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ABSTRALT

This study investigates the treatment of the Persian mate-

rials in the National Unlon Catalog (NUC). As there is no subject

approach to NUC for the time being, and since Library of Congress
determines American cataloging and classification pracedure, the

Library of Congress Catalog--Books:Subjects is selected as the

basls of the study of MUC. It is assumed that NUC will reflect

much the same characteristics, Persian materlals are defined as
those titles listed under the subject headings glven [n Appendix

A of this report. This study compares a random sample of 5§ per

cent of the Perslan materials with a sample of 2 per cent of the
American materials {both samples are equal In number}. American
materials are defined as the titles listed under the subject head-
Ings similar to the subject headings selected in the process of
random sampling of the Persian materials. The llst of American
subject headings is given in Appendix B of this report. The com=
parison of the two samples includes: the matching of depth of
subject indexing, the average of added entries, the amount of biblio~
graphical Information, the language of these materlals, and classi-
flcation Informatlon., In additlon to the comparison the locatlions
of Persian materials are determined and the list of the locations

is given in Appendix C. The classiflcation number of those Perslian
materials titles which have both Library of Congress Classification
and Dewey Decimal Classification are analyzed to show the difference

of classifying Persian materials by elther of these classifications.



The findings suggest more research on the classification of Persian
materials, The result Is that Perslan and American materials are
treated approximately equally, and any difference is due to the
composition of the language of these materlals which has affect on

determining the classification number,
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Chapter 1|
INTRODUCTION

Changes In the pattern of education, from altrulstic methods
of instruction to heuristic methods of instruction, have altered
the pattern of library use., Students require more material and
information for their assignments. Increased sclentiflc research
In past decades also requires additional use of library materials.
"More scientiflc research has probably been done {n the past twenty
years than In the preceeding two hundred years."] Researchers
need informatlon in a reasonable amount of time, The effective
satisfaction of the information needs of the llbrary users is the
prime responsibility of the libraries and librarlans, To provide
a better service to the library patrons, research must be done on
avallable reference tools on the part of their contribution on the
satisfactlon of the information needs.

Since World War 1! the amount of human knowledge has
increased at a tremendous rate. The number of publications has
increased each year. There are more than five million articles
published in various journals each year. Materlais themselves
come out In a variety of forms, The so-called information explosion
on the one hand and the Increase in the demand for information on
the other hand causes informatlon retrieval to become more and
more complex. Considering the variety of forms, subjects, and

)



languages, the problem of information retrieval will become much
more complicated.

In order to alleviate any problem in this regard, there
must be study of all aspects of Informatlon retrieval., Effective-
ness of information sources depends upon the methads of indexing
and the arrangement of information, and the amount of information
that these sources provide In respect to their objectives. In a
broader sense the study of the methods of Infaormation retrieval
includes the study of the effectiveness of all information sources

In different subjects and in all languages.

The reference value of any informatlon source may be determined

by the usefulness of that source In giving the kind of Information

that one seeks, the extent of accuracy, the number of approaches that

are avallabie to retrieve information, and finally the cost/benefit

of that source. It is quite Important to be sure that in a reasonable

amount of tlme one can get the Information which he is looking for,
Foskett points out the problem of increasing information and
the need for having a system that gets one the exact information that
he wants without delay in time and having false drops:
Nowadays, the quantity of new informatlion being generated
is such that no Individual can hope to keep pace with even a
small fraction of It, and the problem that we have to face is
that of ensuring that Individuals who need information can
obtain It with the minimum of cost (both in time and In money),

and witgout being overwhelmed by large amounts of lrrelevant
matter.

There are many studies in the various aspects of Information
retrieval, but so far there are few studies on the evaluation of
information sources dealing with particular subjects, particularly

those sources which deal with a varlety of languages. MNeedham, in



describing bibliographic organization, points out the Importance

of the language of documents. ‘''Important documents are published

in an Increasing number of languages as developing countries produce
more 1iterature, , ,",3

One of the most important sources of Information is the

National Union Catalog which gives the location of the holdings

of the important research libraries of the United States and Canada,
This invaluable information source is used by many researchers

and scholars, librarians, and students both in the United States

and other countries in the worlid. As It 1ists many sources of
information in other languages, it is lmpartant to study the amount
of information that it gives In respect to each individual language,
Certainly, research on various aspects of this valuable source of

information makes it even mare useful,
PURPOSE OF THIS STUDY

Knowing that NUC is used by many librarians and researchers
as a too) of reference source, the purpose of this study is to
investigate the treatment of Persian materials in the National

Union Catalog, by comparing the information given on the catalog

cards for the Persian materials with those of the American materials.
The aim of this study is to find cut if one can get the
information about Persian materials through NU{ as easily as when
one Is looking for similar information or for similar materlals
in the subjects related to America.
Iran, or anclent Persia, has a long history and, as one of

the centers of civilization in the anclent world, is an interesting
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subject for many scholars. It is now in the rapid process of economic
development. It is one of the important producers of petroleum in
the worid., The growth [n the natlonal Income in recent years is
amazing, Therefore, the subject of lran, both as one of the oldest
centers of clvilization and as one of the developing countries in
Asia, is the subject of study of many scholars bath in iran and in
other countries,

There are many publicatlions about the history, literature,
education, economics and politles of tran. These publications
are not only in the Persian language, but in many other foreign
languages. In addition to lranfan libraries, there are many foreign
libraries which have Perslan Collections, For instance, according

4

to the fourth edition of Subject Collection there are at least

fifteen libraries in the United States which keep Persian Collections.
According to another source there were more than twenty~two llibraries
In the United States which bave Persian Co!lections.s In addition
to those libraries which have separate collections of Ilranlan manu~
scripts and printed books, there are many libraries that do not
have a separate collection, but they do have books about lran either
in English or in other languages.

No doubt NUC is used to flnd out information about various
subjects including subjects related to Iran. NUC s used to see
what books are available, or to see where these materials are located,
The question of this study is to see (f one can get the needed
information about lran in a reasonable way through thls source,

As there is not a subject approach to NUC for the time being,

and since the Library of Congress determines and is the model for



American cataloging practice and the Library of (ongress cards
constitute the majority of titles listed In the NUC, this study

uses the 1973 edition of the Library of Congress Catalog~-8ooks:

Subjects as the basis of the study of NUC. It is assumed that
NUC wil) reflect much the same characteristics.

Study of the treatment of Persian materials in the NUC
will provide a basis for understanding the value of this reference
source for obtaining information about ather sources of informatlion
on materials related to the Persian literature, Persian history and

the culture of iIran.
BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY

Although the Persian language is famous as a language of
literature, there have been quite a few sclentific studles on the
problems associated with this language in the process of cataloging
and classificatlion of materials written In this language or dealing
with Jran, In 1958, Or, Masser Sharify studied the cataloging of
Persian works in his doctoral dissertation of library science at
Columbia Unlverslty.7 He formulated several rules for translitera-
tion, entry, and description of Persian materials.

In 1970, [n another doctoral dissertation at the University
of Pittsburgh, Library School, Dr. Hooshang Ebrami studied catch-
word indexing, subject headings, and chain indexing. He also made
a formulation of rules for subject analysis in Fars) (Perslan}.8
There are several other unpublished master's theses from library

schools In Iran about different subjects related to lranfan
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librarianship., But so far, to my knowledge, no one has made a study
of the treatment of Persian materials in the NUC.

Cataloging and classification are two processes necessary
for organization of mater}als. Organization of materials, in turn,
is necessary for information retrieval. Many tibraries use NUC
for these purposes, There are quite a large number of studies
about classification, cataloging, and subject indexing In general.
One of such relatively recent studies is by Highfi,'ll.9 In this
study on the relatlonship of indexing depth and subject catalog
retrieval effectiveness, he proved that there is a positive rela-
tionship between the number of subj]ect headings assigned to a work
and the chance of being selected by catalog users during the subject
search. Considering these points, the present study attempts to
see |f the catalog glven for Persian materfals In NUC have the same
subject depth as those of American materials.

