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 MODULE INTRODUCTION  

Course has five Modules. Under this theme we have covered the following 

topics: 

Module 1 Colon Classification (CC) – Introduction and Basics 
 
Module 2 Dewey Decimal Classification (DDDC) – Introduction and Basics 
 
Module 3 Advanced Classification Using CC and DDC 
 
Module 4 Comparative Study of DDC and CC 

                     Module 5 Future trends in library classification 

 
These themes of the Book discusses about Classification, Colon 

Classification, Dewey decimal classification, Comparative Study of 

DDC and CC. The structure of the MODULEs includes those topics 

which will enhance knowledge about Library Information system of 

the Learner. This book is designed to help you think about the topic of 

the particular MODULE. 

We suggest you do all the activities in the MODULEs, even those which you 

find relatively easy. This will reinforce your earlier learning. 
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MODULE 1 

COLON CLASSIFICATION (CC) – INTRODUCTION AND BASICS 

Objectives: 

• To understand Colon Classification (CC) – 6th Edition, including its 

structure and organization. 

• To explore the steps involved in classification using CC. 

• To study the classification of documents with basic subjects. 

• To analyze the classification of documents with compound subjects. 

 

UNIT 1 COLON CLASSIFICATION 

1.1 Introduction to Colon Classification 

The Colon Classification system stands as one of the most significant 

contributions to the field of library and information science. Created by S.R. 

Ranganathan, an eminent Indian mathematician and librarian, this system 

represents a pioneering approach to knowledge organization that continues to 

influence classification theory to this day. The 6th edition, published in 1960, 

represents the most mature and refined version of Ranganathan's revolutionary 

system. Unlike traditional enumerative classification schemes that attempt to list 

all possible subjects, Colon Classification introduced a faceted approach that 

allows for the synthetic construction of classification numbers through the 

combination of fundamental categories. This analytical-synthetic methodology 

enables the system to accommodate new subjects and interdisciplinary 

knowledge more effectively than its predecessors. Ranganathan's system 

derived its name from the use of the colon as a connecting symbol between 

facets in the classification notation. This seemingly simple punctuation mark 

embodied a profound conceptual shift in classification theory. By using the 

colon to separate different aspects or facets of a subject, Ranganathan created a 

flexible system capable of representing complex subjects with precision and 

adaptability. The 6th edition of Colon Classification further developed this 

Notes 
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approach, refining both its theoretical foundations and practical applications. This 

edition introduced significant structural improvements, expanded coverage across 

disciplines, and enhanced notational techniques, making it the most comprehensive 

expression of Ranganathan's classification philosophy. The fundamental innovation of 

Colon Classification lies in its analytical-synthetic nature. Unlike enumerative 

schemes that attempt to list all possible subjects in advance, CC analyzes complex 

subjects into their component elements and then synthesizes these elements to create 

precise classification numbers. This approach allows for extraordinary flexibility and 

hospitality to new subjects, addressing a critical limitation of earlier classification 

systems. The 6th edition expanded upon this foundation with more sophisticated facet 

formulas, improved notational devices, and clearer rules for combination, thereby 

enhancing the system's ability to represent the increasingly complex and 

interdisciplinary nature of modern knowledge. 

Historical Context and Development 

Ranganathan's journey toward creating the Colon Classification began in the early 

1920s when, as a mathematics professor turned librarian, he recognized the limitations 

of existing classification systems. After studying at University College London under 

W.C. Berwick Sayers, Ranganathan returned to India with a vision for a new approach 

to knowledge organization. The first edition of Colon Classification was published in 

1933, introducing the revolutionary concept of faceted classification to the library 

world. With each subsequent edition, Ranganathan refined and expanded his system, 

responding to new developments in knowledge and addressing practical challenges 

encountered in implementation. The evolution from the first edition to the sixth 

represents a remarkable intellectual journey, with each version introducing significant 

innovations. The second edition (1939) expanded subject coverage, while the third 

(1950) introduced the concept of "Rounds and Levels." The fourth edition (1952) 

further refined the system's notational techniques, and the fifth (1957) expanded its 

hospitality to new subjects. The sixth edition, published in 1960, represented the 

culmination of Ranganathan's thinking, incorporating decades of theoretical 

development and practical experience. This edition featured substantial revisions to 

both the theoretical framework and the practical rules for classification, establishing 

what many consider the definitive version of the system. The historical significance of 

Notes 
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Colon Classification extends beyond its direct applications. Ranganathan's 

faceted approach influenced subsequent classification and indexing systems 

worldwide, including the Universal Decimal Classification and various 

specialized thesauri. His fundamental categories and principles of facet analysis 

have been incorporated into modern information retrieval systems, including 

digital database structures and online cataloging tools. The conceptual 

framework he developed analyzing subjects into their component elements and 

then synthesizing these elements foreshadowed aspects of semantic web 

technologies and domain analysis in information architecture. 

Fundamental Principles of Colon Classification 

At the heart of Colon Classification lies a set of principles that guide both its 

theoretical framework and practical application. The most foundational of these 

is the principle of facet analysis, whereby complex subjects are broken down 

into their constituent aspects or facets. Ranganathan identified five fundamental 

categories that form the building blocks of his system: Personality (the central 

entity or thing), Matter (the material or property), Energy (the action or 

process), Space (the geographical location), and Time (the temporal period). 

These categories, often abbreviated as PMEST, provide a comprehensive 

framework for analyzing and representing virtually any subject domain. The 

principle of hierarchy within arrays represents another core concept in Colon 

Classification. Ranganathan organized related concepts into carefully structured 

hierarchies, with broader terms subsuming more specific ones. This hierarchical 

arrangement enables both precision in classification and the ability to browse 

related concepts. The system employs various devices to indicate these 

hierarchical relationships, including alphabetical and numerical notations that 

reflect the logical organization of concepts within each facet. The 6th edition 

refined these hierarchical structures across numerous subject areas, providing 

more granular and coherent organization of knowledge. Complementing facet 

analysis and hierarchy is the principle of hospitality to new subjects. 

Ranganathan recognized that knowledge constantly evolves, with new concepts 

and interdisciplinary areas emerging regularly. Rather than attempting to predict 

all possible subjects, Colon Classification provides mechanisms for 

Notes 
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accommodating new knowledge by combining existing facets in novel ways. The 6th 

edition enhanced this flexibility through more sophisticated rules for synthesis and 

expanded notational devices. This principle of hospitality remains one of the system's 

most enduring contributions to classification theory, addressing a challenge that 

continues to confront knowledge organization systems in our contemporary 

information landscape. 

The PMEST Formula 

The PMEST formula represents the conceptual backbone of Colon Classification, 

providing a systematic approach to subject analysis. Each letter in this acronym 

corresponds to one of Ranganathan's fundamental categories: Personality (P), Matter 

(M), Energy (E), Space (S), and Time (T). When analyzing a subject, the classifier 

identifies which of these categories are present and arranges them in this prescribed 

sequence. Personality refers to the core entity or thing being studied for instance, in 

"rice farming in India during the 1970s," "rice" represents the Personality facet. 

Matter encompasses the materials or properties of the subject, such as the "fertilizers" 

in rice farming. Energy captures actions, processes, or operations, like "cultivation" or 

"harvesting." The Space and Time facets provide contextual dimensions, locating the 

subject geographically and chronologically. In our example, "India" represents the 

Space facet, while "1970s" constitutes the Time facet. The 6th edition of Colon 

Classification refined the application of the PMEST formula across diverse subject 

areas, providing more precise guidelines for identifying and sequencing these 

fundamental categories. This refinement addressed practical challenges that had 

emerged in earlier editions, particularly in handling complex interdisciplinary subjects 

where multiple Personality facets might interact. The power of the PMEST formula 

lies in its universality and flexibility. It provides a consistent structure for analyzing 

subjects across disciplines while allowing for customization through discipline-

specific facet formulas. The 6th edition introduced more sophisticated approaches to 

compound subjects, where multiple instances of the same fundamental category might 

appear. Ranganathan developed the concepts of Rounds and Levels to handle such 

complexity, enabling the representation of intricate subject relationships while 

maintaining notational clarity. This capability for nuanced expression distinguishes 

Colon Classification from many other systems and explains its enduring influence on 

Notes 
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classification theory. 

 

Notational System 

The notational system of Colon Classification combines symbols, letters, and 

numbers to create precise and meaningful classification codes. Unlike purely 

numerical or alphabetical schemes, CC employs a mixed notation that balances 

expressiveness with brevity. The base notation typically uses uppercase letters 

for main classes and Arabic numerals for subdivisions within these classes. For 

example, in the classification "B: 2:3," "B" represents the main class Biology, 

while the numbers denote specific facets within that discipline. This mixed 

approach allows for greater hospitality to new subjects while maintaining 

reasonable notation length. Connecting symbols play a crucial role in the Colon 

Classification notation, functioning as semantic indicators that signal the 

relationships between facets. The colon serves as the primary connecting 

symbol, separating different facets within a classification number. Other 

important connecting symbols include the semicolon for separating compound 

subjects, the period  for indicating phase relationships, and the comma for 

denoting certain types of subdivision. The 6th edition introduced additional 

connecting symbols and refined their application rules, enhancing the system's 

ability to represent complex subject relationships with precision. Indicator digits 

constitute another important element of the CC notation, providing contextual 

information about the nature of the facets being combined. These single-digit 

numbers appear before certain facets to specify their role or relationship to the 

main subject. For instance, the indicator might denote an attribute, while "4" 

could signify an application. The 6th edition expanded and systematized the use 

of these indicator digits, creating a more consistent and predictable notational 

structure. This enhancement improved both the interpretability of classification 

numbers and the system's capacity for representing nuanced subject 

relationships. 

 

Notes 
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Main Class Structure 

The main class structure of Colon Classification provides the foundational framework 

upon which the entire system is built. In the 6th edition, Ranganathan organized 

knowledge into broad disciplinary categories, each represented by a single uppercase 

letter or letter-number combination. These main classes range from fundamental 

sciences and humanities to applied and professional disciplines. For example, "B" 

represents Biology, "D" Geology, "S" Social Sciences, and "X" Psychology. This 

initial division establishes the primary subject context for more detailed 

classification, serving as the starting point for facet analysis. Within each main class, 

Ranganathan developed customized facet formulas that reflect the unique conceptual 

structure of that discipline. These formulas specify which facets are relevant to the 

subject area and in what sequence they should be arranged. For instance, in Literature 

(O), the facet formula emphasizes language, form, and author, while in Medicine (L), 

the formula prioritizes organ systems, diseases, and treatments. The 6th edition 

refined these discipline-specific formulas based on extensive practical experience, 

enhancing their alignment with the conceptual organization of each field and 

improving their usability for classifiers. The relationship between main classes 

embodies Ranganathan's understanding of the interconnected nature of knowledge. 

Rather than treating disciplines as isolated silos, Colon Classification acknowledges 

their overlaps and interactions. The system provides mechanisms for representing 

interdisciplinary subjects through phase relationships and compound subject 

formation. The 6th edition expanded these capabilities, introducing more 

sophisticated rules for handling subjects that span multiple main classes. This 

approach to interdisciplinary anticipated the increasingly cross-disciplinary nature of 

modern research and scholarship, demonstrating Ranganathan's foresight in 

knowledge organization. 

Facet Analysis in Practice 

Applying facet analysis in practice involves a systematic process of breaking down 

complex subjects into their constituent elements. The classifier begins by identifying 

the main class to which the subject belongs, establishing the disciplinary context. 

Next, they analyze the subject according to the appropriate facet formula for that 

Notes 
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main class, identifying which PMEST categories are present and in what 

specific manifestations. For example, when classifying a book on "modern 

surgical techniques for treating heart disease in elderly patients," the classifier 

would identify Medicine (L) as the main class, then analyze the subject in terms 

of the relevant facts: heart (organ/Personality), disease (condition/Personality), 

surgical techniques (treatment/Energy), elderly patients (target 

group/Personality), and modern (temporal qualifier/Time). Once the facets have 

been identified, the classifier must determine their proper sequence according to 

the facet formula for the main class. In Medicine, this might involve ordering 

facets from organ system to condition to treatment approach. Each facet is then 

represented using the appropriate notational elements from the schedules, and 

these elements are connected using the prescribed connecting symbols. Special 

attention must be paid to compound subjects, where multiple instances of the 

same fundamental category might appear. In our example, "heart," "disease," 

and "elderly patients" all represent aspects of Personality but must be properly 

sequenced and connected. The practical application of facet analysis requires 

both analytical rigor and interpretive judgment. The classifier must make 

decisions about which aspects of the subject are significant enough to warrant 

inclusion in the classification number and how best to represent relationships 

between facets. The 6th edition provided more detailed guidelines for these 

decisions, with expanded examples and clearer rules for handling edge cases. 

This refinement of practical guidance made the system more consistent and 

predictable in application, addressing a critique that earlier editions had been too 

theoretical and difficult to implement in practical library settings. 

Special Classification Features 

The 6th edition of Colon Classification introduced several specialized features 

that enhanced its flexibility and expressive power. One significant innovation 

was the concept of Rounds and Levels, which provided a structured approach to 

handling compound subjects. When multiple facets of the same fundamental 

category appear in a subject, the system organizes them into Rounds (parallel 

facets) and Levels (facets of facets). For example, in "the economic impact of 

climate change on agricultural productivity," both "economic impact" and 

Notes 
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"agricultural productivity" represent Energy facets but at different levels of analysis. 

This hierarchical organization of compound facets enabled more precise representation 

of complex subjects while maintaining notational clarity. Phase relationships represent 

another sophisticated feature of Colon Classification, allowing for the expression of 

interactions between distinct subjects. The system distinguishes several types of phase 

relationships, including bias phase (where one subject is studied from the perspective 

of another), tool phase (where one subject serves as a tool for another), and 

comparison phase (where two subjects are compared). Each type of phase relationship 

is represented by a specific connecting symbol, such as the double colon or dot the 6th 

edition expanded the typology of phase relationships and refined their notational 

representation, enhancing the system's ability to express nuanced subject interactions. 

Common isolates provide standardized facets that can be applied across multiple main 

classes, promoting consistency and reducing redundancy in the classification scheme. 

These include facets for form (dictionary, periodical), geographical region (countries, 

cities), and language (English, Hindi). The 6th edition systematized the use of 

common isolates, developing more comprehensive schedules and clearer rules for their 

application. This standardization improved both the efficiency of classification and the 

consistency of subject representation across disciplines, addressing practical 

challenges that had emerged in earlier implementations of the system. 

Devices for Hospitality and Flexibility 

Ranganathan incorporated numerous devices into Colon Classification to ensure its 

hospitality to new subjects and flexibility in representing complex knowledge. 

Emptying digits represent one such mechanism, providing space within the notational 

structure for future expansion. By reserving certain digits or notational positions for 

later use, the system can accommodate new concepts without disrupting the existing 

structure. The 6th edition strategically employed emptying digits throughout the 

classification schedules, anticipating areas of knowledge likely to experience growth 

or transformation. Extrapolation and interpolation devices enable the classifier to 

create new entries between existing ones, allowing for the representation of emerging 

concepts that fall between established categories. Extrapolation extends a sequence 

beyond its current endpoint, while interpolation inserts new entries between existing 

ones. The 6th edition refined these devices with more explicit guidelines for their 

Notes 
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application, empowering classifiers to adapt the system to evolving knowledge 

without compromising its structural integrity. This balance between structure 

and flexibility represents one of Colon Classification's most distinctive 

characteristics. Zone analysis provides a systematic approach to expanding 

specific areas of the classification as needed. By dividing the notational space 

into zones for different types of concepts, the system can grow in targeted areas 

without requiring wholesale revision. The 6th edition employed zone analysis 

more comprehensively than previous editions, particularly in rapidly evolving 

fields like technology and medicine. This strategic allocation of notational space 

demonstrated Ranganathan's foresight in designing a system capable of adapting 

to the uneven and unpredictable growth of knowledge across different domains. 

Application in Different Subject Areas 

Colon Classification's application varies across different subject areas, with each 

main class featuring customized facet formulas and specialized notational 

devices. In the Natural Sciences (B-G), the system emphasizes taxonomic 

relationships and experimental processes. For example, in Biology (B), the facet 

formula prioritizes organism type, organ system, and biological process. The 6th 

edition expanded the biological taxonomy schedules, incorporating advances in 

molecular biology and genetics while maintaining compatibility with traditional 

classification approaches. In the Humanities (H-P), Colon Classification adapts 

to the distinctive characteristics of fields like Philosophy, Religion, Literature, 

and History. For instance, in Literature (O), the system provides elaborate 

mechanisms for representing literary works by language, genre, author, and 

period. The 6th edition refined these schedules with more nuanced approaches 

to literary criticism and comparative literature, reflecting developments in 

literary theory. Similarly, in Religion (Q), the classification accommodates 

diverse religious traditions with specialized facets for doctrines, practices, and 

texts. The Social Sciences (S-X) present unique classification challenges due to 

their interdisciplinary nature and rapidly evolving terminology. Colon 

Classification addresses these challenges through specialized facet formulas that 

emphasize social institutions, processes, and populations. For example, in 

Economics (X), the facet formula prioritizes economic systems, sectors, and 

Notes 
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policies. The 6th edition expanded the social science schedules significantly, 

incorporating emerging fields like communication studies and environmental policy. 

These enhancements improved the system's capacity to represent contemporary social 

issues while maintaining its theoretical coherence. 

Practical Examples of Classification 

To illustrate the practical application of Colon Classification, consider the process of 

classifying a book titled "Modern Techniques of Water Conservation in South Indian 

Agriculture during Drought Periods." The classifier would first identify Agriculture 

(J) as the main class. Analyzing the subject according to the PMEST formula, they 

would identify the following facets: Agriculture (main class), Water Conservation 

(Energy/process), Modern Techniques (Personality/methodology), South India 

(Space), and Drought Periods (Time). Following the facet formula for Agriculture, 

they would arrange these elements in the prescribed sequence and connect them with 

appropriate symbols, resulting in a classification number like "J: f.e:4:5(e,7).44'N73: 

n." For a more complex example, consider a work on "The Impact of Digital 

Technology on Museum Duration and Visitor Experience in Contemporary European 

Art Museums." This interdisciplinary subject spans multiple main classes, including 

Museum Science, Digital Technology, and Art. The classifier would need to 

determine the primary focus (likely Museum Science) and then represent the 

relationships between these domains using phase relationships. The resulting 

classification might look like "NZ: 6.44(y14); f :( D, 45) (e, 97):w.4:1." This notation 

captures both the primary subject (museum duration) and its relationship to digital 

technology and contemporary art. The classification of a medical text on 

"Comparative Study of Traditional and Modern Surgical Approaches to Knee 

Replacement in Elderly Patients with Osteoarthritis" demonstrates the application of 

Colon Classification in a professional discipline. The classifier would start with 

Medicine (L) as the main class, then identify the relevant facets: Knee 

(organ/Personality), Osteoarthritis (disease/Personality), Surgical Approaches 

(treatment/Energy), Traditional and Modern (methodological comparison/Energy), 

and Elderly Patients (target group/Personality).  

Notes 
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Challenges and Limitations 

Despite its theoretical sophistication, Colon Classification faces several practical 

challenges in implementation. The complexity of facet analysis requires 

significant training and expertise, making the system more demanding for 

catalogers than some alternative schemes. The multistep process of analyzing 

subjects, determining facet sequences, and constructing notations can be time-

consuming, particularly for complex interdisciplinary works. The 6th edition 

attempted to address these concerns with expanded examples and clearer 

guidelines, but the fundamental complexity of the system remained a barrier to 

widespread adoption outside specialized academic libraries. The notation in 

Colon Classification presents another set of challenges. While the mixed 

notation of letters, numbers, and symbols provides great flexibility and 

expressiveness, it can produce lengthy and complex call numbers that users find 

difficult to interpret or remember. Additionally, the arbitrary assignment of 

main class letters (such as "B" for Biology and "L" for Medicine) lacks the 

mnemonic quality of some other classification systems, requiring users to 

memorize these assignments rather than deriving them logically. The 6th edition 

made some improvements to notational brevity but could not entirely resolve 

these tensions between expressiveness and simplicity. The theoretical 

framework of Colon Classification, while revolutionary, also presents certain 

limitations. The PMEST categories, though comprehensive, sometimes fit 

awkwardly with particular subject domains. For instance, in fields like 

mathematics or theoretical physics, the distinction between Personality and 

Matter can become blurred. Similarly, in the humanities, creative works may 

resist clear categorization according to the PMEST formula. The 6th edition 

acknowledged some of these challenges by providing specialized guidelines for 

problematic subject areas, but the fundamental tension between universal 

principles and domain-specific knowledge organization remained a persistent 

Notes 
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challenge. 

 

Comparison with Other Classification Systems 

When compared to the Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC), Colon Classification 

reveals fundamental differences in approach and structure. While DDC employs a 

primarily enumerative methodology, attempting to list all possible subjects in 

advance, CC takes an analytical-synthetic approach, providing mechanisms for 

combining basic elements to represent complex subjects. This difference leads to 

distinctive notational characteristics: DDC uses pure decimal notation with relatively 

short numbers, while CC employs mixed notation with connecting symbols that often 

results in longer but more expressive classification codes. The 6th edition of CC 

emphasized these differences, positioning itself as complementary to rather than 

competitive with DDC, particularly for specialized academic collections. The 

Universal Decimal Classification (UDC) shares more commonalities with Colon 

Classification, as both systems incorporate faceted elements and synthetic features. 

However, UDC builds upon the enumerative foundation of DDC, adding connecting 

symbols and auxiliary tables rather than starting from a purely faceted approach. This 

hybrid nature gives UDC greater backward compatibility with DDC while limiting its 

theoretical coherence compared to CC. The 6th edition of Colon Classification 

acknowledged this relationship, with Ranganathan noting UDC's practical success 

while maintaining that CC offered a more theoretically rigorous approach to 

knowledge organization. Library of Congress Classification (LCC), with its emphasis 

on literary warrant and practical utility, stands in contrast to Colon Classification's 

theoretical orientation. Where CC seeks to represent knowledge according to 

universal principles, LCC organizes subjects based on the actual collections of the 

Library of Congress. This pragmatic approach results in a less consistent theoretical 

framework but often simpler implementation in practice. The 6th edition of CC 

addressed this tension by incorporating more practical examples and acknowledging 

the importance of literary warrant, though Ranganathan maintained his commitment 

to classification based on fundamental principles rather than empirical collections. 

Notes 
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Impact and Legacy 

The theoretical impact of Colon Classification extends far beyond its direct 

implementation in libraries. Ranganathan's faceted approach revolutionized 

classification theory, introducing concepts that have been incorporated into 

numerous subsequent systems. The fundamental categories of PMEST and the 

principles of facet analysis have influenced information organization across 

diverse contexts, from specialized thesauri to digital database structures. The 

dynamic and hospitable nature of CC's faceted approach anticipated many of the 

challenges of organizing digital information, where new subjects emerge rapidly 

and interdisciplinary connections proliferate. In this sense, the 6th edition 

represents not just a classification system but a pioneering contribution to 

information science theory. In practical library applications, Colon 

Classification has had a more limited but still significant impact. While not 

achieving the widespread international adoption of systems like DDC or LCC, 

CC has been implemented in numerous academic and research libraries, 

particularly in India and parts of Southeast Asia. The 6th edition enhanced its 

practicality with more detailed schedules and clearer application guidelines, 

supporting its implementation in specialized collections across multiple 

disciplines. Libraries with strong collections in fields like Indian philosophy, 

Sanskrit literature, or Hindu religious texts have found CC particularly valuable 

for its nuanced representation of these subject areas. The educational legacy of 

Colon Classification encompasses both formal library science education and 

broader information organization theory. Ranganathan's system has become a 

standard component of library science curricula worldwide, with the 6th edition 

serving as the primary teaching text for faceted classification theory. Beyond 

formal education, CC's principles have influenced how information 

professionals conceptualize and approach knowledge organization challenges. 

The analytical-synthetic methodology and the emphasis on flexibility and 

hospitality continue to inform contemporary approaches to information 

Notes 
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architecture, metadata design, and knowledge management systems in our digital 

information environment. 

Revision and Evolution after the 6th Edition 

Following the publication of the 6th edition in 1960, Colon Classification continued 

to evolve under Ranganathan's guidance until his death in 1972. During this period, 

he published numerous articles and papers clarifying aspects of the system and 

suggesting potential improvements. Although he was unable to complete a 

comprehensive 7th edition, these later writings provide valuable insights into how he 

envisioned the system's future development. Particular areas of focus included refined 

approaches to compound subjects, expanded coverage of emerging disciplines, and 

enhanced mechanisms for representing interdisciplinary relationships. After 

Ranganathan's death, responsibility for maintaining and developing Colon 

Classification passed to his students and colleagues, particularly at the 

Documentation Research and Training Centre (DRTC) in Bangalore. Under their 

stewardship, the system continued to evolve, with updated schedules for rapidly 

changing fields and clarifications of challenging theoretical aspects. While no 

comprehensive new edition has been published, various supplements and revisions 

have addressed specific subject areas and practical implementation challenges. These 

efforts have focused on preserving the theoretical integrity of the system while 

enhancing its practicality for contemporary information organization. The digital 

environment has presented both challenges and opportunities for Colon 

Classification's evolution. The system's analytical-synthetic approach and faceted 

structure align well with many aspects of digital information organization, including 

database design, metadata schemas, and content management systems. Various 

projects have explored the adaptation of CC principles for digital contexts, translating 

Ranganathan's faceted methodology into computational frameworks. These efforts 

highlight the enduring relevance of the theoretical foundations established in the 6th 

edition, even as the specific notational devices and subject schedules require 

adaptation for contemporary information environments. 

