parts. However, when the
parts require additional description be-
yond that provided in the record for the
whole, the method used is to make multi-
pIe records, so that each part is given a
separate bíblíographíc record citing the
whole.

ACCOMPA~"YING RELATIONSHIPS

The accompanying relationship holds be-
tween a bíblíographíc item and the bíblío-
graphic item it acrompanies, such that the
two items augment each other equally or
one item augments the other principal or
predominant item. Indeed, such a rela-
tionship usually exists between a predom-
inant item and a subordinate one: however,

when neíther predominates, as in the case
of some kits, the items are saíd to be
aceompanyíng only when they are in-
tended to be used as a unit. In the typical
situation of accompanying items, where
there is a predominant and subordinate
item, the subordinate item may
1. Extend the content of the principal

item (as in updating supplements,
continuations, or additions to a text),

2. Supplement the principal item (as
with appendíxes, addenda, supple-
ments, teacher's guides);

3. Illustrate the principal item (as with
an added atlas, plates, or portfolio of
íllustratíons), or

4. Add in some other wav to the useful-
ness of the principal ítem, as do in-
dexes and concordances, for example.
In other words, accompanying relation-

shíps hold between an item and a supple-
mentary or an associated item.

In AACR2 there are separate rules for
accompanyíng and supplementary items-
rule 1.5E for accompanying material and
1.9 for supplementary items-but the
treatment for both is the same. Both are
ineluded in acrompan)ing relationships as
long as the supplement really augments
the other work rather than continues it;
there must be no continuing or preceding
relationship ínvolved. Once an element of
continuation is introduced, the relation-
ship becomes sequentíal, so some items
calIed supplements might in fact be
sequentially related to another item rather
than actually accompanying another item.

The dictionary definition of supple-
ment, "that whích supplies a want or makes
an addition to something already orga-
nized or set apart,"!" provídes the neces-
sary connotatíon to exhíbít what we call an
accornpanyíng relatíonshíp to the prevíous
bíblíographíc item. Only in the sense of
being an augmentation is a supplement an
accornpanyíng item. The criterion ofbeing
physícally separate is not required for an
accompanying item, but it is usually a fac-
tor considered by catalogers when deter-
mining the bíblíographíc unit to be cata-
loged.

To reiterate, a "supplernent" does not
inelude a continuation of some original
item; a continuation would indicate a
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sequential rather than an accompan~ng
relationship.18 But, as long as there JS a
predominant romponent for a supplem~nt
and the supplement is merely augme?tmg
rather than rontinuing the predommant
item, a supplement is said to accompany
the predominant item.

SUMMARY OF DEVICES USED FOR
ACCOMPANYlNG REL .••T10NSHlPS

Cataloging codes have always incorporated
rules for aecompanyíng materíals. The
devices used to e"-'Press aceompanyíng re-
latíonshíps are:

1. Addíüon to physical description,
2. Notes,
3. Dash entry,
4. Multílevel description, and
5. Separate records with linking notes.

All but the dash entry have survived in
present cataloging rules. !he reader \~'Íll
recall that dash entries disappeared with
AACR2, which used instead a separate
record or multílevel description.

SEQUE~TlAL RELATlONSH!PS

Sequential relatíonshíps hold between
bibliographic items that continue or pre-
cede one another but are not considered
derívatíve.P Examples of bibliographic
items exhibiting sequential relationships
are series, serials, and sequels. The AL.A.
Glossary defines a series in four ways as:

1. A group of separate bibliographic items
related to one another by the fact that each
item bears, in addition to its own títle
proper, a collectíve title applying to the
group as a whole, The individual items ma)'
or ma)' not be numbered. (AACR2) 2.
Each of two or more volumes of essays,
lectures, artícles, or other writings similar
in character and issued in sequence, e.g.,
Lowells's Among my books, second series.
(AACR2) 3. A separately numbered
sequence of volumes •.•.-íthín a series or
serial, e.g., Notes and ouerics, lst series,
2nd series, etc. (AACR2) 4. In archives, a
record series, 20

A serial is defined in the AL.A. Clos-
sary as:

1. A publication in any medium issued in
successive parts bearing numerical or

chronological designations and intended
to be continued indefinitel)'. Serials in-
elude periodicals; newspapers; annuals
(reports, yearbooks, ete.); the journals,
mernoírs, proceedings, transactions, etc.,
of societies; and numbered monographic
series. (AACR2)21
The AL.A Glossary defines sequel as:
"literal)' or other imaginative work that is
complete in itselfbut continues an earlier
work."22
The sequential relationship ís caIled the

chronologícal relationship in UNIMARC.
This is somewhat of a misnomer, because
we recognize that 011 works are f~ed. in
time by virtue of their date of publíeation
and can therefore be placed in a chrono-
logical order. However, the important fac-
tor for a sequential relationship is that a set
ofitems is sequential in nature, í.e., follows
a sequence, not that it can be arranged in
chronological order. Thus, the term
sequential seems preferable to chronolog-
ical.23 Such works inelude monographs
that are true sequels (by vírtue of eontinu-
ing the theme of some first work in t~e
series), as well as serials that have earlíer
and later components or title changes.

SUMMARY OF DEVICES USED FOR
SEQUENTIAL REL. .••T10NSHIPS

Bríeflv the devíces used for sequential
relati~~hips are:

1. Notes of all earlier títles,
2. Notes of alllater ntles,
3. Notes of immediately preceding or suc-

ceeding titles,
4. Assembling added entríes, and
5. Uniform titles.

Successive titl~ entry with linking
added entries to the next preceding and
succeeding title is currently the preferred
method to link sequentially related items.

SUARED CHARACTERISTlC
RELATlONSHIP

The shared characteristic relationship
holds beh\'een a bibliographic item and
another bíblíographíc it.e~ that is not oth-
erwise related but comcldentally has a
common author, title, subject, or other
characteristic used as an aecess point in a



catalog. Sueh items me or collocate around
a shared heading. Other than the access
points prescribed by present cataloging
roles, there may be additional eharacteris-
tics, such as language, publieation date, or
country of publication that would be useful
to cluster bíblíographíc records in future
catalogs. Indeed, some online eatalogs now
províde retrieval of records by language or
date. Thís type of relationship is the most
pervasive of all relationships, because it
occurs whenever an access point is duplí-
eated in a given file. Duplicated headings
have been studied by others, such as the
1981 study by McCallum and Godwin on
the LC MARC mes that counted the nurn-
ber of multiple headings for personal, eor-
porate, conference names, and subject
headings files.2• Thís is clearly a topíc
deserving further study. ~

/

REMARKS

As we have seen, cataloging roles have
províded a wíde variety of linking devíces
to relate bíblíographíc entities. Even each
type of bibliographic relationship has had
several linking devices used over the past
century and a half to connect bíblíographíc
entities. The ídentífled linking devices
have been notes (including contents and
holdings annotatíons), references, added
entries, uniform titles and other filing
dev:ices, analytícal entries, common main
entry headings, dash entries, edition state-
ments, series statements, additions to the
physícal description area, subjeet head-
ings, and rnultílevel description.

The technology available to create and
maintain a catalog has greatly influenced
the types oflinking devices included in the
catalog and prescribed in cataloging roles,
as we will see in more detail in the next
article in this series. The computerized
environment should offer us stillmore pos-
síbilítíes, and we must carefully select
those that provide the most effective línks,
the best pathways to desired information
in future information systems. It is hoped
that identifieation of the types of relatíon-
ships we wish to convey will prove useful
to future systems designers and makers of
eataloging roles.
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