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

1

Thls study compares two samples of Library of Congress

fatalog--Books:Subjects materials: one for Persian materials, the

other for American materials under the headings selected in the
first sample. The comparison will be on the basis of the number
of subject headings in two samples, numbers of added entries, notes,
classification numbers and distribution by the language. This
study attempts to find the answer to the foliowing questions:

. What is the disperslon of the Persian materials subjects

throughout the Library of Congress Catalog--Books:Subjects? The

purpose of this guestion Is to see what subjects are most tikely



to be found about Iran, Are these materials mostly about the
history, economy, soclal science, literature, education of Jran
or some other subjects?

2, Wwhat is the proportion of each language? The purpose
of this question is to determine the language of the documents
about lranlan subjects. Knowing the answer to this question, a
researcher willing to find infarmation about iran through NUC
will be able to predict in which languages he will probably find
these materials, i, e., he will have an estimate whether these
will be mostly English, Persian, or another [anguage,

3. How many English works have both Dewey Decimal Class{-
Flcation and Library of Congress Classiflcation? The purpose of
thls question Is to understand how usefu! is this socurce in giving
the information about classification., Although it Is closely related
to the percentage of English materials, it will be useful to know
what are the chances of finding both DDC and LCC numbers for cards.

4, what similarities and differences exlst between Dewey
Decimal Classification number and the Library of Congress Classi-
fication number when both of them are assigned to a given subject?
Do they provide the same concept? Does it make any difference in
grouping similar materials?

5. What is the depth of subject indexing? Knowing that
the myre subject headings assigned to a work the greater the chance
of belng selected in the process of subject search, the purpose of
this question is to understand the dlfference of subject depth

index of Persian materlals and American materials in similar

subjects,



6. What bibllographical information is given in the cata-
loging of Persian materials? Are they treated equally with American
materials? Sometimes a brief note in a catalog card of a book
saves time for the user of the card catalog. For example, a note
may indicate whether a book is translated from the original source
or from a secondary source. This [nformation will be very useful
for a person interested In the translation of a particular edition.
Therefore, the purpose of this questlion Is to see what percentage
of Persian materlals have notes and compare them wlth similar
Information in the second sample.

7. Where is the location of Persian materials and what
l1ibrary has the largest collection about Iran? When a person is
doing research about a certain aspect of iran, It {s important
for him to know the nearest location of the books he needs, There-
fore, the alm of this question is to determine the location of
the materfals in different Ilbraries In the United States and
Canada.

8, what other approaches are provided in these cards to
retrieve information? Are the average number of added entries
In the sample of Persian materials the same as those of American

materials?



Chapter 2
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

Cataloging and classification are two processes of a broader
subject known as the organlzation of knowledge.lo Both of them
are equally important for information retrleval. DIstinction
should be made between philosophical classificatlon and the library
class)fication, While philosophical classiflcation arranges knowledge
by ftself by classifying thoughts and ideas, llbrary classiflcation
arranges the recorded knowledge for specific purposes, as a subject

approach to the available collection,
HISTORY OF CLASSIFICATION

The idea of classiflcation is as old as human civilization.
Classification is a reflection of the development of concepts that
primitive man deveioped from his environment., At the very beginning
there were only a few concepts, but as primitive man found more
concepts, he began to distingulsh one set of actions or concepts
from another, say day from night, fear from happiness, and so on,
These developments resulted in classification theories suggested
by philosophers. The earliest tendency to classify human knowledge
was suggested by Aristotie, the Greek philosopher (384-322 B. C.)

who divided '"universal knowledge' in ten classes:"



10

Substance Time

Quantity Situation or position

Quallty Position or acqulred character
Relation Actlivity

Place Paclvity

He distinguished five relations: Genus, definition, pro-
perty, difference and accident.

As far as the history of library classification Is con-
cerned it goes back to the classification of clay tablets in the
ancient world. Sayers, in describing the history of classification,
points out:

Qur earliest traditions of libraries bear their account

of classification, We are assured that the clay tablets In
the Assyrian library of Assur--ban=-{--pal were divided at
ieast Into two main classes--those dealing with the knowledge
of the eartlil2 and those dealing with the Heaven--and these
subdivided,

He mentlions that Aristotle was the first one who made an
arrangement of books, and that his system of classification was
later adopted by Ptolemis., However, the earllest system was designed
by Callimacus (260-240 8. C,), the librarian of the Library of
Alexanderia in Egypt. The catalog of Callimacus was called Finakes.
The main classes of his scheme were Poets, land makers, Philosophers,
historians, rhetoricians and miscellaneous writers.]3 These classes
were subdlvid?d by chrenological order, subject, and the name of
the author.

After these early attempts for arrangement of library mate~-

rials, there is a long interval which is characterized by nothing

new happening in llbraries. In medleval tibraries books were



arranged by several genera) subjects and in each c¢lass they had
fixed locations.

Francis Bacon (1561-1626), the English phllosopher whose
classiflcation had a great effect in Dewey Decimal Classification,
divided the whole human knowledge Into three categorlies: history,
which is the province of memory and includes natural history, clvil
history, literary and ecclesiastical; philosophy, which Is the
product of reason and inciudes theology, and, finally, poetry,

14

which is the product of imagination,

In 1643, Gabriel Naude divided his book into twelve main

classes: !5

Yheology Medicine Bib)iography
Chronology Milltary Jurlsdiction
Council and Canon Law Art Geography
History Philosophy Literature
Politics

Jacques Charles Burnet (1780-1867), French bookseller,
divided his books into flve main classes:16
Theology Jurisdiction History
Philosephy Literature
The full table of this classification Is In eighteen octave pages.
Immanue! Kent (1724-1804), German philosopher, believed
17

there are two factors (n genuine knowledge: (1) Raw materials

which are senses of experiences, and (2) the synthetic organizing
activities of mind., He distinguished four categories of knowledge:
|. Categories of guality which Iinclude unity, i.e., the

mind unites various sensations into unity of an organ, pluraiity,



12
T.e., the mind identifies and synthesizes each one, and the
totality,
2. Categories of quality which Include reallty, negation,
and limitatien,
3. Categories of relation which in¢clude inherence and
subsistence or substance, causality and dependence and communlty.

k., Categories of modality which include possibility vs.
impossibility, existence vs. nonexistence, necessity vs..contingency.
He said that things should be put together before they

can be apart. And one cannot see things together unless they are

put together.
LIBRARY CLASSIFICATIONS

The objective of llbrary classification is the economy
and Increase in the efficiency in the use of materlals, Library
classification brings things which are 11ke and separates those
which are unlike. Another purpose of library classification Is
to establish some sort of relation between subjects In literature
so that this relation allows maximum helpfulness in locating Infor-
mation. Richardson distinguishes nine types of classiflication as
follaws:la

l. Loglical classificatlon or arrangement according to the
degree of likeness.

2. Geometrical classification, or the arrangement according
to the position In space.

3. Chronological classification, which arrangement is according

to the positien in time,



L, Genetic classification or arrangement according to the
origin,

5. Hlstarlcal classiflcation, which is the chronologlcal,
geometrical and genetic classiflcations,

6. Evolutionary classification, which arrangement is
according to the degree of complexity.

7. Oynamic classification or arrangement according to the
arder of power,

8. Alphabetical classification or arrangement according
to the first letter of names.

9, Mathematical classiflcation or arrangement according
to the order of numerical symbols.

There are a number of factors that affect the selectlng of
type of arrangements., Mills mentions eight factors, as follows:ls

I. Type of the users,

2, Freguency of the users,

3. Size of the ¢ollection,

4, Physical characteristics of materlals for instance,
micro form, printed materials, etc.