Implementation Considerations 

Implementing Colon Classification requires careful planning and preparation, 
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particularly for libraries transitioning from other classification systems. The 

process typically begins with staff training, ensuring that catalogers understand 

both the theoretical principles and practical application of facet analysis. The 

6th edition provides essential guidance for this training, with its expanded 

examples and clearer guidelines for facet identification and notation 

construction. However, many libraries find it beneficial to supplement this 

material with specialized workshops or consultation with experienced CC 

practitioners, particularly for handling complex interdisciplinary subjects. 

Adapting library catalogs and shelving systems for Colon Classification 

presents both technical and logistical challenges. Catalog systems must 

accommodate the mixed notation and special connecting symbols used in CC, 

potentially requiring customization of existing library management software. 

Physical shelving arrangements need to accommodate the different structural 

logic of CC compared to more common systems like DDC or LCC. The 6th 

edition addressed some of these implementation challenges with more detailed 

guidance on catalog entry formats and shelf arrangement strategies, though 

practical adaptations often require institution-specific solutions. Many libraries 

choose to implement Colon Classification selectively rather than 

comprehensively, applying it to particular collections or subject areas where its 

strengths are most valuable. For instance, a library might use CC for its 

collections in Indian studies, philosophy, or information science, while retaining 

DDC or LCC for other subject areas. The 6th edition facilitates this approach 

with more detailed guidance on individual main classes, allowing for 

independent implementation of specific sections. This selective approach 

balances the benefits of CC's expressive power with the practical constraints of 

library operations and user expectations. 

Theoretical Foundations and Philosophy 

The theoretical foundations of Colon Classification emerge from Ranganathan's 

distinctive philosophical orientation to knowledge organization. Influenced by 

both Western logical traditions and Indian philosophical systems, he developed 

a unique approach that emphasized both analytical rigor and dynamic 

adaptability. The 6th edition articulates this philosophical framework most 
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comprehensively, presenting classification not merely as a practical tool but as an 

expression of fundamental principles about the nature of knowledge and its 

organization. This philosophical depth distinguishes CC from many other 

classification systems, which often focus more narrowly on practical application 

without extensive theoretical justification. Central to Ranganathan's philosophy is 

the concept of "dynamic theory" in classification. He rejected static, enumerative 

approaches in favor of a system that could evolve organically alongside human 

knowledge. The 6th edition elaborates this dynamic theory through concepts like 

"spiral of scientific method," which describes how classification both reflects and 

shapes the development of knowledge across disciplines. This recursive 

relationship between knowledge production and knowledge organization anticipates 

many contemporary discussions in information science about the socially 

constructed nature of classification systems and their influence on intellectual 

development. The concept of "helpful sequence" represents another important 

philosophical dimension of Colon Classification. Ranganathan argued that the 

arrangement of subjects should follow principles that maximize their helpfulness to 

library users, rather than adhering to arbitrary or traditional sequences. The 6th 

edition develops this idea through principles like the "wall-picture principle" and 

"whole-organ principle," which guide the arranging of related concepts in 

sequences that facilitate discovery and understanding. This user-centered approach 

to classification anticipates contemporary emphases on user experience and 

cognitive accessibility in information system design. 

Teaching and Learning Colon Classification 

Teaching and learning Colon Classification involves both theoretical understanding 

and practical application skills. Effective educational approaches typically begin 

with the fundamental principles facet analysis, PMEST categories, and synthetic 

notation before progressing to more complex aspects like compound subjects and 

phase relationships. The 6th edition serves as the primary textbook for this 

education, with its systematic presentation of both theoretical foundations and 

practical examples. Instructors often supplement this material with exercises 

requiring students to analyze and classify increasingly complex subjects, 

developing both analytical skills and familiarity with the classification schedules. 
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Case studies provide a particularly valuable approach to teaching Colon 

Classification, allowing students to engage with realistic classification 

challenges across diverse subject areas. These might include scenarios like 

classifying a specialized medical journal, organizing a collection of 

philosophical texts, or developing a classification scheme for an emerging 

interdisciplinary field. The 6th edition facilitates this case study approach with 

its expanded coverage across subject areas and more detailed guidance for 

handling challenging cases. Through these practical exercises, students develop 

both the theoretical understanding and the judgment required for effective 

classification. The relationship between theory and practice in teaching Colon 

Classification requires careful balance. While a solid theoretical foundation is 

essential for understanding the system's logic and applying it consistently, 

excessive theoretical emphasis without practical application can make the 

system seem abstract and intimidating. The 6th edition addressed this balance 

by providing more concrete examples and step-by-step classification 

procedures, making the theoretical principles more accessible through their 

practical manifestation. Effective teaching approaches similarly balance 

conceptual explanation with hands-on classification exercises, helping students 

develop both theoretical understanding and practical competence. 

International Adoption and Adaptation 

The international adoption of Colon Classification has followed distinctive 

patterns, with strongest implementation in India and parts of Southeast Asia. 

Indian academic and research libraries, in particular, have embraced CC as a 

system developed by one of India's most prominent intellectual figures and 

particularly well-suited to Indian subjects and perspectives. The 6th edition 

enhanced this regional adoption by expanding coverage of Indian languages, 

religions, and cultural concepts, providing more detailed schedules for these 

subjects than most Western classification systems. This cultural responsiveness 

represents one of CC's distinctive strengths in international contexts. Beyond 

direct implementation, Colon Classification has influenced classification 

practice worldwide through its theoretical contributions. Classification systems 

in various countries have incorporated faceted elements and synthetic 
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techniques inspired by Ranganathan's work, even when retaining their primary 

structural frameworks. The Universal Decimal Classification, for instance, expanded 

its faceted features partly in response to the innovations of CC. The 6th edition's clear 

articulation of faceted principles facilitated this international influence by making 

Ranganathan's theoretical contributions more accessible to classification theorists 

worldwide. Adaptation of Colon Classification for different cultural and linguistic 

contexts presents both challenges and opportunities. The system's analytical-synthetic 

structure allows for customization to different knowledge traditions, with the potential 

to develop specialized facets for cultural concepts that may be inadequately 

represented in Western-centric classification systems. The 6th edition demonstrated 

this adaptability through its treatment of Indian concepts, providing a model for 

similar cultural adaptations in other contexts. This flexibility represents one of CC's 

enduring contributions to international classification theory, pointing toward more 

culturally responsive approaches to knowledge organization. 

Future Directions and Relevance in the Digital Age 

The principles of Colon Classification have found new relevance in the digital 

information environment, particularly in the development of faceted navigation 

systems for websites and digital collections. The concept of analyzing subjects into 

constituent facets and then enabling users to combine these facets dynamically aligns 

perfectly with contemporary approaches to information retrieval. The theoretical 

framework established in the 6th edition, particularly the principles of facet analysis 

and synthesis, provides a conceptual foundation for many aspects of digital 

information architecture, even when not explicitly acknowledged as deriving from 

Ranganathan's work. Semantic web technologies and ontology development represent 

another area where Colon Classification principles have continuing relevance. The 

PMEST categories offer a comprehensive framework for analyzing domain concepts, 

while CC's approach to relating these concepts through phase relationships and 

compound subject formation provides models for representing semantic connections. 

The 6th edition's sophisticated treatment of subject relationships anticipates many of 

the challenges in contemporary ontology design, such as representing part-whole 

relationships, process sequences, and conceptual hierarchies in machine-readable 

formats. The future development of Colon Classification itself might focus on 
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adapting its principles and techniques for digital knowledge organization while 

preserving its theoretical coherence. This could involve translating CC's 

notational syntax into machine-readable formats, developing computational 

implementations of facet analysis, and creating crosswalks between CC and 

other metadata standards. Such development would build upon the foundation 

established in the 6th edition, extending Ranganathan's vision into 

contemporary information environments. This evolution would represent not a 

departure from the system's principles but their realization in formats 

appropriate to our changing information landscape. 

The 6th edition of Colon Classification represents the culmination of S.R. 

Ranganathan's revolutionary approach to knowledge organization. Through its 

sophisticated faceted structure, flexible notation, and comprehensive coverage 

of subject areas, this edition fully realized the potential of the analytical-

synthetic approach to classification. The system's fundamental innovation 

analyzing complex subjects into their component elements and then 

synthesizing these elements according to prescribed patterns provided a 

solution to the limitations of earlier enumerative systems and established a 

model for subsequent developments in classification theory. The theoretical 

principles articulated in the 6th edition continue to influence information 

organization practice across diverse contexts. The legacy of Colon 

Classification extends beyond its specific notational devices or subject 

schedules to encompass a broader philosophical approach to knowledge 

organization. Ranganathan's emphasis on dynamic adaptability, hospitality to 

new subjects, and precise representation of complex relationships anticipated 

many of the challenges in organizing our contemporary information landscape. 

The 6th edition articulated this philosophy most comprehensively, providing 

both theoretical justification and practical guidance for a classification 

approach that balances structure with flexibility, universality with specificity, 

and tradition with innovation. As we navigate increasingly complex and 

interconnected knowledge domains in the digital age, the principles embodied 

in Colon Classification offer valuable guidance for developing systems that can 

represent this complexity while remaining usable and adaptable. The 6th 

edition's sophisticated treatment of interdisciplinary relationships, compound 
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subjects, and emerging knowledge areas provides models that remain relevant for 

contemporary information organization challenges. In this sense, Ranganathan's work 

transcends its historical context to offer enduring insights into the fundamental 

challenges of organizing human knowledge in any technological or cultural 

environment. 
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UNIT 2 STEPS IN CLASSIFICATION 

1.2 Steps in Classification using Colon Classification 

The Colon Classification system, developed by Dr. S.R. Ranganathan in 1933, represents one 

of the most sophisticated faceted classification schemes in library science. Unlike 

enumerative systems that attempt to list all possible subjects, Colon Classification provides a 

flexible framework that allows for the creation of complex subject headings through the 

combination of fundamental concepts. This approach makes it particularly well-suited for 

accommodating new and interdisciplinary subjects. The name "Colon Classification" derives 

from the use of the colon as the primary connecting symbol between different facets of a 

subject. In this comprehensive exploration, we will examine the detailed steps involved in 

applying the Colon Classification system to organize library materials and knowledge. 

Understanding the Fundamental Categories 

The foundation of Colon Classification lies in Ranganathan's theory of Five Fundamental 

Categories, often remembered by the mnemonic PMEST: 

• Personality (P) represents the core entity or the focal subject being classified. It 

answers the question "What is the thing?" For example, in a book about the 

cultivation of roses, "roses" would be the Personality facet. 

• Matter (M) denotes the material, property, or constituent of the Personality. It answers 

"What is it made of?" In our rose cultivation example, discussions about soil 

composition or plant genetics would fall under the Matter facet. 

• Energy (E) represents the actions, processes, operations, problems, or techniques 

relating to the Personality. It answers "What is happening?" In our example, processes 

like pruning, grafting, or watering would be Energy facets. 
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• Space (S) indicates the geographic or spatial component of the subject. 

It answers "Where is it happening?" If our book on roses focuses on 

cultivation techniques specific to the Mediterranean climate, that 

geographic aspect would be the Space facet. 

• Time (T) denotes the temporal aspect of the subject. It answers "When 

is it happening?" A historical account of rose cultivation in the 18th 

century would include Time as a significant facet. 

Understanding these fundamental categories is essential before proceeding with 

classification, as they form the conceptual framework through which all 

subjects are analyzed and organized. 

Step 1: Subject Analysis 

The first step in classification using the Colon Classification system is subject 

analysis. This involves examining the document to determine its subject matter 

and the various aspects or facets that make up that subject. This step requires 

careful reading of the title, subtitle, table of contents, preface, introduction, 

headings, and sometimes even skimming the content itself. For example, 

consider a book titled "Economic Development in Rural India since 2000: 

Agricultural Innovations and Challenges." A thorough subject analysis would 

reveal that this work deals with: 

• Economic development (main subject) 

• Rural areas (spatial limitation) 

• India (geographic location) 

• Period since 2000 (time aspect) 

• Agriculture (specific sector) 

• Innovations and challenges (specific aspects) 

This analysis identifies the multiple facets that need to be represented in the 

classification. The classifier must determine which of these aspects are 

significant enough to be included in the final classification notation and which 

are merely incidental. This decision is based on the classifier's understanding of 

the document's focus and the needs of the library's users. Subject analysis is 
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perhaps the most intellectually demanding step in the classification process, as it 

requires both subject expertise and a thorough understanding of how the classification 

system organizes knowledge. The quality of the classification largely depends on the 

accuracy and thoroughness of this initial analysis. 

Step 2: Identifying Facets and Assigning to Fundamental Categories 

Once the subject has been analyzed, the next step is to identify the specific facets 

present in the document and assign each to one of the fundamental categories 

(PMEST). This step involves translating the conceptual analysis into the structural 

framework of Colon Classification. Using our previous example of "Economic 

Development in Rural India since 2000: Agricultural Innovations and Challenges," 

we would assign the facets as follows: Personality (P): Economics (the core subject), 

with Agriculture as a specific focus Matter (M): Might include aspects like financial 

resources, agricultural inputs, or technological components Energy (E): Development, 

innovations, and the addressing of challenges Space (S): Rural India Time (T): Since 

2000 This assignment process requires familiarity with how different subjects and 

concepts fit within Ranganathan's fundamental categories. Some subjects may have 

multiple aspects that fit into a single category, while others might not have aspects 

that fit into all five categories. The classifier must make these determinations based 

on the nature of the document and the subject matter. It's important to note that the 

identification of facets is not always straightforward. For instance, in interdisciplinary 

works, determining the primary Personality facet can be challenging. The classifier 

must use judgment to decide which aspect is most central to the work's purpose and 

organization. 

Step 3: Determining the Relevant Main Class 

After identifying the facets, the classifier must determine the main class to which the 

document belongs. Colon Classification divides all knowledge into main classes, each 

represented by a capital letter. For example: 

• B: Mathematics 

• C: Physics 

• D: Engineering 
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• E: Chemistry 

• F: Technology 

• G: Biology 

• H: Geology 

• J: Agriculture 

• K: Zoology 

• L: Medicine 

• M: Useful Arts 

• N: Fine Arts 

• O: Literature 

• P: Linguistics 

• Q: Religion 

• R: Philosophy 

• S: Psychology 

• T: Education 

• U: Geography 

• V: History 

• W: Political Science 

• X: Economics 

• Y: Sociology 

• Z: Law 

For our example about economic development in rural India, the main class 

would be X (Economics), as the primary subject deals with economic 

development. However, since agriculture is a significant aspect, there may be a 

case for using J (Agriculture) if the document primarily focuses on agricultural 

aspects rather than economic theory or policy. 

The selection of the main class establishes the broadest category to which the 

document belongs and serves as the starting point for the classification 

notation. This decision shapes the subsequent steps in the classification process 

and determines where in the library's collection the item will be placed. 
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Step 4: Consulting the Schedules and Tables 

Once the main class has been determined, the classifier consults the Colon 

Classification schedules and tables to find the specific notational elements for each 

facet. The schedules provide the standard subdivisions and classifications for each 

main class, while the tables offer common patterns of subdivision that apply across 

multiple classes. For our economics example, the classifier would consult: 

• The schedule for main class X (Economics) 

• The appropriate tables for geographic divisions (for India) 

• The chronological tables (for the time period since 2000) 

• The special auxiliary tables that might apply to economic development or 

agricultural economics 

Let's say that according to the schedules, economic development is represented by 

X:5 and agriculture is J. The rural aspect might be represented by a specific 

geographical isolate, while India would be represented by the geographical facet 44 

(the code for India in Colon Classification). The time period since 2000 would be 

represented using the appropriate time isolate. This step requires careful navigation of 

the classification schedules and tables, which can be complex and detailed. The 

classifier must interpret and apply the rules specified in these resources to ensure 

consistent and accurate classification. For example, consulting the schedule for 

Economics (X), we might find that economic development has a specific notation, say 

X5. Similarly, for agriculture as a sector within economics, we might find a notation 

like X:J. The geographic facet for India would be found in the geographic tables as 

44, and rural areas might be indicated by an additional subdivision, such as 44;3 

(where 3 represents rural areas). The time period since 2000 might be represented as 

'25 (where '25 stands for the 21st century, first quarter). This process of consulting 

schedules and tables is iterative and requires attention to detail, as the specific 

notations must be accurately identified and recorded. 

Step 5: Determining the Sequence of Facets 

Colon Classification follows a specific sequence for arranging facets, known as the 

citation order. The traditional citation order follows the PMEST sequence: 
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Personality, Matter, Energy, Space, and Time. However, Ranganathan also 

developed more specific citation orders for individual main classes based on 

their unique requirements. For our example of economic development in rural 

India, the citation order would generally follow: 

1. Main Class (Economics) - X 

2. Personality facet (Economic Development) - 5 

3. Matter facet (if applicable) 

4. Energy facet (Innovations and challenges) 

5. Space facet (Rural India) - 44;3 

6. Time facet (Since 2000) - '25 

The citation order ensures that similar subjects are grouped together in the 

catalog or on the shelves, facilitating browsing and discovery. By consistently 

applying this order, the classifier creates a logical arrangement of materials that 

reflects the relationships between different subjects and aspects. It's worth 

noting that in the seventh edition of Colon Classification, Ranganathan 

introduced the concept of "rounds" and "levels" to handle complex subjects 

with multiple manifestations of the same fundamental category. This allows for 

greater precision in representing complex subjects but adds another layer of 

complexity to the citation order. 

Step 6: Applying Connecting Symbols 

One of the distinctive features of Colon Classification is its use of connecting 

symbols to separate different facets. These symbols not only divide the notation 

into its component parts but also indicate the type of relationship between 

adjacent facets. The main connecting symbols include: Colon the primary 

symbol, used to connect most facets Semicolon - Used to connect a facet and its 

subjacent Dot Used to connect two phases of a subject Hyphen - Used to 

connect array elements with a common host universe Forward slash - Used to 

connect two entities that are being compared or contrasted Single inverted 

comma - Used to introduce a time facet Double inverted comma - Used to 

introduce certain special facets 
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For our example of economic development in rural India, the notation might look 

something like: X5: J; 44; 3’25 Here, X represents Economics, 5 represents economic 

development, J represents agriculture, 44 represents India, 3 represents rural areas, 

and '25 represents the time period (first quarter of the 21st century). The proper 

application of connecting symbols is crucial for creating accurate and meaningful 

classification notations. Each symbol carries specific meaning and must be used 

according to the rules of the system. Misplaced or omitted symbols can significantly 

alter the meaning of the classification and potentially misrepresent the subject of the 

document. For example, X5:J represents economic development in relation to 

agriculture, while X5;J would have a different meaning (economic development as a 

subjacet of a different concept). Such distinctions highlight the importance of 

precision in applying connecting symbols. 

Step 7: Applying Phase Relations (if necessary) 

Colon Classification provides mechanisms for expressing relationships between 

subjects through what are called "phase relations." These allow for the representation 

of complex subjects that involve the interaction, comparison, or influence of multiple 

concepts. The main phase relations include: General relation  - Indicates a general 

relationship between two subjects Bias relation  Indicates that one subject is studied 

from the perspective of another Comparison relation Indicates a comparison between 

two subjects Difference relation  - Indicates the difference between two subjects Tool 

relation - Indicates that one subject is used as a tool for studying another For instance, 

if our document compared economic development in rural India with that in rural 

China, we might use the comparison relation: X5: J; 44;3'25/;42;3'25 Here, 42 

represent China, and the comparison relation  indicates that the document is 

comparing economic development in rural India since 2000 with economic 

development in rural China during the same period. Phase relations add considerable 

flexibility to the classification system, allowing for the representation of complex 

intellectual relationships that might otherwise be difficult to capture. However, they 

also add complexity to the notation and require careful application to ensure that the 

intended meaning is accurately conveyed. 
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Step 8: Applying Common isolates (if applicable) 

Colon Classification includes a set of common isolates that can be applied 

across different main classes to represent standard aspects or subdivisions. 

These common isolates include: 

Language isolates - Representing the language of the document Form isolates - 

Representing the physical or intellectual form of the document (e.g., dictionary, 

encyclopedia, periodical) Geographical isolates - Representing geographic 

locations Chronological isolates - Representing time periods Subject device 

isolates - Representing standard subdivisions like philosophy, theory, or history 

of a subject For our economics example, if the document were a dictionary of 

economic development terms related to agriculture in rural India, we might add 

a form isolate to indicate this: X5:J;44;3'25,2 

Common isolates provide a consistent way to represent standard aspects across 

the entire classification system. They add precision to the classification by 

specifying important characteristics that might affect how a user would search 

for or use the document. The application of common isolates follows specific 

rules regarding their position in the notation and the symbols used to introduce 

them. 

Step 9: Constructing the Complete Call Number 

After determining all the facets and their notations, applying the connecting 

symbols, and adding any necessary phase relations or common isolates, the 

classifier constructs the complete call number. This involves combining all 

elements in the proper sequence according to the citation order and the rules of 

the classification system. For our example, the complete call number might look 

like: X5: J; 44; 3’25 this notation would be read as "Economics, specifically 

economic development, in relation to agriculture, in rural India, during the first 

quarter of the 21st century." The construction of the complete call number 

requires attention to detail and a thorough understanding of the classification 

system's rules. Even a small error in the sequence or the application of 

connecting symbols can result in a notation that misrepresents the subject of the 
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document. It's worth noting that in practical library applications, the Colon 

Classification notation is often combined with other elements to form the complete 

call number, such as accession numbers or location codes. These additional elements 

further specify the document's place in the library's collection. 

Step 10: Verification and Quality Control 

The final step in the classification process is verification and quality control. This 

involves reviewing the constructed notation to ensure that it accurately represents the 

subject of the document and follows all the rules of the classification system. The 

classifier might check: 

• Is the main class correct? 

• Have all significant facets been included? 

• Are the facets arranged in the proper citation order? 

• Have connecting symbols been correctly applied? 

• Does the final notation accurately represent the subject matter? 

This verification process might involve consulting reference works, checking similar 

items in the collection, or seeking input from subject specialists. In some cases, the 

classifier might also consider how users might search for the document and whether 

the assigned classification will facilitate discovery. For example, with our notation 

X5: J; 44; 3’25, the classifier might verify that this accurately represents a document 

on economic development in relation to agriculture in rural India since 2000. They 

might check whether there are other documents on similar topics and how they have 

been classified to ensure consistency. Quality control is essential for maintaining the 

integrity and usability of the classification system. Consistent and accurate 

classification facilitates effective information retrieval and helps users navigate the 

library's collection efficiently. 

Practical Examples of Colon Classification 

To further illustrate the process, let's examine a few additional examples of how 

different types of materials would be classified using the Colon Classification system: 
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Example 1: A Textbook on Organic Chemistry 

Subject analysis: A comprehensive textbook covering principles, methods, and 

applications of organic chemistry, with emphasis on laboratory techniques. 

Facet identification: 

• Personality: Organic Chemistry 

• Matter: Organic compounds 

• Energy: Laboratory techniques, experimental methods 

• Space: Not specifically limited 

• Time: Contemporary (current edition) 

Main class: E (Chemistry) Specific subdivision for Organic Chemistry: E5 

Consulting schedules and tables: Organic Chemistry is assigned E5 Laboratory 

techniques might be assigned a specific energy facet, such as :2 (hypothetical 

notation) Applying citation order and connecting symbols: E5:2 This notation 

represents "Organic Chemistry, with emphasis on laboratory techniques." 

Example 2: A Historical Study of Italian Renaissance Painting 

Subject analysis: A scholarly work examining the development and 

characteristics of painting during the Italian Renaissance (1400-1600), with 

particular attention to Florentine artists. 

Facet identification: 

• Personality: Painting (Fine Art) 

• Matter: Techniques, styles, and materials of Renaissance painting 

• Energy: Historical development, artistic processes 

• Space: Italy, specifically Florence 

• Time: Renaissance period (1400-1600) 

Main class: N (Fine Arts) Specific subdivision for Painting: N2 Consulting 

schedules and tables: Painting is assigned N2 Italy might be assigned the 

geographic isolate 56 Florence might be a further subdivision, such as 56;3 
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(hypothetical notation) Renaissance period might be assigned the time isolate '14-'16 

(15th-16th centuries) Applying citation order and connecting symbols: N2; 56; 3’14-

'16 This notation represents "Painting in Florence, Italy, during the Renaissance 

period (1400-1600)." 

Example 3: A Study on the Impact of Digital Technology on Elementary 

Education in Urban Schools in the United States since 2010 

Subject analysis: A research study examining how digital technology has influenced 

teaching methods and learning outcomes in elementary schools in urban areas of the 

United States over the past decade. 

Facet identification: 

• Personality: Elementary Education 

• Matter: Digital technology 

• Energy: Impact, influence on teaching methods and learning outcomes 

• Space: Urban United States 

• Time: Since 2010 

Main class: T (Education) Specific subdivision for Elementary Education: T1 

Consulting schedules and tables: Elementary Education is assigned T1 Digital 

technology might be assigned a specific matter facet, such as: D (hypothetical 

notation) Impact on teaching and learning might be assigned a specific energy facet, 

such as :5 (hypothetical notation) United States might be assigned the geographic 

isolate 73 Urban areas might be a further subdivision, such as 73;1 (hypothetical 

notation) Period since 2010 might be assigned the time isolate '24 (hypothetical 

notation for the third decade of the 21st century) Applying citation order and 

connecting symbols: T1: D: 5; 73; 1’24 This notation represents "Elementary 

Education, in relation to digital technology, specifically its impact on teaching and 

learning, in urban areas of the United States, since 2010." 

Challenges and Considerations in Colon Classification 

While Colon Classification offers a sophisticated and flexible approach to knowledge 
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organization, it also presents several challenges that classifiers must navigate: 

Complexity and Learning Curve 

The Colon Classification system is considered one of the most complex 

classification systems to learn and apply. Its theoretical foundation in facet 

analysis, combined with its elaborate notation system and numerous rules, 

creates a steep learning curve for new classifiers. This complexity can be a 

barrier to adoption and may require significant investment in training and 

support. For example, understanding the concept of rounds and levels 

introduced in later editions of Colon Classification requires a deep grasp of 

facet theory and how complex subjects can be represented. Similarly, mastering 

the application of phase relations demands a nuanced understanding of how 

subjects interact and relate to one another. 

