
EDITO R IAL 

Integr ation and Cla ssification 

O nly in the last 20 years have we exper ienced the declin­
ing usefulne ss of  the existing universal classification 
systems for the organiz ation of  the abund ance o f  single 
facts and topics. Consequently, like mushrooms in fer tile 
so il afte r a warm r ain, language and concept�or iented 
thesauri have sprung up to de scribe docume nt contents 
more precise ly. However, since these depend on the 
collection of  documents to which they refer , they have 
to be maintained and their , growth. has to be obse rved 
carefully. This develo pment has not only taken  place in 
do cumentation centers, but in librarie s as we ll, with the 
trend away from systematic catalogues toward alphabe ti­
cal subject head ings catalogues in card for m  or  as printed 
lists. W ith this develo pment an e normous splitting of  

' inte re sts _occurred on  the one hand , because eve ryone 
was concerned with his own problems o f  subject descrip� 
tion and the special te rminology o f  his fie ld with its 
adequate re lationship to the documents to be de scribed, 
O n  the o ther hand this led to a positive develo pment -
a new consciousness of  a more adequate and , possibly, 
a more predictable repre sentation of  subject content o n  
levels o f  abstraction accessible to users of  a system through 
their own ter ms and their o wn concepts. This develop­
ment also made ev ident the necessity o f  defining te rms 
and the ir concepts and o f  considering, identifying and re ­
prese nting conceptual relatio nships within the vocabulary 
o f  a subject fie ld . 

Now, the tide seems to be fiowin g in the other d irec­
tion. There is increasing interest in cooperation be tween 
cer tain centers and systems. Thus, storageMdependent 
subjectM and mission-o riented thesauri become a hind­
rance for co llaboration.  This situation has alread y led to 
investigations about the scope of  thesauri, their structure 
and con te nts, and has raised the question o f  how thesauri 
of  one and the same subject fie ld o r  of  close ly related 
field s could be made compatible or  united to for m  a 
whole , a process which o ne could ce rtainly call 'integra­
tion' of  thesauri. 
In this light, o ne of  the re sults of  thesaurus developme nt 
as mentioned above - namely the promotion o f  a ne w 
co nsciousness about the necessity of  defining concepts 
and the knowled ge and skill in d istinguishing conceptual 
re lationships - will receive utmost significance . 

The de finitions of  'integration' as given in Webste r's 
3 rd D ictionary (I will cite o nly three of  the e leven listed) :  
(I) the cond ition of  being for med into a whole by 

the addition o r  combinatio n  o f  parts or  e le me nts 
(2) the combination and coordination of separate and 

diver se elements or  units into a mo re comple te and 
harmo nious whole 

' 

(3) the sum o f  the processe s by which the develo ping 
parts of  an organism are for med into a functional 
and structural whole 

show that we must be very familiar with the par ts and 
elements of  each o f  the thesauri under comparison and 
also with the se t of  relationships of  each of  these e leme nts 
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when we want to compare and fit them into a "funcM 
tional and structural" , "comple te and har mo nious whole". 

In June 1980, the UN ESCO Div ision of  Inte rll ational 
Development of Social Sciences convened a mee ting 
aiming at the development of  an integr ated thesaurus of  
the social sciences (see also the Ed itorial of  IC 1980-2 
and the three papers of this mee ting printed in that 
issu.e) .  There it became o bv ious that clear guideline s had 
to be developed on  how o ne should proceed in comp ar ing 
thesauri and in e stablishing compatibility between their 
e lements. Consequently, such guideline s  we re elabo rated 
and the re sults are available now for te sting and their 
possible improvement. 

In this issue you will find something like. a continua­
tion o f  IC 1980-2 , partly through paper s pre sented at 
the C O NTA Confe re nce (see the shor t report on  this 
conference in the COCTA News of  this issue) .  At the 
U niver sity of  M ancheste r (UMIST) a stud y was under­
taken under the guid ance of  P rof. J, Sage r toward e stab­
lishment o f  compatibility between thesauri. The mate rial, 
w4Jc.h .exists so far only in manuscript form,  will be pub­
lished in three parts in the forthcoming issue s o f  IC, In 
this issue we start with the preliminary inve stigation 
completed by a collaborator of  P ro f. S age r, Mr . Somers, 
summarizing observ ations made in compar ing the exist­
ing inte rnational the saurus standards and guidelines as a 
possible source for $ imilar itie s and diverge nces between 
thesauri. I n  addition ,  the paper s o f  the C O NT A  Confe r­
ence by J .  A itchison ("Integration of  Thesauri in the 
Social Sciences") and I. Dahlberg ("Guideline s  for the 
E stablishment of  Compatibility Be tween Information 
Languages") have been  included in this issue. Two more 
papers fro m  the conference would have bee n  of  inte re st 
to o ur reader. s, namely D .  Soergel's ("Compatibility o f  
Vocabular ie s") and M .  D ie nes' ("Testing the Compatibi­
lity M atrix in the F ield of  Culture") but unfor tunately 
lack of space prevents the ir inclusion. The latte r  investi­
gation was a te st of the guideline s paper mentioned above . 
All the papers of  this confe rence wi ll be printed in the 
CaNT A proceedings volume intended to appear before 
the end o f  198 1 .  

This topic o f  compatibility and integration o f  info r­
mation languages will also be treated at the 4th Interna­
tional Study Conference on Classification Rese arch in 
Augsburg, Federal Republic of Germany, June 2 9-July 2 ,  
198 1. (See the C all for P apers o n  the inside o f  the back 
cover). It would be useful if fur ther tests of the kind 
Mrs. D ienes has done in the field of  culture could be 
undertaken . . 

Le t us be aware that we can improve our field indeed 
if we would loo k  close r into each o ther' s  info rmation 
languages and if we learn to compare and d raw concluM 
sions from these comparisons. By studying the d iffe rent 
thesauri and classification systems, we become aware of  
the insights o f  our colleagues and perceive the super ioriM 
tie s of  one system over the other . The d ifferent possibili­
tie s o f  thesaur us constr uction with re spect to contents, 
structure and display become obvious. Could this not 
lead us to a bette r  understand ing o f  each o ther? I t  cer­
tainly would he lp though, to prepare the ground for the 
necessary future wor k  o f  integration in classification.  

I ngetraut D ahlberg 
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