S. Language of the materials,

6, Value of the matertals.

7. Date of printing, and

8. Temporary signiflcance.

The first library classiflcation In American libraries was
developed by Thomas Jeffersan, president of the United States, who
modified the Baconian Classification. Later William Turrey Harris

devised a classification systemfar a public school Vibrary in

13
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St. Louis in 1870. He was a follower of Hegel and the main classes
of his scheme were as follows:20

I. Sclence, which includes phllogephy, religion, social,
political, and natural sclience, and useful arts.

2, Arts, which includes fine arts, poetry, literary
miscel lany,

3. History, which includes geography, travel, civil history
and bibiTography.

Melvil)l Dewey (1851-1931), librarian of the Amherst College,
brought the idea of decimal classification. The first edition of
Dewey Decimal Classification was published in 1876.2}  He was
influenced by Harris' ciassification, It has a relative index
which gives the location with relation to subjects. One of the
features of DDC Is that it provides detail for those libraries
which need such lengthy class numbers. It |Is one of the most
widely accepted classiflication schemes that has been translated

Into man§ languages., There are ten main classes which reflect the

area of specialization:

000 Generalia 500 Science
100 Philosophy 600 Technolagy
200 Relligion 700 Art

300 Social Science 800 Literature
400 Language 900 History

Each main class is subdivided into ten subclasses, and each subclass
Into ten sub-subclasses and so on. |t has practical usefulness,

simpllcity, and mnemonic features,
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Charles Ammi Cutter (1837-1903), the librarian of Boston

2

Atheneaum, brought the ldea of dictionary cataloging.2 The Rules

for Dictionary Catalogue was published in 1876, His classification

Is known as "‘expansive classification.” He was influenced by
Spencer and Comte, It is a practical arrangement and consists of
seven schemes, The first one, which has eight main classes, is
designed for libraries of one hundred volumes and the second one has
fifteen main classes, which Is for larger llbrarles, and the other
schemes for larger libraries, Although the first edition of this
classification was published (n 1879, the creator of this classi-
fication died before he could finish up the last scheme,

In 1894, two Belgians, Paul Otlet and Henri Lafontain,
developed the Dewey Decimal Classification to be used in special
libraries all over the world.23 This classification Is known as
the Universal Decimal Classification (UDC}., It has a relat{ve index
and the main classes are modiflcations of Dewey Decimal Classifi-
catfon's main classes, The notatlon allows various combinations
according to form, period and language,

The Library of Congress Classification was developed in
the Library of Congress when this llbrary moved into a new and
larger quarters in 1897, 1t is the product of teamwork done under
the directorship of Herbert Putnam, librarlan of the Library of
Congress., This classification appeared between 1895-1939.2h Each
class was published separately. It has twenty-six possible main
classes, although not al) of them are being used presently, The

main classes of the Library of Congress Classiflcation are as

follows:
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A General P Language and Literature

B Philosophy Q Science

C-F History R Medicine

G Geography LY Agriculture

H Social Sciences T Technology

M Music U-V MHilitary and Naval Science
N Fine Arts z Biography

James Ouff Brown (1862-1914), British librarian, pubiished
his classification in 1894 as Quinn-Brown Scheme. Later, in 1897,
the classification was published as the "Adjustable Classifica-
tion." Finally, In 1906, it was published as the '""Subject Classi-
fication," He believed that every form of knowledge can be traced
to a principle from which it has developed., The sequence of main
classes Is based upon matter, life, and mind record.25 Matter
and force generated 1ife and 11fe in turn produced mind and Finally
record., He said that everything relating to a topic can be put
in a constant place. The maln classes in this scheme are as follows:

A Generalia

B-C Physical Science

E-F @8iological Science

G-H Ethnology

f Ecology

J=K Philosophy

L Soclal and Political Science

M Language and Literature

N Literary Forms
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0-W¥ History

X Biography

Shiali Ramamrita Ranganathan (1892-1972), from India,
brought a new approach to classification. His classification
is known as Colon Classification. Its first edition was published
in 1933. His theorles of facet analysis brought a revolution in
classiflcation theory and practice.26 Ranganathan related all
facets to “"five fundamental concepts''--personality, matter, energy,
space, and time--which generaliy is known as PMEST, The order
is according to this decreasing principle, that is, personality
is the most concrete and time is the most abstract.

The Bibiiographic Classification was developed by Henry
Evelyn Bliss (1870-1955). He was the librarian of the College of
the City of New York and during about thirty years of working In
this library he developed thils class{fication, The first edition
of Bibliographic Classification was published in 1935.2? Bliss
used twenty-six letters of the English alphabet for the main classes
and arabic numerals for form dlvision. The important aspect of
his classiflcation is the {dea of basic and subordinate classes,
and also the ldea of "(onscensus.,” All classes in this scheme are
based upon four basic areas of knowledge:

1. Science 3. Technology

2. History b, Arts
This classification is very popular in providing different needs
in different libraries. It is mnemonic, has a brief notation
and Is unique in having flexibility by providing alternative loca-

tions.
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Among the above classifications which are described the
Library of Congress Classification (LCC) and the Dewey Decimail
ClassIfication (0DC) which are used by many libraries and are
glven In the catalog cards of English materials In NUC will be
compared here, These two classification systems have some simi-
larities and differences as follows:28
a} Simllarities
1. Both of them have practical usefulpess by providing
book shelving location,
2. Both of them provide relative locations,
3. The main classes of LCC and DDC reflect the area
of specialization.
4, They have many protlems in common.
b) Differences
. DDC may be used for any size library while LCC
was developed originally for libraries of several million books,
although it can be used for any size llibrary.
2. LCC has mixed notation, i.e., uses bath alphabet

and numbers, while DD |s pure notation, i.e,, uses only arabic

numbers {with few exceptions),

3. The length of base of LCC Is longer than DDC, i,e.,
while in LCC there are twenty-six possible main classes, there are

only ten main classes in DDC.

b, DOC originally was developed by one person, while

LCC was developed by a group.

5. DDC is in a few voiumes (three volumes for the 18th

edition) while LCC is in several volumes.
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6. DDC has many mnemonic-fea:ures, while LCC has
few mnemonic features.
7. As the number of subdivisions Increases, DOC
becomes too long so that In practice it is dIfficult to be used,
while LCC does not have this problem.
8. 0DOC was based on the Harris Ciassification which
In turn was based upon inverted Baconian Class!ification, while
in preparing LCC all schemes were reviewed and it s influenced
by all of the previous schemes,
All classification shcemes may be grouped according to
the purpose:29
1. Tradltional, deductive, systematic classifications,
LCC and DOC are among this group.
2. Non-traditional, inductlive, syndetic classifications,
UDC, Colon Classification, and various faceted classifications
are among this group.
The aim of all these c¢classifications, in spite of dif-
ferent criteria of grouping, is the same. All of them try to
bring related materials together. But any classification system
has Its own limitations, The common limitation of all these classi-
fication schemes is that they are linear and unidimensional. They
provide only one approach to Information retrieval., Subject headings

add another approach to retrieval of information,
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NATIONAL UNION CATALOG

Many bibliographical sources have been developed in the
United States during the last hundred years that certalnly Influenced
the development of librarianship to a great extent, Among these

the Natlonal Union Catalog {NUC), as the central record of the

holdings of the materials in the major research ilbraries in the
United States and Canada, is an amazing endeavor of library coopera-
tion. Cronin calls it "a key to all knowledge and information In
book form in this century.“30
The history of NUC goes back to many years sgo. The first
suggestlion of centralized cataloging was by Charles Coffin Jewett,
librarian of the Brown Unlversity and the Smithsonian Institute.al
His idea was to prepare stereotype blocks for cataloging cards to

be used later for printing and adopting cards.