Notation Length and Readability 

The expressiveness of Colon Classification comes at the cost of potentially 

lengthy and complex notations. As more facets are added to represent the 

various aspects of a subject, the notation can become unwieldy and difficult to 

read or remember. This can pose challenges for both librarians and users trying 

to locate materials on the shelves. For instance, a comprehensive work on the 

historical development of digital educational technology in elementary schools 

across different geographical regions might result in a notation with multiple 

facets, connecting symbols, and auxiliary elements, making it cumbersome to 

work with. 

Subjective Judgment in Facet Analysis 

The process of facet analysis involves subjective judgment on the part of the 

classifier. Determining which aspects of a document are significant enough to 

be included in the classification, and how they should be categorized within the 

PMEST framework, can vary between classifiers. This subjectivity can lead to 

inconsistent classification of similar materials, especially in complex or 

interdisciplinary subjects. For example, a document on the economic impacts of 
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climate change could be approached from multiple perspectives: Is it primarily an 

economics document with climate change as a facet? Or is it an environmental 

science document with economic aspects? Different classifiers might make different 

determinations, leading to variations in where such materials are placed in the 

collection. 

Updates and Revisions 

Colon Classification has undergone several revisions since its inception, with 

significant changes in structure and notation between editions. This evolution, while 

necessary to address shortcomings and adapt to new knowledge domains, can create 

challenges for libraries that have used earlier editions to classify their collections. 

Reclassification is resource-intensive, but maintaining multiple classification systems 

in parallel can create confusion and inefficiency. For instance, the introduction of new 

main classes or changes in citation order between editions can necessitate widespread 

reclassification efforts or result in inconsistencies within the collection if only new 

acquisitions are classified according to the updated system. 

Integration with Digital Information Systems 

While Colon Classification was designed for physical collections, many libraries now 

operate in hybrid or primarily digital environments. Adapting faceted classification 

principles to digital information retrieval systems presents both opportunities and 

challenges. The expressive notation of Colon Classification may not always map 

cleanly to the search and retrieval mechanisms of digital platforms, requiring creative 

solutions for implementation. For example, translating the rich faceted structure of 

Colon Classification into metadata fields that can be efficiently searched in a digital 

catalog might require modifications to the standard notation or the development of 

specialized indexing approaches. 

Innovations and Extensions in Colon Classification Practice 

Despite these challenges, Colon Classification continues to influence knowledge 

organization practices and has inspired various innovations and extensions: 
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Web-Based Applications 

The principles of faceted classification have found new applications in the 

digital environment, particularly in faceted navigation systems for websites and 

databases. While these applications may not use Colon Classification notation 

directly, they build on the fundamental insight that users benefit from being able 

to explore information along multiple dimensions or facets. For example, e-

commerce websites often employ faceted navigation that allows users to filter 

products by various attributes such as price range, brand, color, size, and 

customer ratings. This approach, which enables users to combine different 

facets according to their needs, echoes the flexibility of Ranganathan's system. 

Automated Classification 

Advances in artificial intelligence and machine learning have opened 

possibilities for automating aspects of the classification process. While fully 

automated faceted classification remains challenging due to the subjective 

judgment involved, computational approaches can assist in identifying potential 

facets and suggesting classifications based on patterns in previously classified 

materials. For instance, text mining algorithms might analyze the content, 

metadata, and usage patterns of documents to identify key concepts and their 

relationships, potentially generating candidate facet assignments that a human 

classifier could then review and refine. 

Hybrid Classification Approaches 

Some libraries and information centers have developed hybrid approaches that 

combine elements of Colon Classification with other systems like the Dewey 

decimal classification or Library of Congress Classification. These hybrids aim 

to balance the expressiveness of faceted classification with the practical 

advantages of more widely adopted systems. For example, a library might use a 

simplified version of Colon Classification principles to organize special 

collections or subject-specific materials while maintaining a more traditional 

classification system for the general collection. Alternatively, they might 

enhance a standard classification with selected faceted elements to improve 
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representation of certain types of materials. The process of classification using the 

Colon Classification system involves a systematic approach to analyzing, 

representing, and organizing knowledge. From the initial subject analysis to the 

construction of the complete call number, each step requires careful consideration 

and the application of facet theory principles. While challenging to master, Colon 

Classification offers a level of expressiveness and flexibility that few other 

classification systems can match. As information continues to grow in volume and 

complexity, and as interdisciplinary approaches to knowledge become increasingly 

common, the principles underlying Colon Classification remain relevant. The 

system's ability to represent multifaceted subjects and accommodate new domains 

of knowledge addresses many of the limitations of more rigid classification 

schemes. Whether implemented in its pure form or adapted to meet specific 

institutional needs, Colon Classification offers valuable insights into how we can 

organize and access the ever-expanding universe of information. Through 

understanding and applying the steps in Colon Classification, information 

professionals can contribute to the creation of more nuanced, flexible, and user-

centered knowledge organization systems. As Ranganathan himself recognized, 

classification is not merely about arranging books on shelves but about connecting 

users with the information they need in ways that reflect the inherent complexity 

and interconnectedness of knowledge itself. 
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UNIT 3 CLASSIFICATION OF DOCUMENTS WITH BASIC SUBJECTS 

1.3 Classification of Documents with Basic Subjects 

The classification of documents with compound subjects represents one of the most 

challenging aspects of information organization. Documents rarely address a single, 

clearly-defined topic; instead, they often encompass multiple interrelated subjects, 

creating complex webs of meaning that defy simple categorization. This complexity 

is further magnified in contemporary digital environments, where the volume and 

diversity of information continue to expand exponentially. Traditional classification 

systems, while valuable, often struggle to adequately represent these compound 

relationships, leading to information retrieval challenges and reduced 

discoverability of resources. This exploration delves into the multifaceted nature of 

document classification when confronted with compound subjects. We will 

examine the theoretical foundations that underpin classification systems, analyze 

the specific challenges posed by compound subjects, and investigate various 

approaches and methodologies employed to address these challenges. Through 

practical examples and case studies, we will illustrate both the limitations of 

conventional systems and the innovative solutions that have emerged to better 

accommodate the complexity of modern information resources. 

Theoretical Foundations of Document Classification 

Document classification operates at the intersection of information science, 

linguistics, and cognitive psychology. At its core, classification seeks to establish 

meaningful relationships between information resources based on their subject 

matter, enabling effective organization, retrieval, and discovery. The theoretical 

foundations of document classification can be traced back to early philosophical 

attempts to organize knowledge, such as Aristotle's categorization of sciences or 

Francis Bacon's division of human learning into history, poetry, and philosophy. 

Modern classification theory builds upon these early efforts but recognizes the 

inherent complexity and interrelatedness of knowledge domains. As Thomas Dousa 

noted in his analysis of classification theory, "Classification systems do not merely 

organize documents; they represent epistemological structures that reflect particular 

understanding of how knowledge is constituted." This understanding becomes 
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particularly significant when dealing with compound subjects, where multiple 

knowledge domains intersect and interact in complex ways. Consider, for 

example, a document addressing the psychological impacts of climate change 

on indigenous communities. This single document spans at least three distinct 

subject areas: psychology, environmental science, and anthropology. Traditional 

classification schemes might struggle to adequately represent these 

interrelationships, potentially leading to suboptimal organization and reduced 

discoverability. The theoretical challenge, therefore, lies in developing 

classification systems that can effectively represent the multidimensional nature 

of compound subjects while maintaining practical usability. 

Traditional Classification Systems and Their Limitations 

Traditional classification systems such as the Dewey Decimal Classification 

(DDC), Library of Congress Classification (LCC), and Universal Decimal 

Classification (UDC) have served as the backbone of information organization 

for decades. These systems generally employ hierarchical structures that 

organize knowledge into discrete classes and subclasses, with each document 

ideally assigned to a specific location within this hierarchy. While these systems 

have demonstrated considerable utility and longevity, they face significant 

limitations when confronted with compound subjects. The primary challenge 

stems from their predominantly hierarchical structure, which necessarily 

privileges certain relationships over others. As Elaine Suetonius observed in her 

seminal work on knowledge organization, "Hierarchical classification systems 

force multidimensional relationships into a linear structure, inevitably losing 

information in the process." Consider the Dewey decimal classification’s 

treatment of interdisciplinary works. A book on the ethical implications of 

artificial intelligence might be classified under ethics (170), computer science 

(004), or potentially elsewhere, depending on the cataloger's judgment of the 

primary subject emphasis. This forced choice illustrates what Birger Hjørland 

terms the "reduction problem" in classification the necessity of reducing 

complex subjects to simpler ones for organizational purposes, often at the 

expense of comprehensive representation. The Library of Congress 

Classification system faces similar challenges. For instance, a work on feminist 
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approaches to environmental policy might be classified under women's studies (HQ), 

environmental sciences (GE), or public policy (H), but rarely can it be effectively represented 

in all applicable areas simultaneously. This limitation becomes increasingly problematic as 

scholarship grows more interdisciplinary and documents increasingly address compound 

subjects. 
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UNIT 4 CLASSIFICATION OF DOCUMENTS WITH COMPOUND 

SUBJECTS 

The Nature of Compound Subjects 

Compound subjects in documentation can manifest in several distinct forms, each 

presenting unique classification challenges. Understanding these various 

manifestations is essential for developing effective classification strategies. 

Interdisciplinary subjects represent perhaps the most common form of compound 

subject. These emerge when a document draws upon methodologies, concepts, or 

perspectives from multiple distinct disciplines to address a particular phenomenon. 

For example, a study of urban food deserts might incorporate elements of urban 

planning, public health, sociology, and economics. The interdisciplinary nature of 

such work creates classification difficulties because the document cannot be 

adequately represented by assignment to any single disciplinary category. Related but 

distinct are multidisciplinary subjects, where multiple disciplines address a common 

topic but retain their distinct methodological and theoretical approaches. A collection 

of essays on artificial intelligence might include contributions from computer 

scientists, philosophers, and legal scholars, each approaching the subject from their 

disciplinary perspective. Such documents resist simple classification because they 

encompass multiple distinct approaches to a subject rather than a truly integrated 

interdisciplinary methodology. Thematic compounds represent another important 

category, where a document addresses multiple related themes without necessarily 

crossing disciplinary boundaries. A novel exploring themes of exile, identity, and 

cultural belonging presents a compound subject within the broader domain of 

literature. While such a work might fit comfortably within a single disciplinary 

classification, its thematic complexity still presents challenges for subject 

representation. Finally, applied compounds occur when theoretical knowledge from 

one domain is applied to practical problems in another. A document on applying 

machine learning techniques to archaeological data analysis exemplifies this type of 

compound subject. These compounds are particularly challenging because they 

require representation of both the theoretical framework and its application context. 
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Approaches to Classifying Compound Subjects 

Various approaches have emerged to address the challenges posed by 

compound subjects, each with distinct advantages and limitations. These 

approaches can be broadly categorized into extensions of traditional systems, 

faceted classification methods, and emerging computational approaches. 

Extensions of Traditional Classification Systems 

Traditional classification systems have evolved to incorporate mechanisms for 

representing compound subjects while maintaining their basic hierarchical 

structure. The Universal Decimal Classification, for instance, utilizes a range of 

syntactic devices including colons (:) to link related concepts, plus signs (+) to 

indicate coordination of subjects, and slashes (/) to denote consecutive 

extension. This allows for more nuanced representation of compound subjects 

within the established framework. For example, a document on the application 

of artificial intelligence in medical diagnosis might be classified as 004.8:616-

07, where 004.8 represents artificial intelligence and 616-07 represents medical 

diagnosis, with the colon indicating the relationship between these subjects. 

This approach preserves the hierarchical structure of the classification system 

while providing some capacity for representing compound subjects. Similarly, 

the Dewey decimal classification has incorporated interdisciplinary number 

building through its Table 1, which allows classifiers to add notation for 

standard subdivisions. This enables some representation of compound aspects 

within the system's numerical hierarchy. Despite these extensions, traditional 

systems still face significant limitations in representing compound subjects. The 

primary challenge remains the necessity of determining a "main class" for each 

document, which inevitably privileges certain aspects of compound subjects 

over others. As Lois Mai Chan noted, "Even with sophisticated syntactic 

devices, hierarchical classifications ultimately require decisions about primary 

subject placement that may not adequately reflect the compound nature of many 

contemporary documents." 
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Faceted Classification Approaches 

Faceted classification systems offer a more flexible approach to compound subjects 

by recognizing that subjects can be analyzed according to multiple independent facets 

or aspects. Rather than forcing documents into a predetermined hierarchy, faceted 

classification allows for the combination of different aspects to represent complex 

subjects. S.R. Ranganathan's Colon Classification pioneered this approach, organizing 

subjects according to fundamental facets such as Personality, Matter, Energy, Space, 

and Time (PMEST). This system allows for more nuanced representation of 

compound subjects through the synthesis of appropriate facets. For example, a 

document on childhood education in post-colonial India might be represented through 

a combination of personality facet (children), matter facet (education), energy facet 

(teaching), space facet (India), and time facet (post-colonial period). This 

multidimensional representation captures the compound nature of the subject more 

effectively than hierarchical placement alone. Modern faceted classification has 

expanded beyond Ranganathan's original formulation to include domain-specific facet 

analyses. The Art and Architecture Thesaurus, for instance, employs facets such as 

Objects, Materials, Activities, and Agents to represent the complex subjects in visual 

and material culture. This domain-specific approach allows for more precise 

representation of compound subjects within particular knowledge domains. Despite 

their advantages, faceted classifications face challenges in implementation, 

particularly regarding the establishment of consistent facet analysis across diverse 

content and the development of intuitive interfaces for navigation and retrieval. As 

Vanda Broughton observed, "The theoretical flexibility of faceted classification must 

be balanced against practical considerations of usability and implementation in real-

world information systems." 

Computational Approaches 

The digital environment has enabled new computational approaches to classifying 

compound subjects. These approaches leverage technologies such as machine 

learning, natural language processing, and automated text analysis to identify and 

represent complex subject relationships. Topic modeling techniques, such as Latent 

Dirichlet Allocation (LDA), identify probabilistic distributions of topics within 
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documents, allowing for the representation of documents as mixtures of 

multiple subjects rather than assignments to single categories. This probabilistic 

approach aligns well with the reality of compound subjects, where different 

aspects may be present to varying degrees. For example, an analysis of 

academic articles using topic modeling might reveal that a particular article 

contains elements of three distinct topics: 60% climate science, 30% economic 

policy, and 10% international relations. This granular representation captures 

the compound nature of the subject matter more accurately than assignment to a 

single category. Network-based approaches represent another promising 

computational method, conceptualizing subjects as interconnected nodes within 

knowledge networks rather than positions within hierarchies. By analyzing 

citation patterns, co-occurrence of terms, or other relationships, these 

approaches can identify and represent complex subject interrelationships. 

Semantic web technologies, including ontologies and linked data frameworks, 

provide yet another avenue for representing compound subjects. By explicitly 

modeling relationships between concepts using formal languages such as OWL 

(Web Ontology Language), these approaches enable more sophisticated 

representation of the complex relationships that characterize compound 

subjects. While computational approaches offer significant potential, they also 

present challenges. These include the need for substantial computational 

resources, the dependence on large corpora for training and validation, and 

questions about interpretability and transparency. As Christine Borgman notes, 

"Computational classification approaches trade human interpretability for 

machine efficiency, raising important questions about the role of human 

judgment in knowledge organization." 

Practical Examples of Compound Subject Classification 

To illustrate the challenges and approaches discussed above, let us examine 

several practical examples of compound subject classification across different 

domains and classification systems. 

Example 1: Environmental Justice Literature 

Consider a scholarly book titled "Environmental Justice in Urban Communities: 
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Race, Class, and Industrial Pollution." This document clearly encompasses multiple 

interrelated subjects: environmental science, social justice, and urban studies, 

sociology of race and class, and industrial policy. A traditional hierarchical 

classification would likely place this work primarily in one of these areas, with 

secondary access points potentially provided through subject headings or additional 

classification numbers. In the Library of Congress Classification, this work might 

receive a primary classification in GE220 (Environmental justice) with additional 

subject headings for Urban ecology, Race relations, Social classes, and Industrial 

pollution. While this approach provides some access points for the compound subject, 

it nevertheless prioritizes the environmental justice aspect over other equally relevant 

dimensions. A faceted approach might represent this document through a combination 

of facets: Topic (environmental justice), Spatial context (urban communities), Social 

groups (racial minorities, lower socioeconomic classes), and Problem domain 

(industrial pollution). This multidimensional representation more adequately captures 

the compound nature of the subject matter without artificially prioritizing one aspect 

over others. A computational approach using topic modeling might identify the 

document as containing multiple probabilistic topics: environmental science (35%), 

social justice (25%), urban studies (20%), race and ethnicity (15%), and industrial 

policy (5%). This granular representation acknowledges the varying prominence of 

different aspects within the compound subject. 

Example 2: Digital Humanities Research 

A journal article titled "Computational Analysis of Emotional Patterns in 19th 

Century British Women's Literature" presents a different kind of compound subject. 

This document spans literary studies, computational linguistics, emotion theory, 

gender studies, and British historical contexts. Each classification approach would 

handle this compound subject differently. In traditional classification, this article 

might receive a primary classification in PR115-158 (Literary criticism of English 

literature), with additional subject headings for Women authors, Computational 

methods, and Emotion in literature. This approach, while providing some access 

points, does not fully represent the interdisciplinary methodology that defines the 

work. A faceted classification might represent this document through facets such as 

Discipline (literary studies, computational linguistics), Methodology (computational 
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text analysis), Subject material (women's literature), Time period (19th 

century), and Geographical context (Britain). This multidimensional approach 

better captures the compound nature of the research. A computational approach 

might identify this document as containing topics in proportions such as literary 

analysis (40%), computational methods (30%), gender studies (20%), and 

emotional psychology (10%). This granular representation acknowledges the 

varying prominence of different aspects within this interdisciplinary research. 

Example 3: Medical Anthropology 

Consider a dissertation titled "Traditional Healing Practices Among Indigenous 

Communities: Implications for Contemporary Healthcare Systems." This 

document spans medical anthropology, indigenous studies, traditional medicine, 

and healthcare policy a complex compound subject that challenges conventional 

classification. In the National Library of Medicine Classification, this 

dissertation might receive a primary classification in WB 50-55 (Traditional 

medicine) or perhaps GN 296-296.5 (Medical anthropology) in the Library of 

Congress Classification. While these placements capture important aspects of 

the content, they necessarily privilege certain dimensions of the compound 

subject over others. A faceted approach might represent this dissertation 

through facets such as Discipline (medical anthropology, healthcare studies), 

Population (indigenous communities), Practices (traditional healing), and 

Application context (contemporary healthcare systems). This multidimensional 

representation more adequately captures the interrelated aspects of the subject 

matter. A computational approach using semantic web technologies might 

represent this document within an ontology that explicitly models relationships 

between concepts such as "indigenous communities," "traditional healing 

practices," "medical systems," and "healthcare policy." These formalized 

relationships would enable more sophisticated navigation of the complex 

subject interrelationships. 

Challenges in Implementing Compound Subject Classification 

The implementation of effective classification systems for compound subjects 

faces several significant challenges that span theoretical, practical, and 
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technological dimensions. 

Theoretical Challenges 

One fundamental theoretical challenge involves determining the granularity of subject 

representation. Too fine-grained a classification may result in excessive complexity 

and reduced usability, while too coarse an approach may fail to adequately represent 

important distinctions within compound subjects. Finding the appropriate balance 

requires careful consideration of user needs, collection characteristics, and practical 

constraints. Another theoretical challenge concerns the weighting of subject 

components within compound subjects. Should all aspects of a compound subject be 

treated equally, or should certain aspects be given priority? Different philosophical 

approaches to classification suggest different answers to this question, from the equal 

treatment advocated by some faceted classification theorists to the hierarchical 

prioritization implicit in traditional systems. The relationship between compound 

subjects and disciplinary boundaries presents yet another theoretical challenge. As 

Julie Thompson Klein has observed, "The proliferation of interdisciplinary and 

transdisciplinary research troubles traditional disciplinary classifications, requiring 

new theoretical frameworks for knowledge organization." Developing these 

frameworks remains an ongoing challenge in classification theory. 

Practical Challenges 

On the practical side, implementation of compound subject classification faces 

challenges related to resource constraints, workflow integration, and backward 

compatibility. Sophisticated representation of compound subjects often requires more 

time and expertise from catalogers or more complex computational systems, 

potentially straining limited resources in information organizations. Integration with 

existing workflows represents another practical challenge. Many information 

organizations have established processes for classification that may not easily 

accommodate more complex approaches to compound subjects. Modifying these 

workflows while maintaining efficiency requires careful planning and potential trade-

offs. Backward compatibility with existing collections poses a particular challenge. 

Most information organizations have substantial legacy collections classified 
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according to earlier systems or standards.  

Technological Challenges 

From a technological perspective, the implementation of compound subject 

classification faces challenges related to system design, interoperability, and 

user interface development. Information systems must be designed to 

accommodate more complex subject representations, potentially requiring 

significant modifications to underlying data models and retrieval mechanisms. 

Interoperability between different systems presents another technological 

challenge. As information increasingly flows between different platforms and 

repositories, ensuring consistent representation of compound subjects across 

these various environments becomes increasingly important but technically 

challenging. User interface design for compound subject navigation represents 

perhaps the most significant technological challenge. Traditional interfaces, 

designed for hierarchical browsing or simple keyword searching, may not 

adequately support exploration of the complex relationships inherent in 

compound subjects. Developing interfaces that effectively communicate these 

relationships without overwhelming users remains an ongoing challenge. 

Case Studies in Compound Subject Classification 

Examining specific implementation cases provides valuable insights into the 

practical application of different approaches to compound subject classification. 

The following case studies illustrate diverse approaches across different 

information contexts. 

Case Study 1: PubMed and MeSH Headings 

The PubMed database, maintained by the National Library of Medicine, 

employs Medical Subject Headings (MeSH) to classify biomedical literature. 

This system addresses compound subjects through a combination of hierarchical 

subject headings and subheadings that modify the main headings to represent 

specific aspects. For example, a research article on the psychological effects of 

diabetes in adolescents might receive MeSH headings for "Diabetes Mellitus" 
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with the subheading "psychology," "Adolescent," and "Mental Health." Additionally, 

the concept of coordination allows multiple headings to be combined to represent 

compound subjects. This approach has proven remarkably effective for representing 

the compound subjects common in biomedical literature. As Betsy Humphreys, 

former deputy director of the National Library of Medicine, noted, "The combination 

of hierarchical structure and modifying subheadings in MeSH provides flexibility for 

representing the increasingly interdisciplinary nature of biomedical research." 

However, the system still faces challenges with truly interdisciplinary work that spans 

boundaries of the biomedical domain. Research at the intersection of medicine, ethics, 

and technology, for instance, may not be fully represented through existing MeSH 

terms and relationships. 

Case Study 2: ACM Computing Classification System 

The Association for Computing Machinery (ACM) Computing Classification System 

illustrates a different approach to compound subjects within a specific domain. The 

2012 revision of this system moved from a strictly hierarchical structure to a poly-

hierarchical approach, allowing concepts to appear in multiple hierarchical locations. 

Additionally, the system employs facet-like general terms that can be applied across 

the classification. For example, a paper on privacy concerns in mobile health 

applications might be classified under "Security and privacy" in the main hierarchy, 

with additional classifications for "Mobile computing" and "Applied computing → 

Life and medical sciences → Health care information systems." This poly-hierarchical 

approach allows for more comprehensive representation of the compound subject. 

The ACM system also employs relationships between concepts, indicating when 

topics are "related to" or "integral to" one another. This network of relationships 

provides additional context for understanding compound subjects within computing 

literature. While this approach offers significant advantages for representing 

compound subjects in computing literature, it still faces challenges with truly 

interdisciplinary work that extends beyond the computing domain. As one ACM 

classification committee member acknowledged, "The boundaries of computing itself 

have become increasingly fluid, making it challenging to determine what falls within 

the scope of our classification system." 
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Case Study 3: Getty Research Institute's Art and Architecture Thesaurus 

The Art and Architecture Thesaurus (AAT) developed by the Getty Research 

Institute employs a faceted approach to representing the compound subjects 

common in art and architectural documentation. The AAT organizes concepts 

into seven facets: Associated Concepts, Physical Attributes, Styles and Periods, 

Agents, Activities, Materials, and Objects. This faceted structure allows for the 

representation of highly compound subjects through the combination of terms 

from different facets. For example, a photograph documenting modernist 

architecture in post-war Japan might be represented through a combination of 

terms from the Objects facet (photographs), Styles and Periods facet 

(modernist, post-war), and Geographical location (Japan). The AAT also 

employs a sophisticated system of hierarchical relationships, associative 

relationships, and scope notes to further clarify the application of terms. This 

multidimensional approach has proven particularly valuable for representing 

the complex, compound subjects encountered in visual and material culture 

documentation. As Murtha Baca, former head of the Getty Vocabulary 

Program, observed, "The compound nature of art and architectural subjects 

requires a classification approach that can represent multiple dimensions 

simultaneously. The faceted structure of the AAT provides this flexibility while 

maintaining semantic precision." 

1.4 Classification of Documents with Compound Subjects 

The shift toward digital information environments has both complicated and 

created new opportunities for the classification of compound subjects. 

Understanding these dynamics is essential for developing effective approaches 

to compound subject classification in contemporary information systems. 

