EDITORIAL

What js Classification?

iisrst of all a wholehearted thank-you to all who have
L] pond?d so favorably from all over the world to the
Ngulf?h’“g” of INTERNATIONAL CLASSIFICATION

At a recent meeting in Atlanta someone said that the
eSt_orx of classification could be traced back to the
eglnmng of mankind, since man classifies whenever

jecmakes a statement applicable to more than one sub-

t.Conceded. But making statements involves language.

énce the interdependence of language and classification.

:?,V.Vl‘theng could ‘classification’ be defined? One could
Ie a.t' classification is the method of est‘a_blishmg and
Vol Ing classes™; one could also say, it ‘ is the product
lishegng out of using this method”, that is, the estab-
it . Classification system. Others would perhaps say,
or tls the process of relating classes to objests of reality
i theme% of books or other documents ;qthers
procet Say, “it is the product resulting from this latter
COmess » that is, the complete notation, e. g for the
nts of a specific book. Finally, there will probably
" People who say: “classification is a field of knowl-
8¢ because there are people active in this field, papers
< books on the subject are being produced and a cer-
?(l)n termin(’l‘)g}’ has been developed; there are clasmﬁca-
Cat?osn‘ffileties, there are teachers and students of classifi-

XZ Sha}ll not try to provide an answer to these so_mewhat
po-toncal questions. In addition, however, we might
't out that recently a different approach was used
f‘lzai- € members of the Special Interest Group gn (;I:ISSI-
o 100 Research (SIG/CR) of the American 50Cie y
i InformatiOH Science (ASIS) in an attempt to provide
Clinition of classification: Just as some people define
Ysics as “what physicists do”, SIG/CR asked 1t§ mem-
IS about their ativities. The answer: little classifica-
" Tesearch was being done, instead application of
Sification systems and thesauri, actual classing and
eXing was their main activity. Should the name of the

hus be changed?

;Zl}:at does the literature say? In the f:lrst issue of thli ’
ter Mal we started the section called ““Classification Li-
atu-re" with form divisions and we are continuing to
urso In this jssue also. The references to current llt;ara-h_
o1 classification topics will be taken up 1n the fort
list'i"r:ng one. An outline of the subjec?t f:ategorles ofl 3191;
ithg May, however, be found in this issue (see p. .
this outline and the literature which follows We

3Y perhaps gaj i ion of what the field
Of Clase PS gain a rough impressi he field which we

ification appears to be about, t
t ist 1 explore. Everybody is invited t0 commertl)t Ot“
Outline, to point out deficiencies, to Suggest Petter
Adings, e,

;Fhe divisions have not been made up deductivelys f"l' |
vegy’gh it may appear so from what follows. They cyer
Tom a card file of some thousand references €OVer:
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ing the last few years, and their sequence follows a gen-
eral pattern applicable in a number of fields. For, in any
field there are theoretical investigations and relations, of a
general character (group 1); in most fields there is a basic
object, the morphology and construction of which may
be studied (group 2), and in any field there are also me-
thodologies and processes which sometimes even charac-
terize a field of activity (e. g. classification) (see group
3). Such processes are often applied for different pur-
poses; descriptions of applications will then be given in
group 8. Most fields also have some special phenomena
which may become an object of study. In this outline
there are three of them: universal classification systems
(group 4), special object classification systems (group 5)
and special subject classification systems (group 6). In
group 7 we treat subdivisions of the relationship ‘classi-
fication and language’, that is, not language per se, but
as applied to problems of classification. Language, with
its ability to define concepts and concept combinations,
is indeed very basic to classification, it involves many
more aspects than any of the relationships mentioned in
group 1, thus warranting such a special grouping. But
group 7 had to precede the one for the application acti-
vities (group 8), since language questions have to be re-
solved — so to speak — ‘before’ classing and indexing
methods can be applied to special materials. — Then, and
only after application of the knowledge of this field in a
number of ways and degrees, we get to the more or less
professional, social and economic questions in group 9
which was termed ‘classification milieu’ similar to a
group term found in Computing Reviews.

So much as to the given outline. As to the ‘program-
me’ of this issue: we deliberately selected contributions
which emphasize the significance of language and espec-
ially terminology for classification. The very timely
establishment of Infoterm in Vienna and the new activi-
ties of ISO/TC 37 yielded such contributions, see the
ones from H. Felber, the secretary of both of these in-
stitutions, but see also R. Kocourek’s book review of
“The Road to Infoterm” by E. Wiister. Also, linguists
point to new ideas in the construction of thesauri and
dictionaries for multiple purposes (see the article by

J. Petdfi and the notes about his and G. Wahrig’s new
research projects). Further contributions from linguist-
ics may be gained from R. Kuhlen's excellent book
review of “Linguistics and Information Science” by

K. Sparck Jones and M. Kay. On the other hand, we
searched for treatises warning against an overemphasis
on language in relation to classification, and we therefore
included the statements on “Language Problems” by

H. Kaiser posed already some years ago in one of the
UNISIST Working Groups but never published,and also
R. Fugmann’s experienced-based and profound distinct-
ions presented in his significant article on “The Glamour
and the Misery of the Thesaurus Approach”.

The contents of a journal should never look like a hand-
book; therefore the topics presented here are not meant
to conclude but rather to open the discussion. Thus, let’s

open it!

October 1974 Ingetraut Dahlberg
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