Later an, Publishers Weekly began to publish title siips

which were prepared by the Jlbrarians. But this plan ceased after
one year at a loss. In 1876, Melvil Dewey, in a conference, proposed
the preparation of printed titles to be used by libraries, In 1887,
ALA publishing sectlon began printing catalog cards for American
Catalog but again this program was not continued because there
were not sufficient subscriptions.

Corn mentions two factors which facilitate the interchange

of catalog cards:32

1. Using the cataloging standards which followed the

publishing of Cutter's Rules for Dictionary Catalogue.
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2. Introduction of standard cards which began after the
starting of the printing of cards by the Library of Congress.

The foundation of NUC was lald as soon as the Library of
Congress started printing cards. In 1901, Herbert Putnam, the
librarian of the Library of Congress, started the exchange of
Library of Congress printed cards for cards printed by other
tibraries,33 This was the first step towards preparation of a
union catalog. Besides Library of Congress itself, there were
four other libraries in this exchange program: New York Publtic
Library, Boston Public Library, Harvard University Library, and
Crarer Library in Chicago., In the first quarter of the twentieth
century any attempt in this regard was located at the Llibrary of
Congress Card Division.

Although by 1926 this union catalog was increased ta nearly
two milllon, stiitl it was Inadequate for research needs. As a
response to the American Library Association, John D. Rockefeller,
Jr. gave 3 gift of five thousand dollars for five consecutive years
to the Library of Congress. Ouring 1927-1932, more than six million
cards were added., In 1932, the Division of Union Catalog was
established at the Library of Congress.

Using the printed cards by libraries brought the problem
of shortage of space. As a result there was an increase in the
demand for printed book catalog. On the other hand the need for
research on the part of reference librarlians and scholars demanded
having a book catalog. Thercfore the Library of Congress, as a
response to these needs, began to publish the catalog of cards
34

represented by this library as of July, 1942, it is the
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reproduction of a series of about two million cards, Many of the
cards in this catalog have been prepared by libraries other than
the Library of Congress, On the other hand, many books in the
Library of Congress had no printed cards. Therefore this list
was something more and something less than the holdings of the
Library of Congress. This catalog was issued under the auspices
of the Association of Research Libraries and came out in 167 volumes.
It covers the period from 1898 to July 31, 1942, The abbreviations
for the librarles which had sent the printed cards to the Library
of Congress were glven for the cards listed in this catalog.

Bue to the increase in the amount of budget for the Union
Catalog, the holdings of several other libraries were included in
the Union Catalog. To solve the problem of continuation, it was
suggested to have supplements every few years. In March, 1946,

Halsey William Willson, In a pamphliet entitled A Propased Plan for

Printing Library of Congress Cards in Cumulative Book Form, suggested

a weekly supplement that could be cumulated at the end of the
second week, then monthly and annually similar to the Cumulative
Book Index, The Library of Congress modified these recommendations
and the final decision was publishing a monthly catalog with
quarterly and annual cumulation. Therefore, in 1347, the Library

of Congress began to publish the Cumulative Catalog of Library

of Congress Printed Cards. This was in nine monthly issues, three

quarterly cumulatlions, but no annual cumulation. In 1948, a supple-
mentary catalog for cards issued August |, 1342, to December 31,

1947, was published in forty-two volumes,3® This catalog had 2,600
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anonymous and pseudonymous entries to help in locating Information
In a better way.

In 1948, the Unlan Catalog was officlally changed to the
Natlional Unlon Catalog. Between 1948 to 1950 the holdings of Yale
University Library, North Carolina Catalog, and University of
Carolina were elther microfiimed or copied and included in the
National Union Catalog.

The next cumulative list of the Library of Congress, printed
cards for 1948-52, came out in 1953 in'a twenty~four volume catalog

36

under the title Library of Congress: Author Catalog. For the

1949 annual cumulation the title was changed to Library of Congress

Author. Then, in 1953, the name was made simply Library of Congress

Catalog. The reason for the first change was the decision to

publish a catalog arranged alphabetically by the subject. The

titte of this publication was Library of Congress Subject Catalog.37

The reason for the second change was to issue the catalog according
to types of materials, Therefore the Library of Congress Catalog

divided into Books: Authors, Books: Subjects; Films, Maps and

Atlasses and Music¢c and Phonorecords.

The Library of Congress Author Cataiog is the first five-

year cumulation supplement which includes works cataloged by the

Library of Congress, as well as libraries contributing in a coopera-
tive program during this period, The entries not only inciude
books, but pamphlets, maps, music scores, serials, motion plctures
and film strips. However, languages other than Roman, Cyrillic,

Greek, and Hebrew alphabets were excluded.
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Entries contain main and added entries with the necessary

cross references. The main entry card s the complete reproduction
of the cards which consists of the bibliographical description,
tracing, LCC and ODC number and the Library of Congress card number.
However, the subject headings and classification numbers are those
assligned at the time of cataloging these titles; they do not reflect
any later changes. Arrangement is alphabetical by the name of the
authors. For the field of medicine and related subjects the Armed

Forces Medical Library Catalog, later known as the National Library

of Medicine Catalog, Is regarded as the supplement. Apy cards that

do not have the classification number are either from a law library
or they are prepared by other libraries who do not use one of these
classification numbers. On the other hand 0D are assigned to
publications of general Interest.

In response to the recommendations of the ALA Board on
American Library Resources and Assocliation of Research Libraries

on July 1, 1356, the Library of Congress Catalog--Books: Authors

was expanded to include not only reports of printed cards prepared
by the Library of Congress but other titles reported by other

libraries of Morth America. The result was the National Unlon

Catalog, 1953-57, published in twenty-eight volumes.38 This is

a list of the holdings of five hundred American libraries. Addi~
tional locations far titles are given to faclilitate research. It
contains entries for books, pamphiets, and maps in all languages,
written In the Roman, Cyri:..c, Greek, Gaellc, or Hebralc alphabet.

It has main entries, 2ssenc:ial 3coed entries and cross references,
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Volume 27 of this catalog contains music and phonorecord (titles)
and the last volume is motion pictures and filmstrips.

In 1961 the National Union Catalog, 1952-55 was published

under the auspices of the Commlttee on Resources of the American
Libraries of the American Library Association. This is the list
of all monographs published in 1956 and later as reported to the
Union Catalog Division of the Library of Congress. It includes the
holdings of six hundred libraries. !t was estimated that up to
50 percent of the cataloging in libraries is related to the ten
preceding years, So this catalog was published to help locating
of the titles. it includes entries for books, pamphlets, maps,
atlases and broadsides reports held by the Library of Congress and
many othér libraries, But it is limited to monographs, The serials
publications, master’'s theses, page analytics, and also reprints
in Arablic, Cyrillic, Hebraic, Chinese, Japanese, Korean, Malayan,
or Indic alphabet were excluded. Also motion pictures, film strips,
phonorecords, Braille books, and music scores are not included in
this catalog., Each library s identified by a location symbol,

The twelve-year cumulation, with additional locations,
of the NUC was published in 125 volumes in 1967, The 1968-72
cumulation was published ip 1973 in 119 volumes, the NUC 1973
in 1974 in sixteen volumes, and finally, the NUC 1974 was published
in 1975 in nineteen volumes,

To have the National Union Catalog of the pre-1956 years,

the NUC Pre-1956 publication was started in 1967, It is estimated

to be in 620 volumes and will include more than eleven million

titles of more than seven hundred research libraries.
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The Library of Congress Catalog--Books: Subjects, which was

ariginally Library of Congress Catalog Subjects are published as

follows:
1950-54 20 volumes 1955
1955-59 22 volumes 1960
1960-65 25 volumes 1965
1965-69 42 volumes 1370
1970 3 volumes 1971
1971 1! volumes 1972
1972 15 volumes 1973
1973 16 volumes 1974

FUNCTIONS OF THE NATIONAL UN{ON CATALOG

The Natlional Union Catalog can be used in a variety of ways

by the libraries and schelars. Functions may be summarized as

follows:39

1. 1t helps the acquisitions librarian in verificatlon, as
a guideline in selection, and avolding duplication,

2. The cataloging function of the NUC helps the cataloguer
to find the cataloging information for the titles without having
to go through the whale process of cataloging. Therefore, naturally
there will be more uniformity and standardization in cataloging
practice,

3. The references and research function of the NUC is to
help the reference librarian to direct services, find and recognize
other titles that are not avallable in his library. It also helps

in locating materials for inter-library loan.
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k. Finally, It relieves libraries from considerable costs
of keeping a public catalog. It will also serve as depository
catalog; hence, it will ;ave a lot of space, and costs of filling
and keeping the cataleg up to date will be reduced.