Tagging and Folksonomies 

User-generated tagging systems and folksonomies have emerged as alternative 

approaches to subject representation in digital environments. These systems 

allow users to assign their own terms to information resources, potentially 

capturing aspects of compound subjects that might be overlooked in traditional 
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classification. For example, on a social bookmarking site, users might tag an article 

about climate change impacts on agriculture with terms like "climate," "agriculture," 

"food security," "drought," and "policy" collectively representing the compound 

subject through multiple access points. This crowd-sourced approach can capture 

emerging compound relationships that have not yet been formalized in established 

classification systems. However, folksonomy approaches also face significant 

limitations, including terminology inconsistency, lack of hierarchy, and potential gaps 

in coverage. As Clay Shirky noted in his analysis of folksonomies, "The absence of 

formal structure allows for flexibility but sacrifices precision in representing complex 

subject relationships." 

Topic Modeling and Text Mining 

Computational techniques such as topic modeling and text mining offer data-driven 

approaches to identifying and representing compound subjects. These techniques 

analyze patterns in document collections to identify statistically significant topic 

clusters and their distribution across documents. For example, applying Latent 

Dirichlet Allocation to a corpus of scientific literature might reveal that documents 

tend to combine topics in particular patterns perhaps showing strong connections 

between topics in genetics, cancer research, and personalized medicine. These 

algorithmically identified patterns can guide the development of more nuanced 

classification structures that better represent actual compound subject relationships. 

Text mining techniques can also identify relationships between concepts based on co-

occurrence patterns, citation networks, or semantic analysis. These identified 

relationships can inform the development of more sophisticated knowledge 

organization systems that better accommodate compound subjects. While these 

computational approaches offer significant promise, they also face challenges related 

to interpretation, validation, and integration with existing systems. As one 

information scientist observed, "The patterns identified through computational 

analysis require human interpretation to become meaningful classification structures." 

Linked Data and Semantic Web 

The Linked Data paradigm and broader Semantic Web technologies offer perhaps the 

most promising approach to representing compound subjects in digital environments. 
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By explicitly modeling relationships between concepts using formal ontologies, 

these approaches enable sophisticated representation of the complex 

relationships that characterize compound subjects. For example, in a Linked 

Data framework, a document about climate-induced migration might be 

connected to concepts such as "climate change," "human migration," 

"environmental security," and "international policy," with explicit relationships 

defined between these concepts. This network of relationships provides a more 

nuanced representation of the compound subject than traditional classification 

alone. The Resource Description Framework (RDF) that underlies Linked Data 

allows for the expression of triples subject, predicate, object statements that can 

capture complex relationships between concepts. These triples can be combined 

to form sophisticated knowledge graphs that represent compound subjects with 

greater precision than traditional systems. While promising, Linked Data 

approaches face implementation challenges related to ontology development, 

technical infrastructure, and integration with legacy systems. As Tom Baker 

noted in his analysis of Linked Data for libraries, "The promise of more 

nuanced representation must be balanced against the practical challenges of 

implementation in real-world information environments." 

Future Directions in Compound Subject Classification 

As information environments continue to evolve, several promising directions 

are emerging for the future of compound subject classification. These directions 

point toward more flexible, context-sensitive, and user-centered approaches to 

representing complex subject relationships. 

Hybrid Classification Approaches 

One promising direction involves hybrid classification approaches that combine 

the strengths of different methodologies. For example, systems might employ 

hierarchical classification for core disciplinary organization while using faceted 

approaches for interdisciplinary compounds and semantic web technologies for 

representing complex relationships between concepts. The FAST (Faceted 

Application of Subject Terminology) system developed by OCLC represents 

one example of this hybrid approach. FAST adapts the Library of Congress 
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Subject Headings into a faceted structure, separating compound headings into their 

component facets while maintaining connections to the original vocabulary. This 

approach combines the semantic richness of LCSH with the flexibility of faceted 

systems. Future hybrid systems might integrate computational approaches more fully, 

using algorithms to identify subject relationships while maintaining human-readable 

structures for navigation and discovery. As one information scientist proposed, "The 

future of classification likely lies not in choosing between human and algorithmic 

approaches, but in developing systems that leverage the strengths of both." 

Context-Sensitive Classification 

Another promising direction involves more context-sensitive approaches to 

classification, where the representation of compound subjects adapts based on user 

needs, collection characteristics, or institutional contexts. Rather than seeking a single 

"correct" classification for each document, these approaches acknowledge that 

different perspectives may require different subject representations. For example, a 

document on climate change adaptation strategies might be represented differently in 

an environmental science collection, a public policy collection, and an engineering 

collection each emphasizing different aspects of the compound subject based on the 

needs and interests of different user communities. Adaptive classification systems 

that incorporate user behavior and feedback represent one implementation of this 

context-sensitive approach. By analyzing patterns of user interaction, these systems 

might dynamically adjust the prominence of different subject aspects based on 

observed user interests and behaviors. 

Visualization and Interactive Navigation 

Advanced visualization techniques and interactive navigation systems offer another 

promising direction for compound subject classification. These approaches leverage 

visual representation and user interaction to communicate complex subject 

relationships more effectively than traditional linear listings. Knowledge graphs and 

network visualizations can represent compound subjects as interconnected nodes 

within larger knowledge structures, allowing users to visually explore relationships 

between concepts. Topic maps can represent documents as existing within 

multidimensional subject spaces rather than at single points in a hierarchy. Interactive 
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systems allow users to dynamically filter and reorganize information based on 

different subject dimensions, effectively creating customized views of 

compound subjects tailored to their specific interests. As one digital library 

developer noted, "The challenge of compound subject representation may be 

addressed not through more complex classification structures, but through more 

sophisticated interfaces for exploring those structures." 

The classification of documents with compound subjects remains a fundamental 

challenge in information organization, one that has only grown more significant 

as information resources become increasingly interdisciplinary, 

multidimensional, and interconnected. Traditional classification systems, while 

valuable, often struggle to adequately represent the complex subject 

relationships that characterize contemporary documentation. This exploration 

has examined various approaches to addressing this challenge, from extensions 

of traditional hierarchical systems to faceted classification methods to emerging 

computational techniques. Each approach offers distinct advantages and faces 

particular limitations, suggesting that no single solution will likely address all 

aspects of the compound subject challenge. The future of compound subject 

classification likely lies in more flexible, hybrid approaches that combine 

multiple methodologies, adapt to different contexts, and leverage advanced 

visualization and interaction techniques. These approaches will need to balance 

theoretical sophistication with practical usability, computational efficiency with 

human interpretability, and standardization with adaptability. As information 

continues to grow in volume and complexity, effective representation of 

compound subjects will remain an essential component of knowledge 

organization. By understanding the nature of compound subjects and the 

strengths and limitations of different classification approaches, information 

professionals can develop more effective systems for organizing and providing 

access to the complex, multidimensional information resources that increasingly 

characterize our knowledge landscape. The classification of documents with 

compound subjects is not merely a technical challenge but also an 

epistemological one reflecting fundamental questions about how knowledge is 

constituted, how disciplines relate to one another, and how complex ideas can 

be effectively represented and communicated. By addressing these questions 
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thoughtfully, the field of information organization can continue to develop more 

sophisticated approaches to representing the rich complexity of human knowledge. 

 

Multiple Choice Questions (MCQs): 

1. Colon Classification (CC) was developed by: 

a) Melvil Dewey 

b) S.R. Ranganathan 

c) Henry Bliss 

d) Paul Otlet 

2. The structure of CC is based on: 

a) Decimal notation 

b) Facet analysis 

c) Alphabetical arrangement 

d) Random categorization 

3. Which of the following is NOT a feature of CC? 

a) Use of colons to separate elements 

b) Hierarchical classification 

c) Alphabetical subject arrangement 

d) Facet-based organization 

4. What is the first step in Colon Classification? 

a) Determining the fundamental category 

b) Assigning notation 

c) Shelving the book 

d) Checking the author’s name 

5. Which of the following is an example of a basic subject in CC? 

a) Physics 

b) Applied Physics in Engineering 

c) Economics of Agriculture 

d) None of the above 
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6. Compound subjects in CC are classified using: 

a) Only one class number 

b) Facet combination rules 

c) Direct alphabetical listing 

d) None of the above 

7. Which of the following is NOT a fundamental category in CC? 

a) Personality 

b) Matter 

c) Language 

d) Energy 

8. What symbol is used to separate facets in CC notation? 

a) Colon (:) 

b) Semicolon (;) 

c) Period (.) 

d) Hyphen (-) 

9. Which edition of CC introduced the concept of facet analysis? 

a) First Edition 

b) Third Edition 

c) Sixth Edition 

d) Ninth Edition 

10. Colon Classification is primarily used in: 

a) Public libraries 

b) Academic and research libraries 

c) Bookstores 

d) None of the above 

Short Questions: 

1. Define Colon Classification and explain its structure. 

2. What are the steps involved in classification using CC? 
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3. Differentiate between basic subjects and compound subjects in CC. 

4. Explain the role of facet analysis in CC. 

5. How does CC handle complex subjects? 

6. What is the significance of notation in CC? 

7. Describe the importance of the sixth edition of CC. 

8. What are the fundamental categories in CC? 

9. Why is facet sequence important in CC? 

10. How does CC differ from DDC? 

Long Questions: 

1. Discuss the structure and organization of Colon Classification (6th Edition). 

2. Explain the steps involved in the classification of documents using CC. 

3. Describe the classification of documents with basic subjects and compound 

subjects in CC. 

4. How does facet analysis help in the classification of documents? 

5. Analyze the advantages and limitations of CC in modern libraries. 
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MODULE 2 

DEWEY DECIMAL CLASSIFICATION (DDC) – INTRODUCTION AND 

BASICS 

Objectives: 

• To study Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) – 19th Edition, its 

structure and organization. 

• To understand steps in classification using DDC. 

• To explore classification of documents using Table 1 & Table 2. 

• To analyze the use of the Relative Index in DDC. 

•  

UNIT 5 DEWEY DECIMAL CLASSIFICATION 

2.1 Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) – 19th Edition: Introduction, 

Structure, and Organization 

The Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) system represents one of the most 

influential and widely implemented library classification schemes in the world. 

Developed by Melvil Dewey in 1876, this system has undergone numerous 

revisions and expansions to accommodate the ever-growing body of human 

knowledge. The 19th edition, published in 1979, marked a significant milestone 

in the evolution of this classification system, incorporating substantial revisions 

to reflect the changing landscape of information and knowledge organization. 

This comprehensive classification system continues to serve as the backbone of 

countless libraries worldwide, providing a systematic method for organizing 

knowledge and facilitating access to information resources. The fundamental 

principle underlying the DDC system is the organization of human knowledge 

into ten main classes, with further divisions creating a hierarchical structure that 

grows increasingly specific. This decimal-based system allows for infinite 

expansion and adaptation, making it remarkably flexible in accommodating new 

subjects and changing knowledge domains. The 19th edition built upon this 

foundation while incorporating numerous updates to address contemporary 
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subjects and evolving disciplines that emerged since the previous edition. Melvil 

Dewey's vision for a systematic, intuitive classification system stemmed from his 

desire to create a universal language for organizing knowledge. Born in Adams 

Center, New York, in 1851, Dewey was driven by a passion for efficiency and 

standardization. His creation of the decimal classification system revolutionized 

library organization, moving away from the fixed location systems that were common 

in the 19th century. Instead, he introduced a relative location system based on the 

relationship between subjects rather than physical shelf locations. This innovation 

allowed libraries to integrate new materials without disrupting the entire collection, 

providing a scalable solution for growing library collections. The 19th edition of the 

DDC represents the culmination of over a century of refinement and adaptation. 

Published by Forest Press under the guidance of the Decimal Classification Editorial 

Policy Committee, this edition incorporated significant revisions while maintaining 

the core structure that has made the system so enduring. The edition reflected the 

collaborative effort of librarians, subject specialists, and classification experts who 

worked to ensure the system remained relevant and responsive to the needs of modern 

libraries and information centers. 

Historical Development and Evolution to the 19th Edition 

The journey from Dewey's original classification scheme to the 19th edition spans 

more than a century of development, marked by continuous refinement and 

expansion. The first edition, titled "A Classification and Subject Index for 

Cataloguing and Arranging the Books and Pamphlets of a Library," was a modest 44-

page publication that introduced the decimal-based classification system. This 

groundbreaking work laid the foundation for what would become one of the most 

influential tools in library science. Subsequent editions expanded the system's scope 

and detail, reflecting the growth of human knowledge and the evolution of academic 

disciplines. The second edition, published in 1885, already expanded to 314 pages, 

demonstrating the rapid development of the system. By the 14th edition in 1942, the 

DDC had grown to encompass two volumes, signifying its increasing complexity and 

comprehensiveness. This growth continued through the 15th, 16th, 17th, and 18th 

editions, each building upon its predecessors while incorporating new subjects and 

refining existing classifications. The 19th edition, published in 1979, represented a 
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significant advancement in the system's development. This edition comprised 

three substantial volumes: the first containing the introduction, tables, and 

manual; the second and third volumes containing the detailed schedules. This 

expansion reflected not only the growth in human knowledge but also the 

increasing sophistication of the classification system itself. The 19th edition 

incorporated numerous revisions, particularly in areas such as computer science, 

management, and social sciences, reflecting the changing landscape of 

knowledge in the latter part of the 20th century. One of the notable 

developments in the evolution to the 19th edition was the establishment of the 

Decimal Classification Editorial Policy Committee in 1937. This committee, 

comprising representatives from the American Library Association, the Library 

of Congress, and other library organizations, provided guidance on revisions 

and expansions to the system. Their influence ensured that the DDC remained 

responsive to the needs of the library community and adapted to changing 

patterns of knowledge organization. The transition to the 19th edition also 

marked a period of internationalization for the DDC. While originally designed 

primarily for American libraries, the system had gained worldwide adoption by 

this time. The 19th edition acknowledged this global audience by incorporating 

international perspectives and addressing classification challenges faced by 

libraries around the world. This internationalization reflected the DDC's 

growing status as a global standard for knowledge organization. Throughout its 

evolution, the DDC maintained Dewey's original vision of decimal-based 

classification while adapting to new challenges and opportunities. The system's 

flexibility allowed it to accommodate new subjects and disciplines as they 

emerged, ensuring its continued relevance in a rapidly changing information 

landscape. The 19th edition built upon this tradition, providing a comprehensive 

framework for organizing knowledge that balanced tradition with innovation. 

Core Principles and Philosophy of DDC 

The Dewey Decimal Classification system is guided by several fundamental 

principles that have remained consistent throughout its various editions, 

including the 19th. These principles reflect Dewey's original vision while 

accommodating the evolving nature of knowledge organization. At its core, the 
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DDC is founded on the principle of organizing knowledge in a hierarchical structure 

that progresses from general to specific, allowing for both broad categorization and 

precise classification. One of the primary philosophical underpinnings of the DDC is 

the concept of relative location. Unlike fixed location systems that assign specific 

shelf locations to books, the DDC organizes materials based on their subject 

relationships. This approach allows for dynamic collection growth and reorganization 

without disrupting the entire system. The relative location principle epitomizes 

Dewey's emphasis on efficiency and practicality, values that permeated his approach 

to library science. The decimal notation system represents another core principle of 

the DDC. By using decimal numbers for classification, Dewey created a system with 

infinite expandability. This numerical approach allows for the insertion of new 

subjects between existing classifications without disrupting the overall structure. The 

decimal notation also provides a universal language that transcends linguistic barriers, 

contributing to the system's global adoption and longevity. 

Hierarchical division forms the backbone of the DDC's organizational structure. Each 

of the ten main classes is subdivided into ten divisions, which are further subdivided 

into ten sections, and so on. This hierarchical approach creates a logical progression 

from general to specific topics, facilitating both broad browsing and targeted 

searching. The hierarchical structure also reflects the relationships between subjects, 

emphasizing their connections and distinctions. The principle of disciplinary integrity 

is another key aspect of the DDC. The system organizes knowledge primarily by 

discipline rather than subject, meaning that works are classified based on the approach 

or method of study rather than their topical content alone. For example, a book about 

the psychological aspects of religion would be classified under psychology rather than 

religion. This disciplinary approach reflects the traditional organization of academic 

knowledge and provides a clear framework for classification decisions. The DDC also 

embodies the principle of standardization. Dewey's desire for efficiency led him to 

create a system that could be consistently applied across different libraries, reducing 

duplication of effort and facilitating resource sharing. The standardization principle 

extends to the notation, terminology, and application methods, creating a common 

language for catalogers worldwide. In the 19th edition, these core principles remained 

intact while being applied to new and evolving knowledge domains. The edition 

maintained the balance between stability and flexibility that has characterized the 
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DDC throughout its history. While preserving the fundamental structure and 

philosophy of the system, the 19th edition incorporated revisions that reflected 

contemporary knowledge organization needs and practices. The DDC's 

enduring philosophy can be summarized as a commitment to creating a 

universal, expandable, and practical system for organizing human knowledge. 

Its principles of hierarchical organization, decimal notation, relative location, 

disciplinary integrity, and standardization have enabled it to adapt to changing 

knowledge landscapes while maintaining its fundamental utility as a 

classification tool. The 19th edition continued this tradition, embodying these 

core principles while responding to the specific challenges and opportunities of 

its time. 

Structure and Organization of the 19th Edition 

The 19th edition of the Dewey decimal classification system presents a 

meticulously structured organization designed to accommodate the vast expanse 

of human knowledge. Comprising three substantial volumes, this edition offers 

a comprehensive framework for classifying library materials according to 

subject matter. The first volume contains the introduction, which provides 

essential context and guidance for understanding and applying the system; the 

auxiliary tables, which supply standard subdivisions, and notational elements 

that can be applied across different subject areas; and the manual, which offers 

detailed instructions and examples for complex classification scenarios. The 

second and third volumes contain the schedules – the detailed subject 

classifications that form the heart of the system. These schedules are arranged 

according to the ten main classes that have defined the DDC since its inception. 

Each main class is assigned a hundred numbers, beginning with the hundreds 

digit that corresponds to the class number. For example, the 500s encompass 

Natural Sciences and Mathematics, while the 600s cover Technology (Applied 

Sciences). This centesimal division provides ample room for expansion within 

each main class, allowing for detailed classification of increasingly specialized 

topics. The hierarchical organization of the DDC is evident in its notational 

structure. Each main class is divided into ten divisions, represented by the tens 

digit of the classification number. These divisions are further subdivided into 
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ten sections, represented by the ones digit. Beyond this three-digit base, decimal 

expansion allows for increasingly specific classification, with each additional digit 

representing a further level of specificity. This hierarchical arrangement creates a 

logical progression from general to specific topics, facilitating both broad subject 

browsing and precise classification. 

The schedules in the 19th edition are presented with extensive explanatory notes, 

scope notes, and cross-references. These annotations provide valuable guidance for 

catalogers, clarifying the boundaries between related subjects and directing users to 

alternative or additional classifications when appropriate. The detailed index, which 

constitutes a substantial portion of the third volume, serves as an essential tool for 

locating specific subjects within the classification system. This alphabetical index 

provides entry points to the schedules, mapping terminology to the appropriate 

classification numbers. The 19th edition also features a sophisticated system of 

auxiliary tables that provide standardized notational elements for common aspects of 

subjects. These tables include standard subdivisions, geographic areas, languages, 

literatures, and other recurring elements that can be applied across different subject 

areas. The use of these tables enables consistent treatment of similar aspects across 

disparate subjects while preventing unnecessary duplication within the schedules. The 

structural integrity of the 19th edition is maintained through careful attention to 

notational hierarchy. The system employs mnemonic devices and consistent patterns 

to facilitate understanding and application. For example, similar concepts often 

receive similar treatment across different disciplines, with parallel developments in 

notation reflecting conceptual parallels. This structural consistency makes the system 

more intuitive for both catalogers and library users. 

The organization of the 19th edition reflects the tension between tradition and 

innovation that characterizes the DDC's evolution. While maintaining the 

fundamental structure established by Dewey, this edition incorporates significant 

revisions and expansions to accommodate new knowledge domains and changing 

perspectives. The balance between stability and adaptability is evident throughout the 

schedules, with traditional disciplines maintaining their established positions while 

emerging fields find appropriate placement within the system. The physical 

organization of the 19th edition also reflects its comprehensive nature. The three-
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volume set includes detailed contents listings, navigational aids, and extensive 

cross-referencing to facilitate use. The typography and layout are designed for 

clarity and ease of reference, with hierarchical relationships visually represented 

through indentation and typography. This attention to physical organization 

enhances the usability of the system, making it accessible to catalogers with 

varying levels of experience. 

The Ten Main Classes 

The backbone of the Dewey decimal classification system consists of ten main 

classes that divide the entire spectrum of human knowledge into broad 

categories. These classes, numbered from 000 to 900, provide the foundation 

upon which the entire classification system is built. In the 19th edition, these 

main classes maintained their traditional designations while incorporating 

revisions that reflected contemporary knowledge organization needs. The 000 

class, dedicated to Computer Science, Information, and General Works, 

underwent significant expansion in the 19th edition to accommodate the rapidly 

evolving field of computer science. This class encompasses encyclopedias, 

newspapers, general periodicals, and works on bibliography and library science. 

The 19th edition particularly enhanced the computer science sections, reflecting 

the growing importance of this field in the late 1970s. For example, detailed 

classifications were added for programming languages, database management 

systems, and computer architecture, providing greater specificity for these 

emerging technologies. The 100 class covers Philosophy and Psychology, two 

disciplines that examine human thought and behavior from different 

perspectives. In the 19th edition, this class maintained its traditional structure 

while incorporating contemporary developments in both fields. The philosophy 

sections include metaphysics, epistemology, logic, ethics, and ancient through 

modern philosophical traditions. The psychology sections cover cognitive 

processes, perception, emotional states, and various psychological systems and 

schools. The 19th edition expanded the classifications for clinical psychology 

and psychotherapy, reflecting the growing importance of these fields in the late 

20th century. 
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The 200 class is dedicated to Religion, encompassing both theoretical and practical 

aspects of religious belief and practice. This class includes sections on natural 

theology, Bible, Christian theology, Christian moral and devotional theology, 

Christian orders and local church, Christian social theology, Christian church history, 

Christian denominations, and other religions. The 19th edition maintained this 

predominantly Christian-focused structure while expanding the sections on non-

Christian religions to provide more detailed classification options for works on Islam, 

Buddhism, Hinduism, and other religious traditions. The 300 class covers Social 

Sciences, a broad domain that examines human society and social relationships. This 

class includes sociology, political science, economics, law, public administration, 

social services, education, commerce, and customs. The 19th edition featured 

significant revisions to this class, particularly in the areas of sociology, economics, 

and political science, reflecting changing social and political paradigms. For example, 

expanded sections were added for women's studies, environmental policy, and 

international economics, addressing topics that had gained prominence since the 

previous edition. The 400 class encompasses Language, including linguistics, specific 

language families, and the study of language structures and processes. This class 

covers linguistic theory, etymology, dictionaries, grammar, and the specific structures 

and characteristics of individual languages and language families. The 19th edition 

maintained the traditional organization of this class while incorporating updated 

linguistic research and expanding classifications for emerging approaches to language 

study, such as sociolinguistics and computational linguistics. The 500 class is 

dedicated to Natural Sciences and Mathematics, covering the systematic study of the 

physical and natural world. This class includes mathematics, astronomy, physics, 

chemistry, earth sciences, paleontology, life sciences, botanical sciences, and 

zoological sciences. The 19th edition incorporated significant scientific advances, 

particularly in areas such as molecular biology, environmental science, and theoretical 

physics, providing more detailed classifications for these rapidly evolving fields. 

The 600 class covers Technology (Applied Sciences), encompassing the practical 

application of scientific knowledge. This class includes medicine, engineering, 

agriculture, home economics, management, chemical engineering, manufacturing, and 

construction. The 19th edition featured substantial revisions to this class, particularly 

in areas such as medical specialties, environmental engineering, and information 

Notes 

 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University



68  

technology applications. These revisions reflected the rapid technological 

developments of the mid-to-late 20th century and their impact on various 

applied fields. The 700 class is dedicated to Arts and Recreation, covering both 

the fine and decorative arts as well as recreational activities. This class includes 

civic and landscape art, architecture, sculpture, drawing, painting, printmaking, 

photography, music, and recreational and performing arts. The 19th edition 

expanded the classifications for new artistic media and forms, such as electronic 

art, environmental art, and performance art, reflecting the evolving nature of 

artistic expression in the contemporary era. The 800 class encompasses 

Literature, organized primarily by language and literary form. This class 

includes American literature in English, English literature, literatures of 

Germanic languages, literatures of Romance languages, literatures of other 

languages, and specific literary forms such as poetry, drama, and fiction. The 

19th edition maintained the language-based organization of this class while 

incorporating expanded classifications for emerging literary traditions and 

forms, particularly from non-Western cultures. The 900 class covers History and 

Geography, providing a framework for classifying works on historical periods, 

regions, and travel. This class includes geography, biography, history of the 

ancient world, and history of specific continents, countries, and regions. The 

19th edition incorporated revised geographical designations and expanded 

historical periods, particularly for regions that had undergone significant 

political changes since the previous edition. The classification for Asian, 

African, and Latin American history received particular attention, reflecting a 

more global approach to historical study. 

Tables and Auxiliary Notations 

The 19th edition of the Dewey decimal classification system featured seven 

auxiliary tables that provide standardized notational elements for common 

aspects across different subject areas. These tables represent a critical 

component of the DDC's structure, enabling consistent treatment of recurring 

elements while maintaining notational economy. The tables allow for synthetic 

classification, where complex subjects can be built by combining elements from 

the schedules and tables according to specific rules and instructions. Table 1, 
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Standard Subdivisions, provides notations for common aspects of subjects that recur 

across different disciplines. These standard subdivisions include notations for theory, 

dictionaries, encyclopedias, periodicals, organizations, study and teaching, research, 

history, and other common approaches to subjects. For example, the notation -03 

represents dictionaries and encyclopedias, which can be appended to any subject 

number to classify a dictionary or encyclopedia of that subject. In the 19th edition, 

this table was refined to provide more precise guidance on when and how to apply 

standard subdivisions, with expanded notes and examples for complex scenarios. 