To summarize, the development of cataloging and classifi~
cation originates from the early attempts of philosophers to classify
knowledge, Increases in recorded knowledge required library classi-
flcation and the production of catalogs. LCC and DDC are examples
of such endeavors to organize llbrary materials. NUC as a
reservoir of information Is another attempt to facilitate retrileval

of information in a variety of forms,
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RESEARCH DESIGN AND PROCEDURE

In this study the Persian works, or Persian materials,

are defined as all the titles listed in the Library of Lomgress--

8ooks:Subjects, under theose subjects listed in Appendix A of this

report. The headings in this list are derived from the Library of

Lo

fongress Subject Headings, 8th edition, - as well as headings found

in preliminary study of NUC subject headings assigned to works
entered under "|RAN" in the author catalog. In addition to author
catalog the earlier editions of the subject list were also con-
sulted,

The 1973 edition of the Library of Congress-—-Books:Subjlects

was sejected as the basis of the study because it includes the
complete tracing. It is a subject approach, and permits access
to materials via the subject.

The population of the study consists of (498 titles) Persian
materials and (2756 titles) American materials listed under the
subject headings given in Appendix B of this report. These titles
are those which are listed under similar subjects selected in the
first sample. By similar subjects is meant Education in fran vs,
Education in U,S5., Persian Poetry vs. American Poetry, and so on.

A sample of § percent of the first population of lranian
materials, t.e., fifty tities, was selected randomly, by using the

28
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random tables, and was compared with another fifty titles, approxi-
mately 2 percent of the population of American materials. To do
the random sampling, each title in both populations was given a
serial number and then, using the random tables, sample one and
sample two were selected,

The following procedures were used in doing this research:

1. The subject headings were checked in the Library of
Longress Catalog--Books:Subjects and the titles listed under these
subject headings were counted and given a serial number, Any subject
heading not listed In this catalog or listed but nat having any
title under it was recorded to see how many of the subjects are
likely to be found.

2, After selecting the first sample, those subject headings
selected In this sample were matched to find the simiiar subject
headings in the American material. For example, '"Persian Drama*
was selected in the first sample, so "American Drama'' was selected
as one of the subject headings to be examined in the second sample,
In this way the list for the second sample was prepared.

3. Again the titles listed under the subject heading
lists of the second sample were counted and were given serial
numbers. Then fifty titles (1.81%) were selected in the random
selection, All the subject headings selected in both samples
are marked by asterisks {*) in Appendix A and Appendix 8,

h, The titles selected in both samples were grouped
according to language to find the answer to question 2.

5. Aill the titles were examined to see which of the titles

have both LCC and DDC, which have only aone, and which have none,
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Those that had both LCC and DDC were compared with the table of
language distribution to see if all of them were in English and
also to see if it matched the percentage of English language.
Then the findings were grouped in a table.

6. Those titles in the first sample which had both LCC
and DDC were grouped by each classification scheme respectively
to see if there was any difference when they were gqrouped by any
one of these schemes. As there were several differences, the
classification numbers assigned to these titles were re-examined
to see if the difference was due to assigning different classifi-
cation numbers for the same subject. Then they were checked
against the Library of Congress Classification Schemes and Dewey
Decimal Classification Schemes to determine the classes of titles
in each classification. Any findings were tabled to show these
differences.

7. The number of subject headings assigned to each title
were counted for selected titles in both samples. The number of
subiect headings were grouped as 0, 1, 2, etc, and they were matched
to see which one of the samples has more subject depth.

8. The number of notes in both samples was counted and
grouped according to the number of notes per title, and the results
were compared.

9, The selected titles in the first sample were checked

against the NUC Additional Lecation 1973h’ to find out where these

materials are mostly located. Then locations were grouped alpha-

betically and the tist is given in Appendix C.
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16. Finally, the number of added entries was counted and
compared for both samples. In addition, the average of added entries

for both samples was calculated.
ASSUMPTIONS OF THE STUDY

In this study there are several assumptions that sheuld
be considered in deriving any conclusion. These assumptiens are
as follows:

1. In cataloging and classification of Persian materials,
it should be assumed that subject headings and classification
numbers are carefully assigned to these materials, so that any
difference that appears in grouping by ea;h classification scheme
is mainly due to the difference of the classification rather than
assigning the number, or misinterpretation of the subject cata-
loguer,

2. It should be assumed that the U.5. Library of Congress

Catalog--Books:Subjects reflects a high percentage of the NUC

s0 it reflects any conclusien about the latter.

3. This study selects the 1973 edition of the above men-~
tioned catalog, it is assumed that there is no difference between
each year.

4, The final assumption is that, in spite of the dif-
ference in the percentage of the tetal population In both samples,
as they are equal in number they reflect the characteristics of

the total population.
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LIMITATIONS OF THIS STUDY

There are certain limitations in this study that should
be considered in deriving any conclusion or generalization:
l. As there is no subject approach to NUC, this study

uses Library of Congress Catalog~-Book:Subject in lieu of the

Nuc, Although the percentage of materials in this catalog is
almost equal to the NUC, the conclusions are limited to a certain
extent,

2. As this study uses the subject catalog for the study
of NUC, it should be noted that there are several subjects such
as fiction that do not lend themselves to any subjects. Although
this catalog lists even such titles It is possible the number of
books listed in this catalog is less than the actual number in

the Auther Cataleg.

3. This study does not do anything with the main entry,
50 there might be differences in the determining of the main entry
that might make a difference In retrieval of information in either
sample. These differences, if any, are disregarded,

4, The number of titles in the second population is too
large in respect to the first population, therefore the number of
samples does not make the same percentage of thelir population.

To eiiminate this problem the number of headings In the second
sampie was reduced to those which were comparable and where there

was a similar subject heading to that selected in the first sample.
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JUSTIFICATION OF THE STUDY

1. The importance of this study will be for those libraries
which use NUC for searching cataloging and classification information
- of the Persian materials, because they wil) know the probablllty
of finding the LCC classification, the chances of finding a title,
etc,

2. This study points out the depth of indexing, the average
of added entries and many other comparisons. Any finding in this
regard will be a guideline for improving the cataloging data, if
there is any deficiency.

3. The anaiysis of the location will be a clue to know
where would be the best place to find more information about lranian
materials. S0 a person interested in doing research may be willing
to know where would be the nearest chance of finding such information.

i, The comparlson of the LCC with DDC will reveal the
differences of using either of these classification schemes. This
will be very useful to understand which one would be better for
Persian materials., If someone Is golng to expand and research the
possibility of adopting thése classification schemes to suit Iranian
needs, he may gain an idea from the analysis of this study to know
which scheme is better for concentrating research on areas of
Iranian interest,

5. This study wil) examine one of the aspects of the

National Union Catalog. This will be useful for knowing the effi-

clency of finding information through this source, so that if there

is any deficiency, It would come to the attention of the authorities.