Table 2, Geographic Areas, provides notations for places that can be added to subject 

numbers when geographic specificity is required. This table follows a hierarchical 

arrangement, starting with continents and major regions and progressing to countries, 

states, provinces, and local areas. The 19th edition featured significant revisions to 

this table, reflecting political changes and boundary adjustments that had occurred 

since the previous edition. For example, the classifications for former colonies that 

had gained independence were updated to reflect their new status as sovereign 

nations. 

Table 3, Subdivisions for Individual Literatures, provides notations for common 

aspects of literature, such as poetry, drama, fiction, essays, speeches, and letters. 

These notations are applied to the base numbers for specific literary traditions to 

create detailed classifications for literary works. The 19th edition expanded this table 

to incorporate contemporary literary forms and approaches, such as experimental 

literature, literary journalism, and science fiction, reflecting the evolving landscape of 

literary production and criticism. Table 4, Subdivisions of Individual Languages, 

provides notations for linguistic aspects such as writing systems, etymology, 

dictionaries, grammar, and dialectology. These notations are applied to the base 

numbers for specific languages to create detailed classifications for linguistic works. 

The 19th edition refined this table to incorporate contemporary linguistic research and 

methodologies, providing more precise classifications for areas such as computational 

linguistics and sociolinguistics. Table 5, Racial, Ethnic, National Groups, provides 

notations for identifying specific population groups when relevant to classification. 

This table includes classifications for major ethnic and national groups organized by 

region and cultural affiliation. The 19th edition undertook a significant revision of this 

table, reflecting changing terminology and approaches to ethnic and cultural identity. 

Notes 

 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University



70  

The revisions aimed to provide more respectful and accurate classifications 

while acknowledging the complex and evolving nature of ethnic and cultural 

identifications. 

Table 6, Languages, provides notations for specific languages that can be added 

to subject numbers when linguistic specificity is required. This table follows a 

hierarchical arrangement similar to the classification for language in the 400 

class, but in a more condensed form for application as an auxiliary notation. The 

19th edition updated this table to incorporate contemporary linguistic 

scholarship on language relationships and classifications, particularly for 

previously underrepresented language families. Table 7, Persons, provides 

notations for categories of individuals that can be added to subject numbers 

when specificity regarding particular groups of people is required. This table 

includes classifications based on attributes such as occupation, age, gender, and 

social status. The 19th edition expanded this table to provide more detailed 

classifications for contemporary occupational categories and social roles, 

reflecting changing social and professional landscapes. The application of these 

tables follows specific rules that are outlined in detailed instructions throughout 

the 19th edition. These instructions guide catalogers on when and how to apply 

notational elements from the tables, addressing common scenarios and potential 

complexities. For example, the instructions specify the order in which multiple 

table elements should be applied, ensuring consistent notation building across 

different subjects and catalogers. The system of auxiliary notations in the 19th 

edition enables a level of specificity and flexibility that would be impossible 

with schedules alone. By combining elements from the schedules and tables 

according to established rules, catalogers can create precise classifications for 

complex subjects while maintaining notational economy and consistency. This 

synthetic approach exemplifies the DDC's balance between comprehensiveness 

and practicality, providing detailed classification capabilities within a 

manageable framework. For example, a work on the history of medical 

education in Victorian England could be classified by combining elements from 

the schedules (610 for Medicine) with standard subdivisions for education (-07) 

and history (-09), and geographic notation for England from Table 2 (-42), 

yielding a classification that precisely captures the subject's multiple 
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dimensions. This synthetic capability represents one of the DDC's most powerful 

features, allowing for detailed classification while maintaining the system's 

fundamental structure and logic. 

Notation and Number Building 

The notational system of the Dewey decimal classification represents one of its most 

distinctive and powerful features. The 19th edition continued the tradition of using 

pure notation – consisting exclusively of Arabic numerals and decimal points – to 

represent subjects and their relationships. This numerical approach creates a universal 

language for classification that transcends linguistic barriers, contributing to the 

DDC's global adoption and utility. The notation is both hierarchical and expressive, 

revealing the relationships between subjects through their numerical representation. In 

the DDC, the notation begins with a three-digit number representing the main class, 

division, and section. For example, in the number 510, the 5 represents the main class 

(Natural Sciences and Mathematics), the 1 represents the division (Mathematics), and 

the 0 represents the section (Mathematics General). Beyond this three-digit base, 

decimal expansion allows for increasingly specific classification. For instance, 510.78 

represents "Mathematical instruments and machines," with each digit beyond the 

decimal point representing a further level of specificity. The 19th edition provides 

detailed guidelines for number building – the process of constructing classification 

numbers for complex subjects by combining elements from the schedules and tables. 

Number building follows established patterns and rules, ensuring consistency in the 

application of the classification system. The basic pattern involves starting with a base 

number from the schedules and adding notational elements from the tables according 

to specific instructions. For example, to classify a dictionary of French architecture, a 

cataloger would start with the base number for architecture (720), add the standard 

subdivision for dictionaries from Table 1 (-03), and add the language notation for 

French from Table 6 (-41). Following the rule that standard subdivisions come before 

language notations, the resulting classification would be 720.341. This process of 

number building allows for precise classification of multifaceted subjects while 

maintaining notational economy. 

The 19th edition introduced several refinements to the number-building process, 
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providing more detailed instructions for complex scenarios and clarifying the 

application of table notations. These refinements aimed to enhance consistency 

in classification decisions while accommodating the increasing complexity of 

modern subjects. For instance, the edition provided expanded guidance on 

classifying interdisciplinary works, works that combine multiple aspects of a 

subject, and works that require multiple table notations. The DDC employs 

several techniques to enhance the expressiveness and utility of its notation. One 

such technique is the use of standard endings – recurring notational patterns that 

represent similar concepts across different disciplines. For example, the notation 

-09 consistently represents historical treatment, whether applied to literature, 

science, or art. These standard patterns make the system more intuitive and 

facilitate the application of consistent classification principles across different 

subject areas. Another notational technique is the use of precedence tables, 

which specify the order of preference when multiple classification options are 

available. These tables help resolve ambiguities and ensure consistent treatment 

of subjects that could potentially be classified in multiple locations. The 19th 

edition expanded and refined these precedence instructions, providing more 

detailed guidance for complex classification decisions. 

The DDC also employs mnemonic devices in its notation, where similar 

concepts receive similar notational treatment across different disciplines. For 

example, the notation 7 often represents education and research across different 

subject areas. These mnemonic elements make the system more intuitive and 

easier to remember, enhancing its usability for both catalogers and library users. 

The notation in the 19th edition balances specificity with brevity, aiming to 

create classification numbers that are detailed enough to distinguish between 

closely related subjects while remaining short enough to be practical. This 

balance is achieved through careful attention to notational hierarchy and 

economy. The system avoids unnecessary digits while providing sufficient 

detail for meaningful distinction between subjects. The decimal structure of the 

notation allows for infinite expansion, enabling the accommodation of new 

subjects and increasing specialization. This expandability has been a key factor 

in the DDC's longevity, allowing it to adapt to changing knowledge landscapes 

while maintaining its fundamental structure. The 19th edition exemplified this 
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adaptability, incorporating numerous new subjects within the established notational 

framework. The DDC's notational system represents a remarkable achievement in 

knowledge organization, creating a universal language for subject classification that 

has withstood the test of time. The 19th edition built upon this tradition, refining and 

expanding the notational framework to accommodate contemporary knowledge while 

maintaining the system's fundamental clarity and utility. 

Index Structure and Usage 

The Index to the 19th edition of the Dewey decimal classification system represents a 

crucial component of the classification apparatus, serving as a primary access point 

for locating subjects within the schedules. Comprising a significant portion of the 

third volume, the index provides a comprehensive alphabetical listing of subjects and 

concepts, mapping them to their corresponding classification numbers. This detailed 

index facilitates the classification process by offering multiple entry points to the 

system, accommodating different approaches to subject searching and identification. 

The structure of the index in the 19th edition follows a traditional alphabetical 

arrangement, with main entries and subentries organized to reflect both hierarchical 

and associative relationships between subjects. Main entries represent primary 

subjects or concepts, while subentries provide more specific aspects or applications of 

these subjects. This hierarchical arrangement within the index mirrors the hierarchical 

organization of the classification system itself, creating a coherent and consistent 

approach to subject access. For example, under the main entry "Education," one 

would find subentries for specific aspects such as "Education administration," 

"Education curriculum," and "Education finance," each with its corresponding 

classification number. This hierarchical arrangement allows users to navigate from 

general to specific topics within the index, mirroring the way they might browse the 

schedules themselves. The index employs various typographical conventions to 

enhance its usability and clarity. Main entries appear in bold type, while subentries 

are indented and presented in regular type. Cross-references are indicated through 

specific terms such as "see" and "see also," directing users to related or preferred 

terminology. These typographical distinctions facilitate rapid scanning and navigation 

of the index, enhancing its utility as a finding aid. 
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One of the key features of the DDC index is its provision of multiple access 

points to the same subject. A concept might be indexed under various 

synonyms or related terms, each directing the user to the same classification 

number. This approach accommodates different terminology preferences and 

search strategies, enhancing the system's accessibility for users with varying 

backgrounds and perspectives. For example, the concept of "artificial 

intelligence" might be indexed under that term as well as under "machine 

learning," "computational intelligence," and "AI," each directing to the same 

classification number. This multiplicity of access points increases the likelihood 

that users will locate their desired subjects regardless of the specific 

terminology they employ. The index also serves as a guide to preferred 

terminology within the DDC system. Through the use of cross-references, it 

directs users from variant or deprecated terminology to the preferred terms used 

in the schedules. For example, an entry for "motion pictures" might direct users 

to "see: Cinema," indicating the preferred terminology within the classification 

system. These terminological guidelines enhance consistency in classification 

decisions and help users navigate the system's vocabulary. Beyond its role as a 

finding aid, the index provides valuable context for classification decisions by 

indicating the disciplinary perspective or approach that determines a subject's 

classification. Many subjects can be viewed from multiple disciplinary 

perspectives, and the index helps clarify these distinctions by providing specific 

subentries for different approaches to the same subject. 

For example, the entry for "water" might include subentries for "water chemical 

properties" (classified in Chemistry), "water as natural resource" (classified in 

Environmental Science), and "water religious significance" (classified in 

Religion). These distinctions guide catalogers in determining the appropriate 

classification based on the specific approach or perspective of the work being 

classified. The 19th edition enhanced the index with more detailed subentries 

and cross-references, reflecting the increasing complexity of subject 

relationships and the growing need for precise guidance in classification 

decisions. The index was expanded to incorporate new terminology and 

concepts that had emerged since the previous edition, ensuring comprehensive 

coverage of contemporary subjects and approaches. The usage of the index 
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typically follows a specific process in practical cataloging. Catalogers begin by 

identifying the main subject or subjects of the work being classified, consulting the 

index to locate these subjects within the classification system. They then verify the 

appropriateness of the suggested classification by consulting the schedules, examining 

the scope notes and hierarchical context to ensure that the classification accurately 

reflects the work's content and approach. This interplay between index and schedules 

is essential to effective classification, with each component providing different types 

of information and guidance. The index offers quick access and terminological 

mapping, while the schedules provide hierarchical context and detailed scope 

information. Together, they form a comprehensive apparatus for subject analysis and 

classification. The index to the 19th edition reflects the balance between stability and 

innovation that characterizes the DDC as a whole. While maintaining its traditional 

alphabetical structure and fundamental approach to subject access, the index 

incorporated new terminology, relationships, and perspectives that reflected the 

evolving landscape of knowledge organization. This balance ensured that the index 

remained both familiar and relevant, serving as an effective bridge between users and 

the classification system. 

Practical Application and Usage 

The practical application of the Dewey decimal classification system, as presented in 

the 19th edition, involves a systematic process of subject analysis, number building, 

and collection organization. This process typically begins with a thorough 

examination of the work being classified, identifying its primary subject or subjects, 

disciplinary approach, and significant aspects such as geographic focus, historical 

period, or format. This initial analysis provides the foundation for subsequent 

classification decisions, guiding the cataloger through the complex structure of the 

DDC. Once the primary subject has been identified, the cataloger typically consults 

the index to locate potential classification numbers. The index serves as the initial 

entry point to the classification system, providing direct access to subjects without 

requiring navigation through the hierarchical structure of the schedules. After 

identifying potential classifications from the index, the cataloger then consults the 

schedules to verify the appropriateness of these classifications and to examine related 

options that might better represent the work's content. The schedules provide essential 
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context for classification decisions, including scope notes that clarify the 

boundaries of specific classifications, inclusion notes that specify topics 

covered, and exclusion notes that direct catalogers to alternative classifications 

for related topics. The hierarchical arrangement of the schedules also provides 

valuable context, situating specific classifications within broader subject 

categories and revealing their relationships to adjacent topics. For works with 

complex or multifaceted subjects, the cataloger engages in number building, 

combining elements from the schedules and tables according to the rules and 

instructions provided in the 19th edition. This process requires careful attention 

to the specific instructions for each classification area, as the rules for number 

building can vary depending on the subject and the tables involved. The manual 

included in the first volume of the 19th edition provides detailed guidance for 

these complex scenarios, offering examples and explanations for challenging 

classification situations. 

The practical application of the DDC also involves consideration of local needs 

and preferences. While the 19th edition provides a standardized framework for 

classification, libraries often adapt this framework to meet their specific 

requirements. These adaptations might include simplified classification for 

certain subject areas, expanded classification for subjects of local importance, 

or modifications to accommodate specific collection arrangements or user 

needs. For example, a public library might use simplified classification for 

fiction works, using only the base number 813 for American fiction rather than 

building complex numbers that include period, author, and form notations. 

Conversely, a specialized academic library might develop expanded 

classification for its core subject areas, utilizing the full range of number-

building options to create highly specific classifications that distinguish 

between closely related works. The implementation of the DDC in physical 

collections involves the creation of call numbers that combine the classification 

number with additional elements that facilitate shelf arrangement. These 

additional elements typically include a cutter number based on the author's 

name or the title of the work, creating a unique identifier for each item in the 

collection. The resulting call number serves both as a subject indicator and as a 

locational device, enabling systematic shelf arrangement according to subject 

Notes 

 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University



77  

relationships. The 19th edition of the DDC was implemented during a period of 

significant technological change in libraries, coinciding with the transition from card 

catalogs to online catalogs in many institutions. This technological context influenced 

the practical application of the system, with online catalogs offering new possibilities 

for subject access and retrieval. While the fundamental principles of DDC 

classification remained consistent in this new environment, the electronic context 

enhanced the system's utility by enabling keyword searching, browseability of 

classification hierarchies, and integration with other access points such as subject 

headings. The practical application of the DDC extends beyond traditional library 

collections to include digital resources, special collections, and various information 

formats. The 19th edition provided guidance for classifying these diverse materials, 

acknowledging the expanding scope of library collections and the need for consistent 

classification across different formats and access methods. This guidance helped 

libraries maintain coherent organization as their collections diversified beyond 

traditional print materials. The DDC's application in practice also involves ongoing 

maintenance and revision of classification decisions as knowledge evolves and new 

subjects emerge. Libraries using the 19th edition would periodically review and 

update classifications for rapidly changing fields such as computer science or social 

issues, ensuring that the organization of their collections remained relevant and 

useful. This ongoing maintenance reflects the dynamic nature of knowledge 

organization and the need for classification systems to adapt to changing intellectual 

landscapes. The practical value of the DDC lies in its ability to organize materials in a 

systematic arrangement that reveals subject relationships and facilitates both targeted 

searching and serendipitous discovery. By grouping related materials together and 

arranging them in a logical progression from general to specific, the system creates a 

physical or virtual browsing environment that supports various information-seeking 

behaviors. This systematic organization represents the culmination of the 

classification process, transforming theoretical knowledge organization into practical 

information access. 

Challenges and Criticisms of the 19th Edition 

Despite its widespread adoption and comprehensive structure, the 19th edition of the 

Dewey Decimal Classification system faced various challenges and criticisms that 
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reflected both inherent limitations of the system and changing perspectives on 

knowledge organization. These criticisms emerged from practical 

implementation experiences, theoretical analyses, and evolving societal values, 

highlighting tensions between tradition and innovation in classification practice. 

One persistent criticism concerned the system's disciplinary bias, particularly its 

emphasis on Western knowledge traditions and perspectives. The fundamental 

structure of the DDC, established in the late 19th century, reflects the 

knowledge organization paradigms of that era, with substantial space allocated 

to Western philosophy, Christianity, and European history and literature. The 

19th edition, while making some progress in expanding coverage of non-

Western subjects, still maintained this fundamental imbalance. For example, the 

200 class (Religion) devoted approximately 90 numbers to Christianity and only 

about 10 numbers to all other religions combined, creating classification 

challenges for libraries with substantial collections in non-Christian religious 

traditions. Related to this Western bias was the criticism that the DDC imposed 

a particular worldview through its hierarchical structure and subject 

relationships. By determining which subjects are subordinate to others and how 

knowledge domains relate, the classification system implicitly advances specific 

epistemological assumptions and values. Critics argued that these embedded 

perspectives could marginalize alternative knowledge systems and reinforce 

dominant cultural paradigms. The 19th edition, despite efforts to address some 

of these concerns, still reflected many of these structural biases. The DDC's 

decimal structure, while providing mathematical elegance and expandability, 

also created practical limitations that became increasingly apparent in the 19th 

edition. The constraint of ten divisions at each hierarchical level sometimes 

forced awkward groupings of subjects that lacked logical cohesion. For 

example, the need to fit all social sciences within the ten divisions of the 300 

class resulted in some disciplines receiving inadequate space for detailed 
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classification, while others were grouped together despite limited conceptual 

relationships. The rapid evolution of interdisciplinary fields presented another 

significant challenge for the 19th edition. The DDC's disciplinary approach, which 

classifies works primarily by field rather than subject, struggled to accommodate 

works that integrated multiple disciplinary perspectives or established new 

interdisciplinary domains. For example, works in emerging fields such as cognitive 

science, which combines elements of psychology, neuroscience, computer science, 

and philosophy, often lacked clear classification homes within the DDC structure. 

While the 19th 
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UNIT 6 STEPS IN CLASSIFICATION 

2.2 Steps in Classification using DDC 

The Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) system, a hierarchical and decimal-

based classification scheme, is widely used in libraries worldwide to organize 

and arrange their collections. Its effectiveness lies in its ability to provide a 

logical and consistent framework for classifying documents across diverse 

subject areas. The classification process using DDC involves a series of 

systematic steps, each crucial for assigning the most appropriate class number 

to a document.    The first step in DDC classification is to identify the subject of 

the document. This involves a thorough examination of the document's content, 

including the title, table of contents, preface, introduction, and any other 

relevant sections. The classifier must determine the primary focus of the 

document and distinguish it from any secondary or tangential topics. This step 

requires a strong understanding of the subject matter and the ability to analyze 

and interpret the document's content. For example, if a book is titled "The 

History of Quantum Physics," the classifier would identify the primary subject 

as quantum physics and the secondary subject as history. The second step is to 

determine the discipline or field of study to which the subject belongs. This step 

involves placing the subject within the broader context of academic disciplines. 

For instance, quantum physics falls under the discipline of physics, which in 

turn falls under the broader field of science. Identifying the discipline helps to 

narrow down the search for the appropriate class number within the DDC 

hierarchy. This step requires familiarity with the DDC's main classes and their 

subdivisions. 

The third step is to consult the DDC schedules and Relative Index. The DDC 

schedules provide a hierarchical arrangement of subjects, with each subject 

assigned a unique decimal number. The Relative Index provides an alphabetical 

list of subjects with their corresponding class numbers. The classifier uses these 

tools to locate the most specific class number that accurately represents the 

document's subject. This step involves navigating the DDC hierarchy, starting 

with the main classes and progressively moving to more specific subdivisions. 
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The classifier must carefully consider the scope notes and instructions provided in the 

schedules to ensure that the chosen class number is appropriate. For example, to 

classify "The History of Quantum Physics," the classifier would consult the 530s 

(Physics) section and then the 530.12 (Quantum physics) subdivision.    The fourth 

step is to apply standard subdivisions and area tables, if applicable. Standard 

subdivisions (Table 1) are used to add form, viewpoint, or other common aspects to a 

class number. Area tables (Table 2) are used to add geographic or historical 

information. These tables provide a standardized way to refine and enhance the class 

number, making it more specific and informative. For instance, to classify "The 

History of Quantum Physics in Germany," the classifier would add the geographic 

notation for Germany from Table 2 to the quantum physics class number. This step 

requires an understanding of the DDC tables and their application.    The fifth step is 

to verify and finalize the class number. Once the class number has been determined, 

the classifier must verify that it accurately represents the document's subject and that 

it is consistent with the DDC's rules and guidelines. This step involves checking the 

class number against the DDC schedules and Relative Index, as well as reviewing any 

relevant cataloging policies or procedures. The classifier must also consider the 

document's intended audience and the library's collection development policies. After 

verification, the class number is finalized and assigned to the document. 

The sixth step is to assign book numbers. Book numbers, also known as cutter 

numbers, are used to further differentiate documents within the same class number. 

These numbers are typically based on the author's last name or the document's title. 

Book numbers are assigned using a cutter table or other standardized method. This 

step ensures that documents are arranged in a logical and consistent order on the 

shelves.    The seventh step is to create a catalog record. The catalog record provides a 

detailed description of the document, including the author, title, publication 

information, subject headings, and class number. This record is entered into the 

library's online catalog, making the document discoverable to users. This step 

involves adhering to cataloging standards and guidelines, such as Resource 

Description and Access (RDA).    The eighth step is to label the document. The class 

number and book number are affixed to the document, typically on the spine, using a 

label or other appropriate method. This step ensures that the document can be easily 

identified and located on the shelves. The ninth step is to place the document on the 
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shelves. The document is placed on the shelves in its assigned location, based on the class 

number and book number. This step involves ensuring that the document is placed in the 

correct sequence and that the shelves are organized and accessible. The tenth step is to 

maintain and update the classification system. The DDC is regularly revised and updated to 

reflect changes in knowledge and terminology. Libraries must maintain and update their 

classification systems to ensure that they remain current and relevant. This step involves 

reviewing new editions of the DDC, updating catalog records, and reclassifying documents as 

needed.    

Example: 

Let's classify a book titled "Ecology of the Amazon Rainforest." 

1. Identify the subject: Ecology of the Amazon Rainforest. 

2. Determine the discipline: Ecology (Biology). 

3. Consult the DDC schedules: 577.34 (Tropical rainforest ecology).    

4. Apply area tables: 981 (Brazil) from Table 2.    

5. Combine numbers: 577.34981. 

6. Assign book number: Based on the author's last name (e.g., Smith). 

7. Create catalog record: Enter details into the library's catalog. 

8. Label the document: Affix the class and book numbers to the spine. 

9. Place on shelves: Arrange in the 577.34981 section. 

10. Maintain the system: Update as needed. 
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UNIT 7 CLASSIFICATION OF DOCUMENTS USING TABLE 1 & 

TABLE 2 

2.3 Classification of Documents using Table 1 & Table 2 

Table 1 of the Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) system, known as Standard 

Subdivisions, plays a crucial role in refining and enhancing class numbers. It 

provides a standardized way to add form, viewpoint, or other common aspects 

to a class number, making it more specific and informative. Standard 

subdivisions are applicable across various subject areas, allowing for consistent 

and efficient classification. Standard subdivisions are used to indicate the form 

of a document, such as a dictionary, encyclopedia, periodical, or essay. This 

helps users to quickly identify the type of material they are looking for. For 

example, a dictionary of biology would be classified in the 570s (Biology) with 

the standard subdivision -03 (Dictionaries and encyclopedias).  Standard 

subdivisions are also used to indicate the viewpoint or approach of a document, 

such as history, philosophy, or research. This helps users to find documents that 

approach a subject from a particular perspective. For example, a history of 

physics would be classified in the 530s (Physics) with the standard subdivision -

09 (Historical and geographical treatment). Standard subdivisions are further 

used to indicate the technique or method used in a document, such as a 

textbook, manual, or laboratory guide. This helps users to find documents that 

provide practical instruction or guidance. For example, a laboratory guide for 

chemistry experiments would be classified in the 540s (Chemistry) with the 

standard subdivision -028 (Laboratory techniques). 

The Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) system, a cornerstone of library 

organization, relies heavily on its Relative Index to facilitate efficient and 

accurate information retrieval. This index is not merely a list of terms; it's a 

dynamic tool designed to reflect the interconnectedness of knowledge, a 

"relative" guide that points to the various locations within the classification 

scheme where a concept might be found. Understanding the Relative Index 

requires a deep appreciation for its purpose, structure, and functionality, all of 

which contribute to its effectiveness as a navigational aid. At its core, the 
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Relative Index aims to address the inherent complexity of knowledge organization. 

Concepts are not always confined to a single discipline or subject area; they often 

intersect with multiple fields, leading to their representation in various parts of the 

DDC. For example, "cancer" might appear in the medical sciences (616.994), but it 

could also be relevant in areas like environmental studies (363.7384), where the focus 

is on environmental causes of cancer, or in social sciences (362.196994), when 

considering the societal impact of the disease. The Relative Index acknowledges this 

multifaceted nature of knowledge by providing numerous entry points for a single 

concept, directing users to all relevant classification numbers. The structure of the 

Relative Index is alphabetical, allowing for quick and easy access to terms. Each entry 

in the index typically consists of a term, followed by one or more DDC numbers, and 

sometimes with qualifiers or scope notes to further clarify the context of the term's 

application. The qualifiers are crucial as they help to differentiate between various 

aspects of a concept. For instance, the entry for "cancer" might include qualifiers like 

"environmental," "medical," or "social," each leading to a distinct DDC number. This 

precision ensures that users are directed to the most relevant part of the classification 

scheme, minimizing the risk of misinterpretation. 