Chapter &
ANALYS1S AND INTERPRETATION OF THE COLLECTED DATA

Foilowing the research method described in the previous
chapter, the following findings were reached for this study:

1. The first question of this study was to determine
the distribution of Persian materials according to subject, Out
of 125 subject headings of Persian materials which were checked

against the Library of Congress Catalog--Books:Subjects 1973, 4!

subject headings were not found. That Is 32.8 percent of the
total subjects tried. As this list was prepared by consuiting
both the Library of Congress List of Subject Headings and previous
editions of the NUC, there are actually more subject headings than
the holdings of one particular year. Another part of this problem
is partly due to the fact that subject headings change through
time as class{fication schemes do, but these changes are not
reflected in the cataloging data of the NUC entries.

In spite of the fact that subject headings change through
time, the fact that 32.8 percent of the subject headings were not
found in the 1973 edition of the subject catalog indicates that
there is a difference between subjects of books included in this
catalog from one year to another. This is partly due to the fact
that materials published in these areas in a given time may not

necessarily be those published another time,

34
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However, it should be mentioned that the number of titles
listed under different subjects of the catalog was not uniform,
Usually under subjects of literature and history there were more
books than a subject such as "Horses--iran," To show the distri=-
bution of the sample by subject the Library of Congress main
classes were selected as a basis for judgement, According to
this criteria the distribution is glven in Table 1. The maximum
percentage is 4b percent which belongs toc language and literature,
The next highest percentage belongs to class D (22 percent) and

the rest of the subjects are in the minority,

Table 1

Subject Distribution of the First Sample According
to Library of Congress Main (lasses

Subject Number of Tities Percent of
the Total
Class A (General Works) 1 2
Class D {MHistory) 11 22
Class H (Soclal Science) 3 6
Class L {Education) 1 2
Class N (Fine Arts) 2 b
Class P (Language and Literature) 22 b
Class S (Agriculture) 1 2
Class Z (Bibliography) 5 10
Law (no class aumber assigned) _ b 8

Totat 50 100
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2. The second purpose of this study was to investigate
the proportion of each language in the selected samples, Table 2
shows that 60 percent of the materiais in the sample of Persian
materials were in the Persian language and 28 percent in the English
language. The other languages in the sample were French, Arabic,
Russian and Turkish, There was one title, or 2 percent, of the

material which was bilingual.

Table 2

Proportion of the Language In the Sampie
of Persian Materials

Language Number of Titles Percentage
Persian 30 60
English 14 28
French 2 4
Arabic ) 2
Russian | I 2
Turkish i 2
English-Persian 1 2
Totals 50 100

A comparison of the Table 2 with Table 3, the distribution
of the language in the second sample, shows that there are higher
percentages of materials in the English Janguage. Eighty-six
percent of the materlals are in English while in the first sample

60 percent were in Persian and 28 percent in English. While the
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first sample consisted of the Persian, English, Russian, French,
Turkish and Arabic languages, the second sample consisted of

English, Japanese, Russian, Belgian, French and German.,

Table 3

Proportion of the Language in the American Materials

Categories Number of Titles Percent of
the Total
English 43 86
Japanese 2 k
Russian 2 b
Belgian ! z
French 1 2
German 1 —2
Totals 50 100

3. Another questicon in this study was to investigate what
proportion of the selected titles have classification numbers.
Knowing that the Library of Congress does not assign Dewey Decimal
Classification numbers to foreign titles, the aim of this question
was to see If the titles which do not have DDC numbers are equal
to the number of titles in the languages other than English. The
distribution of both samples according to the avaiiabllity of
classification numbers is shown in Table &,

In the sample of Persion materials 30 percent of the titles
had both LCC and DDC numbers which is equal to the number of English

titles plus a bilingual (English-Persian) title in the table of
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distributlon of language. Eighty-six percent of the American
materials had both LLC and DDC numbers which is exactly equal

to the percentage of English language in Table 3.

Table &

Distribution of Both Samples According to the
Avallability of the Classiflcation Number

—
— ————

Classification Schemes Number of Percent Number of Percent
Titles in the Titles in the
First Sample Second Sample

Titles having both

LCC and DDC 15 30 43 86
Titles having only LCC 3 62 7 14
Titles having neither

LCC nor DDC b 8 0 0

Totals 50 100 50 100

The difference lies in the availability of the LCC number,
While 100 percent of the materials in the American materials had
LCC numbers, in the sample of Persian materials only 92 percent
had LLC numbers. Further investigation shows that the 8 percent
difference belongs to the titles which are about law subjects which
the Library of Congress does not provide with classification numbers.
k., The fourth purpose of this study was to investigate
similarities and differences between the Library of Congress Classi-
fication number and the Dewey Decimal Classification number when
both of these clasqﬁflcatlon schemes are applied for a given Persian
title., As it was shown in Table 4, only 30 percent of the Persian

materials in the sampie had both LCC and DDC numbers. These titles
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were separated and they were arranged according to the classifi-
cation number. Table 5 shows the arrangement of the titles according
to Dewey Decimal Classification's main classes. As it is shown
in this table, when these materials are arranged by DD main
classes 40 percent of materials are in history, 20 percent in
social science, 13.33 percent In language, and the rest of the
materials are scattered in technology, generalities, arts, and

literature, each having 6.66 percent of the total of the titles.

Table 5

Arrangement of Selacted Titles in Persian Materials
Samples According to DDC Main (lasses

Main Classes” Number of Percent of

Titles the Total
000 (Generalities) ] 6.66
300 (Social Sciences) 3 20.00
400 (Languages) 2 13.33
600 (Technology) 1 6.66
700 (Arts) ) 6.66
800 (Literature} 1 6.66
900 (History & Geography) _6 40,00
Total 15 100,00

*Those main c'asses of DDC that were not assigned
to the titles in the sample (those titles having both LCC and DOC)
are not mentioned tere.

Arrangement of the same materials according to the Library

of Congress classification’s main classes reveals differences of
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the grouping of the same material by another classification.
Table 6 represents the arrangement of the titles in Persian materials

which had both 0DC and LCC classification arranged by LCC main

classes,
Table 6
Arrangement of Selected Titles in Persian Materials
Sample According to LCC Main Classes
Main Classes” Number of Percent of
Titles the Total
D (History) 5 33.33
H (Social Sciences) | 6.66
Lt (Education) 1 6.66
N (Fine Arts) 2 13.33
P (Literature & Language) 4 26,66
$ (Agriculture) ) 6.66
Z (Bibliography} I 6.66
Total 15 100.00

*Those main classes of LCC which were not included in the
selected titles of Persian materials are not mentioned,

The comparison of Table 5 and Table & shows that:

(a) While according to ODC 40 percent of materials are
classified as history, according to LCC only 33,33 percent of the
materials are classified as history.

(b) While in DDC classification 20 percent of the materials
are classified as social science, in LCC 6.6b percent are regarded

to be soclal science and 6,66 percent as education,
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(¢) While according to DDC there are 13.33 percent of the
materials in the language and 6.66 percent In literature, according
to LCC 26.66 percent of the materials are classified as literature
and language.

(d) While according to the DOC 6.66 percent of the materials
are regarded as art subjects, according to LCC 13,33 percent of the
materials are classified as art subjects.

{e} Although technology is not shown In Table 6 but as
agricul ture Is a2 subdivision of technology in the Dewey Decimal
Classification, There is no difference In this part. Similarly,
there is no difference in the percentages of generalities {which
includes bibliography) and bibliography in LCC.