The functionality of the Relative Index is deeply intertwined with the DDC's 

hierarchical structure. The DDC organizes knowledge into ten main classes, each 

further subdivided into divisions and sections. The index acts as a bridge between the 

user's search term and this hierarchical structure, guiding them from a specific concept 

to its broader context within the classification scheme. This functionality is 

particularly valuable for users who are unfamiliar with the DDC or who are 

researching interdisciplinary topics. One of the key advantages of the Relative Index 

is its ability to provide cross-references. These cross-references help users explore 

related concepts and discover alternative search terms. For example, the entry for 

"cancer" might include cross-references to related terms like "oncology," "tumors," or 

"carcinogens." These cross-references not only expand the scope of the search but also 

enhance the user's understanding of the subject matter. The Relative Index is also 

instrumental in addressing the issue of synonyms and variant spellings. It includes 

multiple entries for the same concept, using different terms or spellings, ensuring that 

users can find the information they need, regardless of the terminology they use. For 

example, the index might include entries for both "cancer" and "neoplasm," or for 
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both "pediatrics" and "paediatrics." The index is maintained and updated by the 

editors of the DDC, ensuring that it reflects the latest developments in 

knowledge and terminology. This continuous updating process is essential for 

maintaining the relevance and accuracy of the index. The editors consider 

various factors when updating the index, including changes in terminology, the 

emergence of new concepts, and feedback from users. The Relative Index is not 

merely a static list; it's a dynamic tool that adapts to the evolving landscape of 

knowledge. Its ability to provide multiple entry points, cross-references, and 

variant spellings makes it an indispensable resource for navigating the DDC. Its 

role in facilitating efficient and accurate information retrieval underscores its 

importance in library organization and user services. The index's utility extends 

beyond traditional library settings. It is also used in various other contexts, such 

as online databases, digital repositories, and knowledge management systems. 

Its adaptability and comprehensiveness make it a valuable tool for organizing 

and accessing information in a wide range of applications. The Relative Index is 

a critical component of the DDC, serving as a dynamic and comprehensive 

guide to the classification scheme. Its alphabetical structure, multiple entry 

points, cross-references, and variant spellings make it an indispensable tool for 

navigating the complexities of knowledge organization. Its continuous updating 

process ensures its relevance and accuracy, making it a valuable resource for 

libraries and information professionals worldwide.    
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UNIT 8 USE OF RELATIVE INDEX IN DDC 

2.4 Use of Relative Index in DDC 

To fully grasp the significance of the Relative Index, it's essential to examine its 

practical applications and illustrative examples. These examples will demonstrate how 

the index facilitates information retrieval and enhances the user's ability to navigate 

the DDC. Consider a user searching for information on "sustainable agriculture." 

Without the Relative Index, they might struggle to find the relevant classification 

numbers, as this topic intersects with various disciplines. Using the index, they would 

find multiple entries, such as "agriculture, sustainable" leading to 631.58, 

"environmental aspects of agriculture" leading to 333.761, and "social aspects of 

sustainable agriculture" leading to 307.1417. These entries provide a comprehensive 

overview of the topic, directing the user to all relevant parts of the DDC. Another 

example is the concept of "artificial intelligence." This topic appears in computer 

science (006.3), but it also intersects with philosophy (153.9), robotics (629.892), and 

even law (343.0999). The Relative Index provides multiple entry points, allowing 

users to explore the various dimensions of this complex topic. Let's examine a more 

specific example: "genetically modified crops." This topic might be relevant in 

agriculture (631.5233), biotechnology (660.65), and even ethics (174.966). The 

Relative Index provides entries for each of these aspects, ensuring that users can find 

the information they need, regardless of their specific area of interest. The index's 

utility is particularly evident when dealing with interdisciplinary topics. For instance, 

"climate change" intersects with environmental science (363.7387), economics 

(338.927), and social policy (363.73875). The Relative Index provides a 

comprehensive overview, directing users to all relevant classification numbers. The 

Relative Index also assists in finding information related to specific geographical 

areas. For example, "environmental issues in the Amazon rainforest" might be found 

under "environmental science" (363.738) with a geographical subdivision for South 

America (98), or under "ecology of the Amazon" (577.34).  

The index provides multiple entry points, ensuring that users can find the information 

they need, regardless of their search strategy. The index's ability to handle synonyms 

and variant spellings is another crucial aspect of its functionality. For example, a user 
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searching for "child psychology" might also find entries for "developmental 

psychology" or "pediatric psychology." This ensures that users can find the 

information they need, even if they are not familiar with the precise terminology 

used in the DDC. The index's role in addressing the issue of qualifiers is also 

noteworthy. For example, "water pollution" might have qualifiers like 

"industrial," "agricultural," or "urban," each leading to a distinct DDC number. 

This precision ensures that users are directed to the most relevant part of the 

classification scheme. The index's cross-references are also valuable for 

expanding the scope of a search. For example, the entry for "renewable energy" 

might include cross-references to related terms like "solar energy," "wind 

power," or "geothermal energy." These cross-references help users explore 

related concepts and discover alternative search terms. The index's continuous 

updating process is essential for maintaining its relevance and accuracy. For 

example, as new terms and concepts emerge in fields like nanotechnology or 

artificial intelligence, the index is updated to reflect these changes. The Relative 

Index is not limited to traditional library settings. It is also used in online 

databases and digital repositories. For example, many online databases use the 

DDC to classify their records, and the Relative Index is used to facilitate 

searching and browsing. These practical applications and illustrative examples 

demonstrate the versatility and effectiveness of the Relative Index. Its ability to 

provide multiple entry points, handle synonyms and variant spellings, address 

the issue of qualifiers, and provide cross-references makes it an indispensable 

tool for navigating the DDC. 

The Relative Index in the Digital Age: Challenges, Adaptations, and Future 

Directions  

The digital age has brought about significant changes in how information is 

accessed and organized, and the Relative Index is no exception. While it’s 

fundamental principles remain relevant, its application and functionality have 

evolved to meet the demands of digital environments.    One of the key 

challenges facing the Relative Index in the digital age is the sheer volume of 

information. The internet has made vast amounts of information available, and 

the index must be able to handle this volume while maintaining its accuracy and 
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relevance. This requires the editors of the DDC to continuously update the index, 

adding new terms and concepts as they emerge. 

Multiple Choice Questions (MCQs): 

1. Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) was developed by: 

a) Melvil Dewey 

b) S.R. Ranganathan 

c) Charles Cutter 

d) Paul Otlet 

2. The structure of DDC is based on: 

a) Decimal notation 

b) Facet analysis 

c) Alphabetical listing 

d) Random numbering 

3. Which of the following is NOT a main class in DDC? 

a) 000 – General Works 

b) 500 – Pure Science 

c) 800 – Business Management 

d) 900 – History and Geography 

4. What is the first step in DDC classification? 

a) Identifying the subject of the document 

b) Assigning notation 

c) Placing books on shelves 

d) Checking the author’s name 

5. Table 1 in DDC is used for: 

a) Standard subdivisions 

b) Geographic areas 

c) Languages 

d) None of the above 

6. Table 2 in DDC helps in: 

a) Classifying geographical areas 
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b) Assigning standard subdivisions 

c) Identifying authors 

d) None of the above 

7. The Relative Index in DDC is used to: 

a) Locate classification numbers for subjects 

b) Store books 

c) Arrange books in alphabetical order 

d) None of the above 

8. Which notation is used to divide subjects into decimal subcategories in 

DDC? 

a) Period (.) 

b) Colon (:) 

c) Hyphen (-) 

d) Semicolon (;) 

9. The 19th edition of DDC was published in: 

a) 1950 

b) 1979 

c) 1989 

d) 1995 

10. DDC is primarily used in: 

a) Public and school libraries 

b) Research institutes 

c) Archives 

d) None of the above 

Short Questions: 

1. Define Dewey decimal classification and explain its structure. 

2. What are the main features of the 19th edition of DDC? 

3. Explain the steps in classification using DDC. 

4. How is Table 1 used in DDC? 
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5. What is the role of Table 2 in DDC? 

6. How does the Relative Index help in DDC classification? 

7. Differentiate between DDC and CC. 

8. What are the advantages of DDC? 

9. Explain the importance of decimal notation in DDC. 

10. How is DDC useful in modern libraries? 

Long Questions: 

1. Discuss the structure and organization of Dewey Decimal Classification (19th Edition). 

2. Explain the steps in classifying documents using DDC. 

3. How are Table 1 and Table 2 used in DDC classification? 

4. Describe the use and significance of the Relative Index in DDC. 

5. Compare DDC and CC in terms of structure, application, and advantages. 
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MODULE 3 

ADVANCED CLASSIFICATION USING CC AND DDC 

Objectives: 

• To explore advanced classification techniques in Colon Classification (CC) 

and Dewey decimal classification (DDC). 

• To understand the use of common isolates, phase relations, and devices in CC. 

• To analyze the classification of documents with compound subjects in CC. 

• To examine DDC's classification of documents using Tables 1 to 7. 

 

UNIT 9 COLON CLASSIFICATION 

3.1 Colon Classification (CC) – Use of Common Isolates, Phase Relations, and 

Devices 

The Chhattisgarh Public Library Act serves as the foundational framework for the 

organization and governance of the state's public library system, ensuring access to 

knowledge and information for all citizens. The State Library Authority plays a 

crucial role in this system by formulating library policies and strategic plans that guide 

the development of libraries across the state. This authority is responsible for 

overseeing and coordinating the activities of local library bodies, ensuring that they 

function efficiently and in alignment with state guidelines. Additionally, the State 

Library Authority provides financial assistance to local libraries, helping them procure 

necessary resources, upgrade infrastructure, and enhance services. Technical guidance 

is also a significant function, as it ensures that libraries adopt modern cataloging, 

digitization, and information retrieval systems. Moreover, the establishment and 

maintenance of the State Central Library and other significant state-level libraries fall 

under its jurisdiction, ensuring a robust repository of knowledge. Research and 

development in library science are also promoted under this act, encouraging the 

adoption of innovative library practices and technologies. Furthermore, the authority 

organizes training programs for library staff to enhance their skills and keep them 

updated with advancements in library management. For example, under this Act, the 
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Chhattisgarh State Library Authority initiated a digital literacy program, training 

library staff on e-learning platforms and digital cataloging systems, significantly 

improving accessibility to information for students and researchers. At the local level, 

the Local Library Authorities bear the responsibility of establishing and managing 

public libraries within their respective jurisdictions.  

They oversee the acquisition and organization of library materials, ensuring that 

collections remain relevant, diverse, and accessible to the public. Beyond book 

collections, these authorities are instrumental in providing essential library services, 

including reading rooms, lending services, and reference assistance. Another key 

aspect of their function is the organization of cultural and educational programs, 

which foster community engagement and promote reading habits among different 

demographics. Managing library funds effectively is also a primary duty, as these 

authorities must allocate financial resources to maintain infrastructure, procure new 

materials, and enhance service offerings. Additionally, local library authorities are 

required to submit periodic reports and returns to the State Library Authority, 

ensuring transparency and accountability in their operations. An exemplary case of 

local library management under this Act is the Raipur Public Library, which 

implemented an inclusive community outreach program that facilitated mobile library 

services for rural areas, thereby expanding access to educational resources for 

underserved populations. 

The Chhattisgarh Public Library Act further defines the legal and administrative 

powers granted to these library authorities to ensure effective library governance. 

These authorities are empowered to acquire property for library expansion, enter into 

contracts for services and procurements, and raise funds through various channels 

such as government grants, donations, and membership fees. By outlining these 

powers explicitly, the Act ensures that library authorities have the legal backing to 

operate autonomously while remaining accountable to the public and government 

oversight bodies.  

This structure enables libraries to continuously evolve and adapt to changing 

information needs, ensuring long-term sustainability and growth. For instance, the 

Bilaspur District Library leveraged its legal provisions under this Act to secure 
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government funding for an extensive library renovation project, which included the addition 

of a digital library section and improved accessibility features for differently-abled 

individuals. Through such initiatives, the Act plays a pivotal role in shaping a dynamic, 

inclusive, and well-managed public library system in Chhattisgarh. 
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UNIT 10 CLASSIFICATION OF DOCUMENTS WITH COMPOUND 

SUBJECTS 

3.2 Classification of Documents with Compound Subjects in CC 

Colon Classification (CC), devised by Dr. S.R. Ranganathan, is a profoundly 

analytical and synthetic classification system, designed to accommodate the 

intricate and evolving nature of knowledge. At its core, CC addresses the 

classification of compound subjects those comprising multiple facets or 

components through a systematic and logical framework. The system's strength 

lies in its ability to break down complex subjects into their fundamental 

constituent ideas and then synthesize them into a meaningful classification 

notation. This process is governed by a set of fundamental categories, 

principles, and devices, ensuring consistency and precision in subject 

representation. The foundation of CC rests on the concept of five fundamental 

categories (PMEST): Personality, Matter, Energy, Space, and Time. These 

categories represent the most basic facets of any subject and provide a 

consistent framework for analyzing and classifying compound subjects. 

Personality (P) is the most distinctive and individualizing characteristic of a 

subject, often representing the main focus or entity. Matter (M) refers to the 

material or property aspect of a subject. Energy (E) denotes the action, process, 

or problem related to the subject. Space (S) represents the geographical or 

spatial location, and Time (T) signifies the chronological or temporal aspect. 

These categories are not mutually exclusive and can be combined in various 

permutations to represent the complexity of a subject.    The classification 

process in CC involves identifying the constituent ideas of a compound subject 

and assigning them to the appropriate fundamental categories. Once the 

categories are identified, the ideas are further analyzed using various facets and 

sub-facets to provide a more granular representation. This analytical process is 

guided by a set of principles, including the Wall-picture principle, the Whole-

organ principle, and the Cow-calf principle. The Wall-picture principle suggests 

that when analyzing a subject, the most concrete or specific aspect should be 

considered first, as it forms the background or "wall" against which other 

aspects are viewed. The Whole-organ principle emphasizes that when dealing 
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with a subject related to an organism or a whole entity, the parts or sub-facets should 

be considered in relation to the whole. The Cow-calf principle guides the arrangement 

of related subjects, suggesting that the more general or parent subject should precede 

the more specific or child subject. These principles ensure a logical and hierarchical 

arrangement of facets, reflecting the relationships between different aspects of the 

subject.    

The synthetic aspect of CC is facilitated by the use of various devices, including the 

phase relation device, the intra-facet device, and the inter-subject device. The phase 

relation device is used to connect two or more subjects that are related but not directly 

part of the same compound subject. For instance, in a document discussing the 

relationship between "Library Management" and "Information Technology," the phase 

relation device would be used to connect these two distinct subjects. The intra-facet 

device is used to further subdivide a facet into more specific sub-facets. For example, 

within the "Energy" facet, the intra-facet device could be used to differentiate between 

"Diagnosis," "Treatment," and "Prevention" in a medical subject. The inter-subject 

device is used to connect two or more subjects that are closely related and form a 

compound subject. For example, in a document discussing "Heart Diseases" and 

"Diabetes," the inter-subject device would be used to combine these two subjects into 

a compound subject representing "Heart Diseases in Diabetic Patients."    The notation 

system in CC is highly expressive, using a combination of Arabic numerals, Roman 

alphabets, and punctuation marks to represent the different facets and categories. The 

colon (:) is used as a connecting symbol, linking the different facets and sub-facets to 

form a compound subject notation. The use of connecting symbols and various 

devices allows for the creation of precise and unambiguous notations, reflecting the 

complexity of the subject. For example, a document discussing "Treatment of Heart 

Diseases in Diabetic Patients" might be classified using a notation that combines 

facets from "Medicine," "Heart Diseases," "Diabetes," and "Treatment," linked 

together using the colon and other appropriate devices.    Furthermore, CC 

incorporates a set of common isolates, which are standard facets that can be used 

across different main classes. These common isolates include common isolates of 

time, common isolates of space, and common isolates of language. The use of 

common isolates ensures consistency and uniformity in the representation of these 

recurring facets across different subjects. For instance, a document discussing 
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"History of Libraries in India" would use the common isolate of time to 

represent "History" and the common isolate of space to represent "India," 

regardless of the specific main class to which the document belongs.    

CC also addresses the dynamic nature of knowledge by incorporating a set of 

devices for accommodating new subjects and facets. These devices include the 

subject device, the classic device, and the geographical device. The subject 

device is used to create new main classes or sub-classes to accommodate 

emerging subjects. The classic device is used to represent subjects related to 

classical or ancient texts. The geographical device is used to represent subjects 

related to specific geographical locations. These devices ensure that CC 

remains flexible and adaptable, capable of accommodating the ever-expanding 

universe of knowledge.    The classification of compound subjects in CC is a 

systematic and logical process, guided by the principles of PMEST, various 

fundamental principles, and a range of synthetic devices. The notation system is 

highly expressive, allowing for the precise and unambiguous representation of 

complex subjects. The incorporation of common isolates and devices for 

accommodating new subjects ensures that CC remains a robust and adaptable 

classification system, capable of addressing the challenges of modern 

information organization. The practical application of PMEST and synthetic 

devices in Colon Classification (CC) is crucial for accurately and effectively 

classifying complex subjects. Each fundamental category Personality (P), 

Matter (M), Energy (E), Space (S), and Time (T) plays a distinct role in 

dissecting and representing the various facets of a compound subject. The 

process begins with identifying the core entity or focus of the subject, which is 

typically assigned to the Personality (P) category. This category often 

represents the main topic or entity being discussed. For instance, in a document 

discussing "Library Buildings," "Library Buildings" would be the Personality 

(P) facet.    

Once the Personality (P) facet is identified, the next step involves analyzing the 

material or property aspects of the subject, which are assigned to the Matter 

(M) category. This category represents the substance, material, or property 

associated with the Personality (P) facet. For example, in a document 
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discussing "Steel Structures of Library Buildings," "Steel Structures" would be the 

Matter (M) facet. The Energy (E) category represents the action, process, or problem 

associated with the subject. This category is used to represent the activities, 

operations, or challenges related to the Personality (P) and Matter (M) facets. For 

instance, in a document discussing "Maintenance of Steel Structures in Library 

Buildings," "Maintenance" would be the Energy (E) facet.    The Space (S) category 

represents the geographical or spatial location associated with the subject. This 

category is used to represent the place or location where the subject is being discussed 

or applied. For example, in a document discussing "Maintenance of Steel Structures 

in Library Buildings in India," "India" would be the Space (S) facet. The Time (T) 

category represents the chronological or temporal aspect of the subject. This category 

is used to represent the period or time frame associated with the subject. For instance, 

in a document discussing "Maintenance of Steel Structures in Library Buildings in 

India during the 21st Century," "21st Century" would be the Time (T) facet. The 

synthetic devices in CC play a crucial role in connecting and combining these facets 

to form a compound subject notation. The phase relation device is used to connect 

two or more subjects that are related but not directly part of the same compound 

subject. For example, in a document discussing the relationship between "Library 

Classification" and "Information Retrieval," the phase relation device would be used 

to connect these two distinct subjects. The intra-facet device is used to further 

subdivide a facet into more specific sub-facets. For example, within the "Energy" 

facet, the intra-facet device could be used to differentiate between "Planning," 

"Implementation," and "Evaluation" in a project management subject.    The inter-

subject device is used to connect two or more subjects that are closely related and 

form a compound subject. For example, in a document discussing "Cardiovascular 

Diseases" and "Hypertension," the inter-subject device would be used to combine 

these two subjects into a compound subject representing "Cardiovascular Diseases in 
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Hypertensive Patients." The use of these synthetic devices allows for the 

creation of precise and nuanced notations, reflecting the complexity of the 

subject. The notation system in CC is highly expressive, using a combination 

of Arabic numerals, Roman alphabets, and punctuation marks to represent the 

different facets and categories. The colon (:) is used as a connecting symbol, 

linking the different facets and sub-facets to form a compound subject notation. 

The use of connecting symbols and various devices allows for the creation of 

precise and unambiguous notations, reflecting the complexity of the subject. 

For example, a document discussing "Planning the Implementation of Digital 

Libraries in India during the 21st Century" might be classified using a notation 

that combines facets from "Library Science," "Digital Libraries," "Planning," 

"Implementation," "India," and "21st Century," linked together using the colon 

and other appropriate devices. The application of common isolates further 

enhances the consistency and uniformity of classification. Common isolates of 

time, space, and language are used. 
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UNIT 11 DEWEY DECIMAL CLASSIFICATION 

3.3 Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) – Classification of Documents Using 

Tables 1 to 7 

The Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) system is a universal library classification 

system that organizes knowledge into a hierarchical structure. It consists of ten main 

classes, each further divided into divisions and sections to provide detailed 

categorization. The system relies on Tables 1 to 7 to refine classifications, allowing 

for specificity in subject matter. These tables include standard subdivisions (Table 1), 

geographical areas (Table 2), chronological periods (Table 3), and other modifiers that 

enhance classification accuracy. The DDC is widely used in libraries worldwide due 

to its systematic and scalable approach to information organization. One example of 

DDC classification using Table 1 is a book on medical ethics. The primary 

classification for medicine in DDC is 610, and ethics is represented by the standard 

subdivision .1. Thus, a book on medical ethics would be classified as 610.1, where the 

standard subdivision refines the classification to reflect the ethical aspects of medical 

practice. Table 2 of the DDC is used to classify works based on geographic location. 

For instance, a book about the history of India would use the history classification 

(954) combined with Table 2 notation for India (54). The resulting classification 

would be 954.54, specifying Indian historical content. This method allows for the 

precise categorization of materials based on their regional relevance. Table 3 in DDC 

provides chronological and literary form distinctions. For example, a book on 19th-

century English poetry is classified under English literature (821) with the Table 3 

notation for the 19th century (-8). The final classification, 821.8, denotes poetry from 

that specific time period. This hierarchical structure ensures that literary and historical 

subjects are easily distinguishable within library systems. 

 

 

 

 

Notes 

 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University



100  

Multiple Choice Questions (MCQs): 

1. Common isolates in CC refer to: 

a) General aspects that apply to multiple subjects 

b) Specific subject classifications 

c) Only books in social sciences 

d) None of the above 

2. Phase relations in CC help in: 

a) Combining two or more subjects logically 

b) Classifying only primary subjects 

c) Avoiding complex subjects 

d) None of the above 

3. Which symbol is used for phase relations in CC notation? 

a) Colon (:) 

b) Plus sign (+) 

c) Hyphen (-) 

d) Semicolon (;) 

4. Devices in CC are used for: 

a) Representing different aspects of a subject 

b) Removing classifications 

c) Arranging books alphabetically 

d) None of the above 

5. Classification of compound subjects in CC involves: 

a) Applying facet analysis and phase relations 

b) Assigning a single notation 

c) Ignoring auxiliary tables 

d) None of the above 

6. Table 3 in DDC is primarily used for: 

a) Languages 

b) Geographic areas 

c) Standard subdivisions 

d) None of the above 
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7. Table 5 in DDC represents: 

a) Ethnic groups and nationalities 

b) Standard subdivisions 

c) Periods of history 

d) None of the above 

8. The primary function of Table 6 in DDC is to classify: 

a) Languages 

b) Literature 

c) History 

d) None of the above 

9. What is the significance of Table 7 in DDC? 

a) It represents special auxiliary tables 

b) It replaces other classification tables 

c) It is used only for fiction books 

d) None of the above 

10. In CC, a special isolate is used to: 

a) Provide unique classification for a specific subject 

b) Represent common characteristics of all subjects 

c) Replace general classifications 

d) None of the above 

Short Questions: 

1. What are common isolates in CC, and how are they used? 

2. Explain the concept of phase relations in CC. 

3. How do devices help in classification using CC? 

4. What are the steps for classifying compound subjects in CC? 

5. Describe the importance of Tables 1–7 in DDC. 

6. What does Table 3 in DDC represent? 

7. How are geographic areas classified using Table 2 in DDC? 
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8. What is the role of Table 5 in classifying ethnic groups? 

9. Explain the use of Table 6 for language classification. 

10. Why is Table 7 considering a special auxiliary table in DDC? 

Long Questions: 

1. Explain the use of common isolates, phase relations, and devices in CC. 

2. Describe the classification of documents with compound subjects using CC. 

3. Discuss the use of Tables 1 to 7 in DDC classification. 

4. Compare the classification of compound subjects in CC and DDC. 

5. How do auxiliary tables in DDC help in detailed classification? 
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MODULE 4 

COMPARATIVE STUDY OF DDC AND CC 

Objectives: 

• To compare Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) and Colon 

Classification (CC). 

• To analyze their differences in structure, notation, and classification 

approach. 

• To understand their advantages, disadvantages, and applications in 

different types of libraries. 

4.1 Comparison of DDC and CC in Terms of Structure and Notation 

They provide a structured framework for arranging materials, enabling users to 

locate items efficiently and discover related resources. At their core, these 

systems translate the intellectual content of a document into a standardized 

notation, creating a systematic order within a library's collection. The need for 

such systems arose from the exponential growth of recorded knowledge, 

necessitating a method to manage and retrieve information effectively. 

Throughout history, various classification schemes have been developed, each 

with its own unique approach and characteristics. These systems can be broadly 

categorized as enumerative, hierarchical, or faceted. Enumerative systems, like 

the early versions of DDC, list all possible subjects explicitly, which can 

become cumbersome as knowledge expands. Hierarchical systems, such as later 

editions of DDC, arrange subjects in a top-down structure, moving from broad 

to specific topics. Faceted systems, like CC, break down subjects into 

fundamental categories and then synthesize them to create classification 

notations.    Among the most widely used classification systems is the Dewey 

Decimal Classification (DDC), created by Melvil Dewey in 1876. DDC is a 

hierarchical system that organizes knowledge into ten main classes, each 

represented by a three-digit number. These main classes are: 000 Computer 

science, information, and general works; 100 Philosophy and psychology; 200 

Religion; 300 Social sciences; 400 Language; 500 Pure science; 600 

Technology; 700 Arts and recreation; 800 Literature; and 900 History and 
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geography. Each main class is further divided into ten divisions, and each division 

into ten sections, creating a hierarchical structure that allows for increasingly specific 

subject representation. For example, the 500 class (Pure science) is divided into 510 

(Mathematics), 520 (Astronomy), 530 (Physics), and so on.    

DDC employs a decimal notation system, allowing for the addition of further 

subdivisions using decimal points. This feature enables the system to accommodate 

new subjects and maintain a logical order within the classification scheme. For 

example, 530 (Physics) can be further divided into 531 (Classical mechanics), 532 

(Fluid mechanics), and so on. The use of relative index and schedules contributes to 

DDC's user-friendliness, as they assist in locating specific subjects and understanding 

the relationships between different topics. The relative index provides an alphabetical 

listing of subjects with their corresponding DDC numbers, while the schedules 

provide a detailed outline of the classification scheme.    DDC's popularity stems from 

its simplicity, comprehensiveness, and widespread adoption. It has been translated 

into numerous languages and is used by libraries in over 135 countries. Its regular 

revisions and updates ensure that it remains relevant and adaptable to the ever-

evolving landscape of knowledge. The online version, Web Dewey, provides 

enhanced search capabilities and access to up-to-date classification data. DDC's 

hierarchical structure makes it particularly suitable for general libraries and public 

libraries, where a broad overview of subjects is essential. However, its enumerative 

aspects can sometimes lead to lengthy notations for complex subjects, and its 

Western-centric bias has been a subject of criticism. Despite these limitations, DDC 

remains a vital tool for organizing information, facilitating access to knowledge, and 

promoting literacy worldwide.    

Introduction to Colon Classification (CC) and the Comparative Importance of 

DDC and CC in Organizing Information  

In contrast to DDC's hierarchical approach, Colon Classification (CC), developed by 

Dr. S.R. Ranganathan, is a faceted classification system that emphasizes the analysis 

and synthesis of subjects. CC breaks down subjects into fundamental categories and 

then combines these categories to create classification notations. This approach allows 

for a more flexible and expressive representation of complex subjects, making it 
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particularly suitable for specialized libraries and research institutions. The 

foundational principle of CC is the concept of five fundamental categories 

(PMEST): Personality, Matter, Energy, Space, and Time. Personality (P) 

represents the core entity or focus of the subject, Matter (M) represents the 

material or property aspects, Energy (E) represent the actions or processes, 

Space (S) represents the geographical location, and Time (T) represents the 

chronological period.    CC uses a combination of Arabic numerals, Roman 

alphabets, and punctuation marks to represent the different facets and 

categories. The colon (:) is used as a connecting symbol, linking the different 

facets and sub-facets to form a compound subject notation. This synthetic 

approach enables CC to create precise and nuanced notations that reflect the 

complexity of subjects. For example, a document on "Treatment of Heart 

Diseases in Diabetic Patients in India in " would be analyzed into its constituent 

facets and then synthesized into a notation using the appropriate symbols and 

devices. CC also incorporates a set of common isolates, which are standard 

facets that can be used across different main classes. This ensures consistency 

and uniformity in the representation of recurring facets. The system's dynamic 

nature allows for the incorporation of new subjects and facets, ensuring its 

adaptability to the ever-expanding universe of knowledge.    

The importance of both DDC and CC in organizing information cannot be 

overstated. DDC's widespread adoption and user-friendly structure make it an 

essential tool for general and public libraries, providing broad access to a wide 

range of subjects. Its hierarchical structure and decimal notation system 

contribute to its simplicity and ease of use. CC, on the other hand, offers a more 

analytical and synthetic approach, making it particularly valuable for 

specialized libraries and research institutions. Its faceted structure and synthetic 

devices enable it to represent complex subjects with greater precision and 

flexibility. The choice between DDC and CC depends on the specific needs and 

characteristics of the library. DDC's simplicity and widespread adoption make it 

a practical choice for libraries that require a broad overview of subjects and a 

user-friendly classification system. CC's analytical and synthetic capabilities 

make it suitable for libraries that require a more detailed and nuanced 

representation of complex subjects. Both systems play a crucial role in 
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organizing information, facilitating access to knowledge, and promoting literacy. 

They contribute to the efficiency and effectiveness of libraries, ensuring that users can 

locate and retrieve information resources quickly and easily. In an increasingly digital 

world, these classification systems also play a vital role in organizing and providing 

access to digital resources, ensuring that information remains accessible and 

discoverable. The continued development and refinement of these systems are 

essential for meeting the evolving needs of libraries and their users, ensuring that 

information remains organized and accessible for generations to come.    

Fundamental Structure of DDC 

The Hierarchical Decimal-Based System and its Ten Main Classes  

The Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) stands as a cornerstone of library 

organization, renowned for its logical and hierarchical structure. At its heart lies a 

decimal-based system, which allows for the infinite subdivision of knowledge, 

ensuring that even the most specialized subjects can find a place within its framework. 

This system's elegance stems from its ability to represent the broad spectrum of 

human knowledge through a numerical code, making it universally applicable and 

easily comprehensible. The hierarchical aspect of DDC is fundamental to its 

effectiveness. It begins with ten main classes, each representing a broad area of 

knowledge, and then progressively divides these classes into more specific divisions 

and sections. This layered approach allows for a granular organization of information, 

enabling libraries to arrange their collections with precision and clarity. Each main 

class is assigned a three-digit number, with the first digit indicating the broadest 

category. For instance, the 000 class encompasses Computer science, information, and 

general works, while the 100 class covers Philosophy and psychology. These main 

classes are not arbitrary; they reflect a systematic breakdown of knowledge, ensuring 

that related subjects are grouped together, facilitating browsing and discovery. The ten 

main classes are: 000 Computer science, information, and general works; 100 

Philosophy and psychology; 200 Religion; 300 Social sciences; 400 Language; 500 

Pure science; 600 Technology; 700 Arts and recreation; 800 Literature; and 900 

History and geography. This foundational structure provides a clear roadmap for 

organizing diverse collections, from small community libraries to vast academic 
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repositories. Within each main class, further divisions and sections are created 

by adding decimal points and additional digits. This process allows for an 

almost limitless expansion of the classification system, accommodating new and 

emerging subjects. For example, within the 500 class (Pure science), 510 

represents Mathematics, 520 Astronomy, and 530 Physics. This progressive 

subdivision ensures that even highly specialized topics can be classified 

accurately. The use of numbers to represent subjects is a key feature of DDC, 

providing a universal language that transcends linguistic barriers. This 

numerical code allows for the consistent organization of collections across 

different libraries and countries, facilitating resource sharing and 

interoperability. The decimal system also allows for easy expansion, as new 

subjects can be added by extending the decimal notation. This adaptability is 

crucial in a world where knowledge is constantly evolving. The DDC's 

hierarchical and decimal-based structure is not only practical but also 

intellectually satisfying. It provides a logical framework for understanding the 

relationships between different subjects, fostering a deeper appreciation for the 

interconnectedness of knowledge. This system is designed to be user-friendly, 

allowing patrons to easily locate materials by following the numerical sequence. 

In essence, the DDC's fundamental structure is a testament to its enduring 

relevance and its ability to adapt to the changing landscape of information 

organization.    

Divisions, Sections, and the Use of Numbers to Represent Subjects  

This tiered structure ensures that libraries can achieve a high degree of precision 

in classifying their collections, making it easier for patrons to find the resources 

they need. The divisions within each main class are created by adding a second 

digit to the three-digit base number. For instance, within the 300 class (Social 

sciences), 310 represent General statistics, 320 Political science, and 330 

Economics. These divisions provide a more focused categorization of subjects, 

breaking down the broad main classes into more manageable segments. The 

sections, in turn, are created by adding a third digit, providing an even greater 

level of specificity. For example, within the 330 class (Economics), 331 

represents Labor economics, 332 Financial economics, and 333 Land 
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economics. This granular approach allows libraries to classify highly specialized 

materials with accuracy, ensuring that patrons can locate resources on niche topics. 

The use of numbers to represent subjects is a hallmark of DDC, providing a consistent 

and universal language for library organization. This numerical code allows for 

seamless interoperability between libraries, facilitating resource sharing and 

collaboration. The decimal point, introduced after the third digit, allows for further 

subdivision of sections, enabling the classification of even the most detailed topics. 

For example, within the 331 class (Labor economics), 331.1 represents Labor force, 

331.2 Wages and compensation, and 331.3 working conditions. This decimal notation 

can be extended indefinitely, allowing for the addition of new subjects and subtopics 

as knowledge evolves. The numerical representation of subjects also simplifies the 

process of shelf arrangement. Libraries can arrange their collections in numerical 

order, making it easy for patrons to browse and locate materials. The numerical 

sequence provides a clear and intuitive pathway through the collection, guiding 

patrons to the specific areas they are interested in. The use of numbers also facilitates 

the creation of library catalogs and online databases. Patrons can search for materials 

using the DDC numbers, ensuring that they retrieve relevant results. The numerical 

code provides a standardized way to represent subjects, making it easier for 

computers to process and retrieve information. The DDC's numerical system is not 

only practical but also adaptable. It allows for the integration of new subjects and the 

expansion of existing ones, ensuring that the classification system remains relevant in 

a constantly changing information landscape. The continuous revisions and updates to 

the DDC reflect its commitment to staying current with the latest developments in 

knowledge. In essence, the divisions, sections, and numerical representations within 

the DDC create a robust and flexible framework for organizing library collections, 

ensuring that information is accessible and discoverable for all users.    

The Facet-Based Classification Approach and Division into Main Classes and 

Facets  

Colon Classification (CC), pioneered by Dr. S.R. Ranganathan, stands as a testament 

to the power of analytical and synthetic classification. At its heart lies a facet-based 

approach, a radical departure from traditional enumerative systems.  This approach 

recognizes that subjects are not monolithic entities but rather complex constructs 
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composed of multiple interrelated facets. These facets, when combined, create 

the unique identity of a subject. The facet-based approach allows for the 

systematic dissection of a subject into its fundamental components, enabling a 

more granular and nuanced representation. This analytical process is grounded 

in the five fundamental categories, PMEST (Personality, Matter, Energy, Space, 

and Time), which serve as the bedrock for identifying and organizing 

facets. The division of CC into main classes and facets is a hierarchical and 

logical progression, designed to reflect the structure of knowledge itself. Main 

classes, such as Library Science, Mathematics, Physics, and Medicine, represent 

broad domains of knowledge. These main classes serve as the starting point for 

classification, providing the initial context for analyzing a subject. Within each 

main class, facets are identified based on the PMEST categories, further 

breaking down the subject into its constituent ideas. For example, in the main 

class "Medicine," the Personality facet might represent the specific organ or 

system, the Matter facet the material or disease, the Energy facet the treatment 

or diagnosis, the Space facet the location of the treatment, and the Time facet 

the period of study. This hierarchical structure ensures that related subjects are 

grouped together, while also allowing for the precise representation of complex 

interrelationships. The process of facet analysis involves identifying the core 

theme of the subject, which is typically assigned to the Personality facet. This 

facet represents the unique identifier of the subject and often serves as the focal 

point for subsequent analysis. Once the Personality facet is established, the 

remaining facets are identified based on their relevance to the subject. The 

Matter facet captures the material or property aspects, the Energy facet the 

actions or processes, the Space facet the location, and the Time facet the 

temporal context. This systematic approach ensures that all relevant aspects of 

the subject are considered, leading to a comprehensive and accurate 

classification.    

The strength of the facet-based approach lies in its flexibility and adaptability. 

Unlike enumerative systems, which pre-coordinate all possible subjects, CC 

allows for the synthesis of new subjects by combining existing facets. This 

synthetic capability is crucial in accommodating the ever-expanding universe of 

knowledge, where new subjects emerge at an accelerating pace. For example, if 
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a new disease is discovered, CC can easily incorporate it by adding a new facet within 

the appropriate main class, without requiring a complete overhaul of the classification 

system. Furthermore, the facet-based approach facilitates the organization of 

knowledge in a user-centric manner. By breaking down subjects into their 

fundamental components, CC allows users to navigate the classification system more 

intuitively, finding relevant information based on their specific needs. This user-

friendly structure enhances the discoverability of information, promoting efficient 

retrieval and utilization. The division into main classes and facets also supports the 

creation of subject-specific indexes and bibliographies, further enhancing access to 

information. In essence, the facet-based approach and the division into main classes 

and facets provide a robust and adaptable framework for organizing and accessing 

knowledge, making CC a powerful tool for information management. 

The Use of a Mixed Notation System and Its Implications  

A distinctive feature of Colon Classification (CC) is its use of a mixed notation 

system, a departure from the pure notation systems employed by many other 

classification schemes. This mixed notation system combines Arabic numerals, 

Roman alphabets (both uppercase and lowercase), and punctuation marks, notably the 

colon (:), to create a highly expressive and flexible notational language. This system is 

designed to accommodate the complexities of facet analysis and synthesis, allowing 

for the precise representation of compound subjects. The use of Arabic numerals 

provides a basic sequence for representing main classes and isolates. Roman alphabets 

both uppercase and lowercase, are used to represent different categories and 

subcategories, adding another layer of differentiation. Punctuation marks, particularly 

the colon (:), serve as connecting symbols, linking the various facets and sub-facets to 

form a compound subject notation. The colon, in particular, is a pivotal element, 

symbolizing the connection between different facets and maintaining the hierarchical 

structure of the classification. This mixed notation system enables the creation of 

highly specific and unambiguous notations, reflecting the intricate relationships 

between different aspects of a subject.  The implications of using a mixed notation 

system are manifold. Firstly, it enhances the expressiveness of the classification 

scheme, allowing for the representation of complex subjects with a high degree of 

precision. This is particularly important in scientific and technical fields, where 
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subjects often involve multiple facets and intricate interrelationships. Secondly, 

the mixed notation system supports the synthetic nature of CC, facilitating the 

combination of facets to create new subject notations. This flexibility is crucial 

for accommodating the dynamic and evolving nature of knowledge, where new 

subjects and concepts emerge continuously.    Thirdly, the mixed notation 

system contributes to the mnemonic quality of CC, making it easier for users to 

remember and navigate the classification system. The use of different symbols 

and punctuation marks provides visual cues that aid in the identification and 

interpretation of subject notations. This mnemonic quality enhances the usability 

of CC, promoting efficient information retrieval. Fourthly, the mixed notation 

system allows for the creation of shorter and more concise notations, reducing 

the length of call numbers and improving the efficiency of shelf arrangement 

and retrieval. This is particularly advantageous in large libraries with extensive 

collections, where space optimization is crucial. 

However, the mixed notation system also presents certain challenges. The 

complexity of the notational language can make CC more difficult to learn and 

apply, particularly for novice users. The use of multiple symbols and 

punctuation marks requires a thorough understanding of the classification 

system, which can be time-consuming to acquire. Additionally, the mixed 

notation system can be more prone to errors, as the incorrect use of a symbol or 

punctuation mark can alter the meaning of a subject notation. Despite these 

challenges, the advantages of the mixed notation system outweigh the 

disadvantages, particularly in specialized libraries and research institutions 

where precision and expressiveness are paramount. The ability to represent 

complex subjects with a high degree of accuracy and flexibility makes CC a 

valuable tool for information management. The mnemonic quality and 

conciseness of the notations further enhance the usability and efficiency of the 

classification system. In conclusion, the use of a mixed notation system is an 

integral part of the fundamental structure of CC, contributing to its power and 

versatility as a classification scheme. 

 

Notes 

 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University



112  

The Purely Numeric Foundation and Hierarchical Decimal Structure of DDC 

Notation  

Unlike systems that incorporate alphabetic or alphanumeric characters, the DDC relies 

solely on Arabic numerals to represent the vast spectrum of human knowledge. This 

purely numeric approach offers several advantages, primarily in terms of universality 

and ease of manipulation. Numbers are readily understood and processed across 

languages and cultures, reducing the potential for misinterpretation or ambiguity. This 

universality facilitates the international application of the DDC, making it a valuable 

tool for organizing library collections worldwide. The foundation of the DDC notation 

is built upon three-digit base numbers, representing the ten main classes of 

knowledge. These main classes, ranging from 000 to 900, cover broad subject areas 

such as Computer Science, Philosophy, Social Sciences, Language, Pure Science, 

Technology, Arts, Literature, History, and Geography. This initial three-digit structure 

provides a broad categorization, allowing for a systematic organization of knowledge. 

However, the true power of the DDC lies in its use of decimal points to create a 

hierarchical structure, enabling the system to represent increasingly specific subjects. 

The decimal point, placed after the three-digit base number, allows for the addition of 

further digits, extending the notation to represent subclasses, sub-subclasses, and so 

on. This decimal expansion creates a hierarchical tree structure, where each level of 

notation represents a more refined level of specificity. For instance, the base number 

500 represents Pure Science. The notation 530 represents Physics, a subclass of Pure 

Science. Further expansion through decimal points allows for the representation of 

specific branches of physics, such as 531 for Classical Mechanics, 532 for Fluid 

Mechanics, and so on. This hierarchical structure allows for the precise representation 

of complex subjects, ensuring that each document is assigned a notation that 

accurately reflects its content. The use of decimal points also facilitates the easy 

expansion of the classification system to accommodate new subjects and evolving 

knowledge domains. As new fields emerge or existing fields become more 

specialized, the DDC can readily incorporate these changes by adding further decimal 

extensions to the existing notation. This flexibility is crucial for maintaining the 

relevance and currency of the classification system in a rapidly changing information 

landscape. Moreover, the decimal structure allows for relative indexing and browsing. 

Users can easily navigate the hierarchical tree structure by truncating or extending the 
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notation, moving from broader to narrower subjects or vice versa. This 

facilitates browsing and discovery, allowing users to explore related subjects 

and find relevant materials. The purely numeric notation and hierarchical 

decimal structure of the DDC contribute to its simplicity and ease of use. 

Numbers are easy to remember and manipulate, making the classification 

process efficient and straightforward. The decimal structure provides a logical 

and intuitive framework for organizing knowledge, allowing users to understand 

the relationships between different subjects. This ease of use has been a key 

factor in the DDC's widespread adoption and enduring popularity. Libraries 

worldwide have embraced the DDC, recognizing its effectiveness in organizing 

and retrieving information. The consistency of the notation system across 

different editions and translations has also contributed to its success, ensuring 

that libraries can maintain their collections and provide consistent access to 

information. In conclusion, the purely numeric foundation and hierarchical 

decimal structure of DDC notation are fundamental to its effectiveness and 

widespread adoption. They provide a universal, flexible, and intuitive 

framework for organizing and retrieving information, making the DDC a 

cornerstone of library classification.    

 Notation Consistency and Simplicity: Cornerstones of DDC's User-

Friendly Design  

Beyond its purely numeric foundation and hierarchical decimal structure, the 

Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) places a significant emphasis on notation 

consistency and simplicity. These attributes are crucial for ensuring the system's 

usability and maintainability, contributing to its enduring popularity and 

widespread adoption. Notation consistency refers to the uniform application of 

classification principles and notation rules across different subjects and editions 

of the DDC. This consistency ensures that similar subjects are assigned similar 

notations, facilitating easy retrieval and browsing. For instance, the notation for 

a specific subject, such as "Quantum Mechanics," remains consistent across 

different libraries and editions of the DDC, allowing users to find relevant 

materials regardless of their location. This consistency is achieved through 

rigorous editorial control and the development of detailed guidelines for 
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classification. The DDC editorial team continuously reviews and updates the 

classification system, ensuring that new subjects are incorporated in a consistent 

and logical manner. This commitment to consistency minimizes ambiguity and 

confusion, making the DDC a reliable tool for organizing library collections. 

Simplicity, on the other hand, refers to the ease with which users can understand 

and apply the DDC notation. The DDC strives to maintain a straightforward and 

intuitive notation system, avoiding complex or convoluted rules. This simplicity is 

evident in the use of short and easily remembered notations, as well as the clear and 

concise guidelines provided in the DDC schedules. For example, the notation 330 

for Economics is short, memorable, and easily understood. The DDC also 

minimizes the use of special symbols or complex algorithms, relying instead on the 

straightforward application of decimal extensions. This simplicity makes the DDC 

accessible to a wide range of users, including librarians, students, and general 

readers. Users can quickly grasp the basic principles of the notation system and 

apply them to find relevant materials. The emphasis on simplicity also contributes 

to the efficiency of the classification process. Librarians can quickly assign 

notations to new materials, ensuring that they are readily available to users. The 

straightforward notation system minimizes the need for extensive training or 

specialized knowledge, making the DDC a practical tool for libraries of all sizes. 

Furthermore, notation consistency and simplicity contribute to the maintainability 

of the classification system. Libraries can easily update their collections and 

incorporate new materials without disrupting the existing organization. The 

consistent application of notation rules ensures that new materials are integrated 

seamlessly into the existing classification scheme. The simple notation system 

minimizes the risk of errors or inconsistencies, making it easier to maintain the 

integrity of the collection. The DDC also provides a comprehensive set of tools and 
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resources to support libraries in maintaining their collections. These include 

online databases, training materials, and expert support. These resources help 

libraries stay up-to-date with the latest developments in the DDC and ensure 

that their collections are organized according to best practices. In conclusion, 

notation consistency and simplicity are cornerstones of the DDC's user-

friendly design. They contribute to the system's usability, maintainability, 

and widespread adoption. The consistent application of notation rules and the 

straightforward notation system make the DDC a reliable and efficient tool 

for organizing and retrieving information. These attributes have been 

instrumental in establishing the DDC as a leading classification system 

worldwide, ensuring that libraries can provide consistent and accessible 

access to information.    

Alphanumeric and Symbolic Notation: The Backbone of CC's 

Expressive Power  

The notation system of Colon Classification (CC) is a marvel of expressive 

power, meticulously designed to represent the multifaceted nature of 

knowledge with precision and clarity. At its core, CC employs an 

alphanumeric and symbolic notation, seamlessly integrating Arabic 

numerals, Roman alphabets (both uppercase and lowercase), and a variety of 

punctuation marks. This rich symbolic vocabulary allows for the creation of 

notations that are not only concise but also highly descriptive, capturing the 

intricate relationships between different facets of a subject. The use of 

Arabic numerals provides a foundational structure, representing the main 

classes and their subdivisions. These numerals are straightforward and 

universally recognized, facilitating easy identification and retrieval of 

documents. Roman alphabets, both uppercase and lowercase, are 

strategically employed to denote specific isolates, sub-facets, and connecting 

symbols. For instance, uppercase letters might represent main classes or 

broad categories, while lowercase letters could signify specific sub-facets or 

common isolates. This differentiation adds another layer of specificity and 

organization to the notation. The punctuation marks, particularly the colon 

(:), play a pivotal role in connecting and delineating the various facets of a 
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compound subject. The colon, acting as a connecting symbol, links the different facets 

and sub-facets according to the prescribed sequence of PMEST (Personality, Matter, 

Energy, Space, and Time). This sequential arrangement ensures a consistent and 

logical representation of the subject, reflecting the relationships between its 

constituent ideas. Other symbols, such as commas (,), semicolons (;), and periods (.), 

are used to represent different types of relationships or subdivisions within the facets. 

For example, commas might separate coordinate isolates within a facet, while 

semicolons could indicate a stronger relationship or dependence between isolates. The 

use of these symbols is not arbitrary; it is governed by a set of well-defined rules and 

conventions, ensuring consistency and uniformity in the application of the notation 

system. The notation system also incorporates a set of common isolates, which are 

standard facets that can be used across different main classes. These common isolates, 

such as those representing time, space, and language, are denoted by specific 

notations, ensuring uniformity in their representation across diverse subjects. This 

standardization simplifies the classification process and enhances the consistency of 

the classification system. The flexibility of the notation system is further enhanced by 

the use of various devices, such as the subject device, the classic device, and the 

geographical device. These devices allow for the accommodation of new subjects and 

facets, ensuring that the classification system remains adaptable and responsive to the 

evolving nature of knowledge. The subject device, for example, allows for the 

creation of new main classes or sub-classes to accommodate emerging fields of study. 

The classic device is used to represent subjects related to classical or ancient texts, 

while the geographical device is used to represent subjects related to specific 

geographical locations. These devices provide a mechanism for expanding the scope 

of the classification system without disrupting its fundamental structure. The notation 

system also supports the representation of phase relations, which are used to connect 

two or more subjects that are related but not directly part of the same compound 
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subject. This is achieved through the use of specific phase relation symbols, 

such as "a" for bias phase, "b" for comparison phase, "c" for difference phase, 

and "d" for influencing phase. These symbols allow for the precise 

representation of relationships between subjects, enhancing the expressiveness 

of the notation system. In essence, the alphanumeric and symbolic notation of 

CC is a powerful tool for representing the complexity and diversity of 

knowledge. Its meticulous design, incorporating a rich vocabulary of symbols 

and devices, ensures that the classification system remains adaptable, 

expressive, and consistent, facilitating the accurate and efficient organization of 

information.    