There are two reasons for these differences:

1. Differances in the base or the number of main classes
of these two classification schemes, In LCC education is regarded
as a main class while in DDC it is a part of Social Science class,
Similarly Geography and Histary in DDC are in one class, while in
LLC they are separated as different main classes. Literature
and language in LCC are regarded as one class while in DDC Language
and Literature are two different classes,

2. Another reason for differences Is classifying a certain
title in two different subjects when using both LCC and DDC.

-= A title which was given a political science number
in DDC (327) was classified as history in LCC,
== A title which was ¢lassified as history in DOC was

given a literature and language number in LCC,
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-~ Another title which was classified in DDC as history

was classified as fine arts in LCC.

To show these differences the main classes of both classi-

fications as

shown in Table 5 and Table & are combined in one

table. Table 7 represents the differences of using different

classiflcation schemes,

Table 7

Distribution of Selected Titles in Persian
Materials by Main Classes of LCC and DDC

oc 00 390 Loo 600 700 800 900 Total
Gener- Social Lan- Tech=- Arts Litera- History

LC alities Science guage nology ture Geography
D
{Hlstory) | 4 5
H
(Sociat
Science) ] 1
L
(Education) | 1
N
(Fine Arts) 1 ! 2
P
(Literature &
Language) 2 } 1 4
S
(Agriculture) ] !
z .
(Bliography) 1 1
Total 1 3 2 ] 1 1 6 is
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Table 7 not only shews the difference that is caused due
to the application of each classification but it shows differences
that are caused by classifying certain titles in two different
subjects. The number of selected titles in Persian materials,
i.e., those titles which had both classification numbers, are
too small to make any generalizations, but certainly these dif-
ferences in classification show that further research on the
classification schemes and comparison of the result of using them
would be an interesting subject. Particularily, further study on
the application of LCC and PDC on Persian materials may be use-
ful to find out which one would be more suitable to be used for
classifying Persian materials.

5. The fifth question of this study was to investigate
the depth of subject indexing of Persian materials in comparison
to similar materials related to American subjects. The number
of subject headings in both samples was counted and they were
grouped according to the number of subject headings assigned teo
each title. Table 8, on page Lb, represents the distributien of
both samples according to thé number of subject headings.

The mean for both samples can be calculated as follows:

- 1 X 20 2 X X 3) + (4 X
xl'( L+ 50iL 3 = 1l-%%-l.ma.

- {(x7)+(2x9) +(3x12) +# (4x2} +(6x1} 15
X2 = 50 =50 = 1.50,
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Table B

Comparison of the Subject Indexing in Both Samples

e e ———rt o ———
el — gy — —

Number of Number of Titles Percent Number of Titles Percent

Subject in the First in the Secand
Headlngs Sample Sample

0 15 30 13 38
] 20 Lo 7 14
2 9 18 9 18
3 3 6 12 24
b 3 6 2 4
5 - - -- --
6 .- . ) 2

Total 50 100 50 100

The comparison of the means of the two samples indicates
that, relatively, the American materials have a deeper subject

treatment than Persian materials.

6. The sixth question of this study was to investigate
the extent of bibllographical information other than description
of the author, title, imprints and collation., This study was
interested to know the amount of additlional information that was
provided in the notes. Therefore the number of notes in both
samples were counted and they were grouped according to the number
of notes per title. Table 9 shows the comparison of notes in

two samples.
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Table 9

Comparison of AddItional Information in Catalog Cards
of Both Samples

Number of Notes Number of Titles Percent Number of Titles Percent

Per Title in the Flrst in the Second
Sample Sample
0 9 18 12 24
1 24 L8 29 58
2 12 24 8 16
3 | 5 1Y 1 2
Total 50 100 50 100

The average of notes in each sample is calculated as follows:

i’.(lx2#)+(2x12)+(3x5). 6_3-].26
58 50

ﬁh - (1 x29) ¢+ (2x8 ) +(3x1)_ 48 _ 0.96
50 50

The comparison of the two means for additional information
§hows that Persian materials have relatively larger numbers of
notes per title. Part of this difference may be due to the fact
that in many Persian materials the content is given cor the cover
title [s mentioned to show the difference of title page with cover
title.

7. Another purpose of this study was to find out the
location of the major )ibraries whare one can obtain the materials

about lran. To fulfill this purpose, the main entries of selected



b6
titles were checked in NUC 1973 but no further location was registered.

Then titles were checked against the Register of Further Locations

in NUC for 1973. Table 10 presents the location of Persian per

title in the sample of Persian materlals,

Table 10

Per Title Locations of the Persian Materials Sample

— —— e ——

Per Title Location Number of Titles Percent

} location - 38 76

2 locations 6 12

3 locations 1 2

5 locations 2 b

6 locations and more 3 6
Total 50 100

The alphabetical list of these libraries Is glven in
Appendix C of this report,

8. Finally, the last question in this study was to investi~
gate what other approaches other than subject approach are available
in the catalog cards of Persian materials Iin comparison with
American materials. To determine the answer to this question,
the added entries In both samples were counted and were grouped
according to the number of added entries per titie, Table 11

compares the number of added entries in both samples.
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Table 1!

Comparison of Added Entries of Both Samples

Number of Added Number of Titles Percent Number of Titles Percent

Entries Per Title in the Flrst in the Second
Sample Sample

g 3 6 -- .-
] 26 52 3 68
2 16 32 10 20
3 | 2 b 8
] 3 6 ] 2
5 } 2 0 0
8 0 0 ] 2

Total 50 100 50 100

The average of added entries for both samples is calculated

as follows:

- (0 x28) + (2x16) + (3 x1) + (hx3)+(5x1) _ 78, .56
5¢ 50

x;'_ (1 x 34) +# (2 x10) + (3 x k) + (hx1)+(8x1) .78.74 56
50 50

The comparison of average of both samples shows that the

average of added entries for both samples are equal.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The two samples of Persian and American materials were
selected randomly and were compared as [t was described In the
preceding chapter. Regarding the assumptions and 1imitations of
this study the following results were cbtained,

1. The dispersion of subjects throughout the Library of

Longress Catalog--Books:Sublects differs from one year to another
because many subject headings were not found in the 1573 edition
while these subjects were gathered by consulting different editions
of this catalog. However, under some subjects more titles are
listed and probably these subjects remein more or less constant in
every edition, These subjects are mostly Persian literature and
the hlstory of iran,

2. The composition of both languages differs, while
60 percent of the titles in the Persian materials sample were
In Persian and 40 percent In other )anguages, in the sample of
American materials 86 percent were in English and only il percent
in other languages. While 28 percent of the Persian materials
were in English, there were no Persian titles in the American
material sample.

3. The higher percentage of English lanquage materials
in the second sample resulted in a higher percentage of catagories
of titles having both LCC and DDC, mainly because the Library of
Congress assigns Dewey numbers to English titles, The analysis of

the classification number of bath samples showed that comparatively
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larger numbers of titles in the American materials have classi-
fication numbers,

k., The analysis of titles in the Persian materials that
had both DOC and LCC numbers showed that grouping of titles by
either of these classifications makes a difference in position
of a title as being in a certain maln class. Part of these dif-
ferences Is due to differences of the main classes in each classi-
fication scheme and part of it is due to the fact that in the
cards of the sample different class numbers (l.e., different con~
cepts) were assigned to a given subject,

5. The subject depth of American materials with an average
of 1.50 is greater than Persian materials which have the average
of 1,18 subject headings per title.

6, On the other hand the average number of notes in Persian
materials was higher than the average of notes of American materials,
i.e., 1.26 per title notes for Perslan materials vs. 0,96 for
American materials,

7. The number of added entries in both samples was equal,

The above comparison shows that Persian and American

materials are equally treated in the Library of Congress Catalog--

Books:Subjects and, assuming that this catalog represents a higher

percent of the titles in NUC, this study concludes that Persian
and American materials are approximately equally treated in the
NUC, Many differences in the analysis of the samples of the study
are due to the differences in the composition of the language in
each sample. Further Investigation on the locationof Persian

materials showed that 24 percent of the materials have more than
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one location and 12 percent have more than three locations., The

1ist of these locations is given in Appendix C,
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH

The investigation of Persian materials in this study showed
that there are other problems to be studled in this regard, The
following studies are recommended as future rasearch topics:

I. Investigation on Persian materials in different editions

of the Library of Coggfess Catalog~=Books:Subjects and understanding

the reasons for subject change from one year to another.

2. Comparison of a sample of Persian materials in this
catalog with a sample of the titles In NUC that are about lran
to see if this catalog Is representing the NUC,

3. Comparison of Persian materials classification numbers
in a larger sample to see the differences aof using either of these
classifications,

k., Study on selection of main entries for Persian materials
in different catalogs to see If there s uniformity in selecting
Persian names as main entrles,

5. Comparison of Perslan materials with another language
other than English to sea what would be the difference.

6. Using the same study by direct approach to NUC through
determining a series of main entries and selecting a sample from

Nc.
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APPENDIX A
SELECTED LIST OF PERSIAN MATERIALS

The subject headings Identified by a cross (X) were not

found in the 1973 editlon of the Library of Congress Catalog--Books:

Subject. Those subject headings with an asterisk (*) on the left
side Indicates that in the process of random sampiing Tt was

selected in the sample of Persian materials.

Agricul ture-~Econamic Aspects--lran,

X Agriculture--lran.
Anthropo-Geography=--iran.
Architecture, tranian,

*  Architecture-=iran.

*  Art, lranian,

Art==1lran.

X Authors, franian,

X Banks and banking--iran.
Birth controi--lran.

*  Budget--!ran,

X Cataloging of Persian Literature.
Children's literature, Persian,
Cities and towns--iran.

Cities and towns==planning~-lran.

X Citizenship==iran.
58



Civi) law==lran,

Civil service--i{ran.
Clvitization, iranian.
Commercial law--iran.

Community development--iran,
Cooperation=-=lran.

Costs and standards of living=~lran.
Criminal law=-iran.

Domestic relations=~lran.
Earthquakes=~lran.
Earthwork==lran,
Education=~=iran.

Excavations (Archealegy)=-=lran.
Factories--iran,

Farm prodhce--lran.

Fertilizers and manures==lran.
Flags==tran.

Food consumptlon=-=lran.

Food supply==Iran.

Forest and forestry=-=-iran,
Forest ecalogy-=-lran.
Geology~=1ran.

Government ownership-=1{ran.
Horses--iran.,

t1litracy==iran,

I1lumination of books and manuscripts=-iran,

Income tax--lran.
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Industrial law and legislation==iran,
Iindustry==lran.

Industry and state=-~lIran.

Inheritance and transfer tax--lran,
insurance, Health--iran,

insurance, Social--lran.
international Labor Organization--lran
Investments, Forelgn-=lran.
{nvestments, Forelgn--Law and legislation=-~lran,
{ran.

lran in the Hadith.

{ranian ]anguages

lranian literature.

Iranian philology.

Iranian studles.

lranians.

Labor laws and legislation=~lran,
Labor supply=--lran.

Land tenure--lran,

Law==Iran.

Libraries=~1iran,

Manpower=={ran,

Manuscripts, Persian,

Maritime Law==lran.

Market survey--iran,

Marketing==!ran.

Marketing of livestock--lran,
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Military offenses--lran.
Military service, Compulsory=-iran,
Mines and mining resources--lran.
Mining law--lran,
Names=-|ran,

Names, Persian,

Names , Personal;-lran.
National Income=-=iran,
01d Persian inscriptions.
0ld Persian language.
Optimum trade~~lran.
Painting, lranian.
Peasantry~=iran.

Persian cat.

Persian drama.

Persian fiction,

Persian Gulf Reglons
Perslan Gulf States.
Persian imprints.

Persian language.

Perslan literature.
Persian periodicals.
Persian philology.
Persian poetry,

Persian prose literature.
Persian wit and humor.

Petroleum lndustry and trade--lran.
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Petroleum law and legislation.
Philosophy, Persian.
Physicians=-Licensed=~lran.
Poets, Persian,

Palitical participation-=tlran.
Postal service=--lran.
Pattery=~Ilran.

Pottery, lranian,

Press--tran,

Prices-=lran.

Property~=~lran.

Public health-=lran,
Quatrains, Persian.
Quotations, Persian,

Railroad law--lran,

Rain and rainfall-=iran.
Recording and registration-=~lran.
Religion=-=fran.
Shipping==iran.

Social class=-lran.
Soils==lran,

Tales, Persian.

Tariff-=-iran,

Taxation=-={ran,

Trade marks=-=-{ran.

vocational education--iran,

water, underground-=iran,
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Water supply==lran,
Women in lran,

Young volunteers in ¢community development=--lran.
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APPENDIX B
SELECTED LIST OF AMERICAN SUBJECT HEADINGS

The following list is the iist of subject headings which
were selected to be eqﬁal to those subject headings which were
selected in the process of random sampling for the Sample of Persian
materials. Those subjects which were not comparable were eliminated.
The cross (X) on the left side means that the subject heading was

not listed in the 1973 edition of the Library of Congress Catalog--

Books:Subject, Those headings identified by an asterisk(*) are those

which are selected In the process of random sampling of the second
sample,
*  American drama.
*  American literature
American periodicals.
*  American poetry.
X American prose iiterature.
X Architecture=~U.S,
*  Art, American,
*  Budget--U.5.
Civil law--U,S.
* Commercial law-=U.S,
*  Education--U.S.

Food consumption—--U.S.
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International Labor Organization--U.S,
Manuscripts, American.
Taxation-=U.S.
u.s.
-~pescription and travel.
-~Foreign relations,
-=-History.
~=|ntellectual life.

-=-Pollitics and government.
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APPENDIX C

LIST OF THE LOCATIONS OF THE PERSIAN MATERIALS

OF THE SELECTED SAMPLE

The following list Is the alphabetical list of the libraries

which had the Persian materials as indicated by the sample.

The

abbreviation in parentheses are the location symbols used in NUC.

The column |1 represents the number of titles in these libraries

as indicated by the samples. Column 2 shows the percent of the

total titles, It should be noted that as all titles in the sample

had LC card numbers they are available in the Library of Congress,

Therefore at least one location for each title is the Library of

Congress,

Name of the Library

Brooklyn Public Library (NB)

Center for Resesrch Libraries
-=j1linois (ICRL)

Columbla University (NNC)
Marvard University - Cambridge (MH)

Louisiana State Unlversity, Baton
Raouge (LU}

Michigan State University -
East Lansing (MiEM)

Herth Carolina State University
at Raleigh (NcRS)
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Percenttz)
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Name of the Library NUmber(]) Percent(Z)
Ohlo State University, Columbus {0U) } 2
Pennsylvania State Unlversity,

Unlversity Park (Pst) ' 2
Princeton University (NjP) 1 2
St. Louis Public Library 2 .7
State University of New York at

Buffale (NBwU) ! 2
U.S. Department of State Library 1 2
University of 8ritish Columbia,

Vancouver-Canada (CaBVal) ) 2
University of California, Santa Barbara

(cuss) 1 2
University of Cinclnnat! (OCU) ] 2
University of 11linois, Urbana (lu) 1 2
University of Kentucky, Lexington (KylU) 2 b
University of Michigan (Miu) 1 2
University of Virginia, Charliettesville

(viy) 1 2
University of Washington, Seattle (Wau) 1 2
Virginia Polytechnic Institute, Blacksburg

(ViBIbv) 1 1 2
Washington University St. Louls (M-Sw) ] 2
Yale University, New Haven (CtY) 5 4]

Yale University--Kline Science Library
(ctY-KS) 2 2