Strategic Use of Colons and Flexibility in Classifying Complex Subjects  

The strategic use of colons (:) and the inherent flexibility of Colon 

Classification (CC) are pivotal in enabling the system to effectively classify 

complex subjects. The colon, serving as the primary connecting symbol, plays 

a crucial role in linking the different facets and sub-facets of a compound 

subject. Its placement and usage are governed by the prescribed sequence of 

PMEST, ensuring a logical and consistent representation of the subject. The 

colon acts as a bridge, connecting the various components of the subject 

according to their hierarchical relationships. For instance, in a subject such as 

"Treatment of Heart Diseases in Diabetic Patients," the colon would be used to 

connect the facets representing "Medicine," "Heart Diseases," "Diabetes," and 

"Treatment," reflecting the logical progression from the main class to the 

specific action. This sequential arrangement ensures that the notation 

accurately reflects the structure and relationships within the subject. The 

flexibility of CC is further demonstrated in its ability to accommodate complex 

subjects with multiple facets and sub-facets. This flexibility is achieved 

through the use of various devices and techniques, such as the intra-facet 

device, the inter-subject device, and the phase relation device. The intra-facet 

device allows for the further subdivision of a facet into more specific sub-

facets, providing a granular representation of the subject. For example, within 

the "Energy" facet, the intra-facet device could be used to differentiate between 

"Diagnosis," "Treatment," and "Prevention" in a medical subject. This allows 
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for the precise representation of specific actions or processes within the subject. The 

inter-subject device is used to connect two or more subjects that are closely related 

and form a compound subject. For example, in a document discussing 

"Cardiovascular Diseases" and "Hypertension," the inter-subject device would be used 

to combine these two subjects into a compound subject representing "Cardiovascular 

Diseases in Hypertensive Patients." This allows for the representation of complex 

subjects that involve the interaction of multiple related topics. The phase relation 

device is used to connect two or more subjects that are related but not directly part of 

the same compound subject. For example, in a document discussing the relationship 

between "Library Management" and "Information Technology," the phase relation 

device would be used to connect these two distinct subjects. This allows for the 

representation of relationships between subjects that are not hierarchical but rather 

associative or comparative. The flexibility of CC is also evident in its ability to 

accommodate new subjects and facets. The system incorporates a set of devices for 

accommodating new subjects and facets. These devices include the subject device, the 

classic device, and the geographical device. The subject device is used to create new 

main classes or sub-classes to accommodate emerging subjects. The classic device is 

used to represent subjects related to classical or ancient texts. The geographical device 

is used to represent subjects related to specific geographical locations. These devices 

ensure that CC remains flexible and adaptable, capable of accommodating the ever-

expanding universe of knowledge. The notation system also supports the 

representation of different types of relationships between subjects, such as bias phase, 

comparison phase, difference phase, and influencing phase. This is achieved through 

the use of specific phase relation symbols, enhancing the expressiveness of the 

notation system. The use of these symbols and devices is not arbitrary; it is governed 

by a set of well-defined rules and conventions, ensuring consistency and uniformity in 

the application of the notation system. This systematic approach ensures that the 
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classification system remains adaptable, expressive, and consistent, facilitating 

the accurate and efficient organization of information. In conclusion, the 

strategic use of colons and the inherent flexibility of CC are crucial in enabling 

the system to effectively classify complex subjects. The system's meticulous 

design, incorporating a rich vocabulary of symbols and devices, ensures that the 

classification system remains adaptable, expressive, and consistent, facilitating 

the accurate and efficient organization of information.    

Dewey decimal classification (DDC) – Hierarchical Enumeration and Its 

Limitations in Modern Knowledge Organization  

The Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) system, a mainstay in library 

organization for over a century, is fundamentally characterized by its 

hierarchical and enumerative nature. This structure, while providing a relatively 

straightforward approach to classifying a broad range of subjects, also presents 

certain limitations, particularly in the context of modern interdisciplinary 

studies and the rapid expansion of knowledge. DDC's hierarchical organization 

means that subjects are arranged in a top-down structure, starting with ten main 

classes, each divided into ten divisions, and further subdivided into ten sections. 

This creates a nested system where broader topics encompass more specific 

ones, facilitating a logical progression from general to particular. For instance, 

the main class 500 represents "Science," which is further divided into 510 for 

"Mathematics," 520 for "Astronomy," and so on. This hierarchical structure is 

beneficial for users seeking a general overview of a subject area, as it provides a 

clear pathway through related topics. However, the enumerative aspect of DDC, 

where most subjects are pre-assigned specific numbers, means that the system 

relies heavily on pre-existing schedules. This can lead to rigidity, especially 

when dealing with emerging or interdisciplinary subjects that do not fit neatly 

into the established categories. For example, a research paper on "Artificial 

Intelligence in Healthcare" may struggle to find a precise DDC number, as it 

combines elements of computer science (006.3) and medicine (610). While 

DDC offers options for combining numbers, these can become lengthy and 

cumbersome, potentially obscuring the subject's true nature. Furthermore, 

DDC's reliance on pre-defined categories can result in a lack of specificity 
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when dealing with highly specialized topics. The system may not offer sufficient 

detail to capture the nuances of a particular research area, forcing classifiers to use 

broader numbers that do not accurately reflect the document's content. This can hinder 

information retrieval, as users searching for specific information may find it buried 

among a large number of less relevant documents. DDC's adaptability to new 

knowledge areas is also a point of contention. While the system undergoes periodic 

revisions to incorporate emerging subjects, these revisions can lag behind the pace of 

knowledge creation, particularly in rapidly evolving fields like technology and 

biotechnology. The process of updating DDC involves extensive editorial work and 

consensus-building, which can be time-consuming. As a result, new subjects may 

remain unrepresented or poorly classified for extended periods, impacting the 

accessibility and discoverability of relevant information. Additionally, the inherent 

rigidity of DDC's hierarchical structure can make it challenging to accommodate 

subjects that span multiple disciplines or defy traditional categorization. This can lead 

to inconsistencies and ambiguities in classification, particularly when dealing with 

interdisciplinary research that draws on diverse fields of study. In summary, while 

DDC's hierarchical and enumerative nature provides a structured and relatively easy-

to-use system for organizing knowledge, it also presents limitations in terms of 

flexibility, specificity, and adaptability to new knowledge areas. These limitations can 

hinder the effective organization and retrieval of information, particularly in the 

context of modern interdisciplinary studies and the rapid expansion of knowledge.    

Colon Classification (CC) – Flexibility and Specificity Through Analytical-

Synthetic Approach and Its Enhanced Adaptability  

In contrast to DDC's enumerative and hierarchical approach, Colon Classification 

(CC) employs an analytical-synthetic methodology that offers greater flexibility and 

specificity in classifying diverse and complex subjects. CC's strength lies in its ability 

to break down compound subjects into their constituent facets and then synthesize 

them into a meaningful classification notation using a set of fundamental categories 

(PMEST: Personality, Matter, Energy, Space, and Time) and various connecting 

symbols. This approach allows CC to effectively classify interdisciplinary subjects by 

representing the multiple facets that contribute to their complexity. For example, a 

document on "Artificial Intelligence in Healthcare" could be analyzed into its 
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constituent facets, such as "Artificial Intelligence" (Energy), "Healthcare" 

(Personality), and "Application" (Energy), and then synthesized into a notation 

that accurately reflects the subject's interdisciplinary nature. This analytical-

synthetic process enables CC to capture the nuances and relationships between 

different aspects of a subject, providing a more detailed and accurate 

representation than DDC's pre-defined categories. CC's ability to classify 

interdisciplinary subjects is further enhanced by its use of various devices, such 

as the phase relation device, which allows for the connection of two or more 

distinct subjects. This device is particularly useful for representing subjects that 

involve the interaction or relationship between different disciplines. For 

instance, a document on "The Impact of Technology on Social Behavior" could 

be classified using the phase relation device to connect "Technology" and 

"Social Behavior," highlighting the subject's interdisciplinary focus. 

Furthermore, CC's open and faceted structure allows for greater specificity in 

representing highly specialized topics. By breaking down subjects into their 

constituent facets, CC can capture the unique characteristics and relationships 

that define a particular research area. This level of specificity is particularly 

valuable in fields like science and technology, where research often focuses on 

highly specialized topics. CC's adaptability to new knowledge areas is another 

significant advantage. Unlike DDC, which relies on pre-defined schedules, CC's 

analytical-synthetic approach allows for the incorporation of new subjects and 

facets without requiring extensive revisions. When a new subject emerges, 

classifiers can analyze its constituent facets and synthesize a notation using the 

existing framework, thereby accommodating the new subject quickly and 

efficiently. This flexibility is particularly important in rapidly evolving fields, 

where new knowledge is constantly being generated. CC's use of various 

devices, such as the subject device and the classic device, further enhances its 

adaptability. The subject device allows for the creation of new main classes or 

sub-classes to accommodate emerging subjects, while the classic device is used 
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to represent subjects related to classical or ancient texts. These devices ensure that 

CC remains a dynamic and responsive system, capable of addressing the ever-

expanding universe of knowledge. In conclusion, CC's analytical-synthetic 

approach, open and faceted structure, and various devices provide greater flexibility, 

specificity, and adaptability in classifying diverse and complex subjects compared 

to DDC's hierarchical and enumerative nature. These characteristics make CC 

particularly well-suited for organizing modern interdisciplinary research and 

accommodating the rapid expansion of knowledge.    

DDC's Global Dominance: Widespread Adoption, Ease of Implementation, and 

Training  

The Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) stands as a testament to the power of 

simplicity and practicality in library science, achieving a level of global adoption 

unmatched by any other classification system. Its widespread usage is not merely a 

matter of historical precedence but a reflection of its inherent strengths in 

addressing the needs of diverse library environments. The DDC's success can be 

attributed to several factors, including its ease of use, consistent updates, and the 

robust support provided by OCLC (Online Computer Library Center). One of the 

most compelling aspects of the DDC is its straightforward structure.  The system 

employs a hierarchical decimal notation, organizing knowledge into ten main 

classes, each further subdivided into ten divisions, and so on. This decimal structure 

allows for infinite expansion, accommodating the ever-growing body of knowledge 

while maintaining a logical and intuitive framework. For instance, the main class 

500 represents "Science," which is further divided into 510 "Mathematics," 520 

"Astronomy," and so forth. This hierarchical arrangement makes it easy for both 

librarians and patrons to navigate the classification system and locate relevant 

materials.    The DDC's widespread adoption is also facilitated by its continuous 

revision and updating. OCLC, the organization responsible for maintaining the 

DDC, regularly publishes new editions that incorporate changes in knowledge and 

address emerging subject areas. This ensures that the DDC remains current and 

relevant, reflecting the latest developments in various fields. For example, recent 

editions have included expanded notations for computer science, environmental 

studies, and digital resources, reflecting the growing importance of these areas. This 
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ongoing revision process is crucial for maintaining the DDC's accuracy and 

usability in a rapidly changing information landscape.    

Furthermore, the DDC's ease of training and implementation contributes 

significantly to its popularity. The system's relatively simple structure and clear 

guidelines make it easy for librarians to learn and apply. OCLC provides 

extensive training materials, including manuals, online resources, and 

workshops, to support librarians in using the DDC effectively. This 

comprehensive support system ensures that librarians can confidently classify 

materials and maintain consistency across their collections. For instance, a new 

librarian can quickly learn the basic principles of the DDC and apply them to 

classify a wide range of materials. The DDC's simplicity also facilitates its 

implementation in various library settings, from small public libraries to large 

academic institutions. The system's flexibility allows libraries to adapt it to their 

specific needs and collection sizes. For example, a small library may choose to 

use a less detailed notation, while a large research library may opt for a more 

granular classification. This adaptability ensures that the DDC can be 

effectively used in diverse library environments.    The global reach of the DDC 

is another testament to its practicality. It has been translated into numerous 

languages and is used in libraries worldwide, fostering consistency and 

interoperability across different library systems. This widespread adoption 

facilitates resource sharing, interlibrary loans, and collaborative cataloging 

efforts. For example, a library in the United States can easily share cataloging 

records with a library in Europe, thanks to the common use of the DDC. The 

DDC's global presence also contributes to its stability and longevity. The large 

user base ensures that the system remains relevant and continues to evolve, 

reflecting the needs of the international library community.    Moreover, the 

DDC's integration with library automation systems and online catalogs further 

enhances its practicality. Most library management systems and online catalogs 

support the DDC, allowing for seamless integration of classification data into 

library workflows. This integration facilitates efficient cataloging, searching, 

and retrieval of materials. For example, a patron can easily search for books on 

a specific topic using the DDC number in an online catalog. The DDC's 

compatibility with technology also supports the development of innovative 
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library services, such as virtual shelf browsing and personalized recommendations.    

CC's Analytical Depth and Specialized Use: Research Libraries, Subject 

Specialization, and Training Challenges  

Colon Classification (CC), conceived by Dr. S.R. Ranganathan, represents a paradigm 

shift in library classification, emphasizing analytical and synthetic principles to 

accommodate the intricate nature of knowledge. Unlike the DDC's broad applicability, 

CC finds its niche primarily in research libraries and specialized collections, 

particularly in India. Its strength lies in its ability to dissect compound subjects into 

their fundamental facets, providing a highly granular and expressive classification 

notation. However, this analytical depth also presents challenges in terms of training 

and implementation, limiting its widespread adoption. The CC's analytical-synthetic 

structure is its most distinctive feature. It employs a faceted classification approach, 

breaking down subjects into five fundamental categories: Personality, Matter, Energy, 

Space, and Time (PMEST). This framework allows for the representation of complex 

subjects by combining facets using connecting symbols, such as the colon. For 

example, a subject like "Research on the treatment of cancer in India during the 21st 

century" can be precisely represented by combining facets from Medicine, Cancer, 

Treatment, India, and the 21st century. This level of detail is particularly valuable in 

research libraries where precise subject representation is crucial for information 

retrieval.    The CC's specialized use in research libraries in India is largely due to its 

origin and the strong advocacy by Ranganathan and his followers. In these settings, 

the CC's ability to handle complex and interdisciplinary subjects is highly valued. It is 

particularly effective in classifying materials related to Indian studies, science and 

technology, and other specialized fields. For instance, a research library focusing on 

Indian agriculture can use the CC to classify materials on various aspects of farming, 

soil science, and agricultural technology with a high degree of precision. This 

specialized application reflects the CC's suitability for environments where subject 

depth and granularity are paramount. 

However, the CC's analytical depth also presents significant challenges in terms of 

training and implementation. The system's complex rules and notations require 

extensive training and expertise, making it difficult for librarians to learn and apply. 
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Unlike the DDC's relatively simple structure, the CC's faceted approach and 

synthetic notation require a deep understanding of its underlying principles. This 

complexity can be a barrier to adoption, particularly in smaller libraries with 

limited resources for training. For example, a new librarian may find it 

challenging to learn the CC's various devices and rules for synthesizing facets. 

The CC's limited adoption outside India also contributes to the training 

challenges. With fewer libraries using the system, there are fewer opportunities 

for librarians to gain practical experience and share knowledge. This lack of a 

widespread community of practice can make it difficult for librarians to find 

support and resources when they encounter challenges in using the CC. 

Furthermore, the CC's notation system, while expressive, can be challenging to 

use in online catalogs and library automation systems. The use of multiple 

connecting symbols and complex facet combinations can create difficulties in 

searching and retrieving materials. While work has been done to enable CC 

within digital environments, the use is still not as seamless as within DDC 

systems. Despite these challenges, the CC remains a valuable tool for research 

libraries and specialized collections where subject specialization is crucial. Its 

analytical depth and faceted approach allow for precise subject representation, 

supporting in-depth research and information retrieval. As libraries increasingly 

focus on digital resources and interdisciplinary studies, the CC's principles of 

facet analysis and synthesis may find broader applications in developing new 

information retrieval systems and metadata standards. 

 Comparative Analysis of Classification Systems: Advantages, Limitations, 

and Library Suitability  

Classification systems are indispensable tools for organizing and retrieving 

information within libraries and information centers. Two prominent systems, 

the Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) and the Colon Classification (CC), 

offer distinct approaches to subject representation, each with its own set of 

advantages and limitations. DDC, a hierarchical and enumerative system, is 

widely adopted due to its simplicity and ease of use. Its advantages include a 

broad and well-established user base, extensive support resources, and a 

relatively straightforward structure that facilitates quick learning and 

Notes 

 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University



126  

implementation. The system's hierarchical structure, using decimal notation, allows 

for a logical progression from general to specific subjects, making it intuitive for both 

librarians and users. Moreover, DDC's continuous updates and revisions ensure that it 

remains relevant to evolving knowledge domains. However, DDC also faces 

limitations. Its enumerative nature can lead to lengthy and cumbersome notations for 

complex subjects, as it relies on pre-established schedules rather than a synthetic 

approach. This can result in a lack of flexibility when dealing with interdisciplinary or 

emerging fields. Furthermore, DDC's Western-centric bias has been criticized for not 

adequately representing diverse cultural and intellectual traditions. Conversely, CC, a 

highly analytical and synthetic system, offers a more flexible and expressive method 

for classifying compound subjects. Its advantages lie in its ability to break down 

complex subjects into their fundamental components using the PMEST (Personality, 

Matter, Energy, Space, Time) framework, and then synthesize them into precise 

notations. This allows for a granular representation of subjects, especially in 

specialized and rapidly evolving fields. CC's use of connecting symbols and phase 

relations enables the representation of complex relationships between subjects, which 

is often challenging in enumerative systems. However, CC's complexity poses a 

significant limitation. Its intricate notation system and reliance on synthetic devices 

require extensive training and expertise, making it less accessible to general users and 

smaller libraries with limited resources. The system's reliance on a specialized 

vocabulary and its inherent complexity can also lead to inconsistencies in application, 

particularly when dealing with interdisciplinary subjects. 

The suitability of each system varies depending on the type and size of the library. 

DDC's simplicity and widespread adoption make it ideal for public libraries, school 

libraries, and smaller academic libraries that prioritize ease of use and broad 

accessibility. Its extensive support resources and user-friendly structure facilitate 

efficient cataloging and retrieval, making it suitable for libraries with limited staff 

expertise. For example, a small public library serving a diverse community might find 

DDC's broad subject categories and straightforward notation system more practical 

for organizing its collection and assisting patrons. Similarly, a school library focusing 

on curriculum support and general reading materials would benefit from DDC's 

intuitive structure and ease of implementation. CC, on the other hand, is better suited 

for specialized libraries, research institutions, and academic libraries with a focus on 
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in-depth subject analysis and complex information retrieval. Its ability to 

represent compound subjects with precision and flexibility makes it invaluable 

for libraries dealing with specialized collections and rapidly evolving fields. For 

example, a research library specializing in scientific and technical literature 

might find CC's analytical and synthetic approach more effective for classifying 

and retrieving complex research papers and technical reports. Similarly, a 

library focusing on interdisciplinary studies or emerging fields would benefit 

from CC's flexibility in representing complex relationships between subjects. In 

essence, DDC caters to general accessibility and ease of use, while CC caters to 

precision and in-depth subject representation. 

Future Scope of Classification Methods: Digital Integration and Adaptive 

Systems  

The future scope of classification methods is inextricably linked to the rapid 

advancements in digital technology and the evolving information landscape. As 

libraries and information centers transition towards digital environments, 

classification systems must adapt to meet the challenges of organizing and 

retrieving vast amounts of digital data. The integration of artificial intelligence 

(AI) and machine learning (ML) into classification systems holds immense 

potential for enhancing their efficiency and accuracy. AI-powered systems can 

automate the classification process, analyze vast datasets, and identify complex 

relationships between subjects, thereby improving the speed and consistency of 

classification. For instance, AI algorithms can be trained to analyze the content 

of digital documents and automatically assign classification codes based on 

semantic analysis and contextual understanding. Machine learning can also be 

used to personalize classification systems, adapting to individual user 

preferences and search patterns. This can lead to more relevant and efficient 

information retrieval, as the system learns and adapts to the user's information 

needs. Furthermore, the development of semantic web technologies and linked 

data initiatives offers new opportunities for classification systems. Semantic 

web technologies enable the representation of information in a machine-

readable format, facilitating the integration of diverse datasets and the creation 

of interconnected knowledge networks. Classification systems can play a 
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crucial role in organizing and linking these knowledge networks, providing a 

structured framework for navigating and retrieving information. For example, 

classification codes can be used to create linked data representations of library 

resources, enabling users to explore related concepts and discover new connections 

between subjects. This can lead to a more dynamic and interconnected information 

environment, where users can seamlessly navigate between different resources and 

knowledge domains. 

The future of classification methods also involves the development of adaptive and 

dynamic systems that can respond to the evolving nature of knowledge. Traditional 

classification systems, with their fixed schedules and rigid structures, may struggle to 

keep pace with the rapid growth of information and the emergence of new subjects. 

Adaptive systems, on the other hand, can continuously update their schedules and 

classifications based on real-time data and user feedback. This can ensure that 

classification systems remain relevant and up-to-date, reflecting the latest 

developments in various fields. For example, a classification system could incorporate 

a feedback mechanism that allows users to suggest new classification codes or modify 

existing ones. The system could then use machine learning algorithms to analyze user 

feedback and update its schedules accordingly. Moreover, the future of classification 

methods will likely see a greater emphasis on user-centered design and accessibility. 

Classification systems must be designed to be intuitive and user-friendly, catering to 

the diverse needs and preferences of users. This involves the development of user-

friendly interfaces, multilingual support, and accessibility features for individuals with 

disabilities. For example, a classification system could offer a visual interface that 

allows users to browse subjects using images and icons, making it more accessible to 

children and non-native speakers. Similarly, classification systems could incorporate 

voice recognition and text-to-speech technologies to support users with visual 

impairments. The integration of metadata standards and interoperability protocols is 

also crucial for the future of classification methods. Metadata standards, such as 

Dublin Core and MARC, provide a common framework for describing and organizing 

information resources. Interoperability protocols, such as Z39.50 and OAI-PMH, 

enable the exchange of metadata between different systems. By adhering to these 

standards and protocols, classification systems can ensure that their metadata is 

compatible with other systems and that their resources can be easily integrated into 
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broader information networks. This can lead to a more seamless and 

interconnected information environment, where users can access and retrieve 

information from diverse sources using a variety of tools and platforms. In 

summary, the future of classification systems lies in their ability to adapt to the 

digital age, integrate with emerging technologies, and prioritize user-centered 

design and accessibility. 

4.2 Differences in Classification Approach (Hierarchical vs. Faceted) 

Library classification systems serve as the backbone for organizing knowledge 

in libraries worldwide. Among these systems, two fundamental approaches have 

emerged: hierarchical classification and faceted classification. These approaches 

differ significantly in their structure, methodology, and application, with each 

offering unique advantages and challenges for information organization. This 

analysis explores the conceptual differences between hierarchical and faceted 

classification approaches, examines the advantages and disadvantages of two 

prominent systems the Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) and Colon 

Classification (CC) and investigates their applications across various types of 

libraries. 

Hierarchical vs. Faceted Classification: Conceptual Differences 

Hierarchical Classification: Structure and Principles 

Hierarchical classification represents knowledge in a tree-like structure, where 

subjects are arranged from general to specific in a top-down approach. This 

classification method divides knowledge into main classes, which are then 

subdivided into increasingly specific subclasses. The relationship between 

classes is primarily that of subordination, creating a strict parent-child 

relationship between broader and narrower concepts. The hierarchical approach 

follows Aristotelian principles of division, where each division must be based 

on a single characteristic at a time. For instance, living organisms might first be 

divided by kingdom (animal, plant), then by phylum, class, order, family, genus, 

and species. Each level represents a more specific subset of the level above it. 

This creates a logical progression from the general to the specific, with each 
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concept having a defined place within the overall structure. Consider the Dewey 

Decimal Classification system as an example of hierarchical classification. Within 

DDC, all knowledge is divided into ten main classes (000-900), each of which is 

further divided into ten divisions, and each division into ten sections. The 

classification number 641.5 represents "Cooking," where 600 represents 

"Technology," 640 represents "Home economics & family living," and 641.5 

specifically denotes "Cooking." The notation clearly shows the hierarchical 

relationship between these concepts, with each additional digit representing a move to 

a more specific level in the hierarchy. This rigidity in structure offers predictability 

and consistency but can also create challenges when dealing with complex subjects 

that don't fit neatly into a single hierarchical path. For instance, a book on "The Social 

Psychology of Religion" might be difficult to place, as it spans multiple hierarchical 

branches (psychology, sociology, and religious studies). 

Faceted Classification: Structure and Principles 

In contrast, faceted classification takes an analytical-synthetic approach to organizing 

knowledge. Rather than predetermining a hierarchical structure, faceted classification 

identifies the various aspects (facets) that can describe a subject and allows for their 

combination as needed. This approach was pioneered by S.R. Ranganathan with his 

Colon Classification system, which broke away from the traditional hierarchical 

model. Faceted classification is based on the principle that subjects are complex and 

multidimensional, and can be viewed from multiple perspectives or facets. Each facet 

represents a different characteristic or attribute of the subject. Common facets include 

personality (the core subject), matter (the material or substance), energy (action or 

process), space (geographical location), and time (historical period) Ranganathan's 

famous PMEST formula. For example, in the Colon Classification system, a book on 

"Teaching Mathematics to Children in Indian Schools in the 21st Century" would be 

analyzed into its component facets: Education (basic subject), Mathematics 

(personality), Children (matter), Teaching (energy), India (space), and 21st Century 

(time). These facets would then be synthesized using connecting symbols to create a 

classification number that represents all these aspects. This flexibility allows faceted 

classification to represent complex, multidimensional subjects more accurately than 

hierarchical classification can. It also makes the system more hospitable to new and 

Notes 

 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University



131  

interdisciplinary subjects, as new combinations of facets can be created without 

disrupting the existing structure. 

Key Philosophical and Structural Differences 

The fundamental difference between hierarchical and faceted classification lies 

in their approach to subject analysis and representation. Hierarchical 

classification is enumerative and prescriptive, attempting to list all possible 

subjects and their relationships in advance. It provides a predetermined path 

through knowledge, moving from general to specific. This approach reflects an 

understanding of knowledge as having a natural, inherent order that can be 

discovered and represented. Faceted classification, on the other hand, is 

analytical and combinatorial. It does not attempt to enumerate all possible 

subjects but instead provides the building blocks (facets) and rules for their 

combination. This approach reflects an understanding of knowledge as 

multidimensional and capable of being viewed from multiple perspectives. In 

hierarchical classification, relationships between subjects are primarily 

hierarchical (broader/narrower), with some additional relationships (like "see 

also" references) added to accommodate cross-disciplinary connections. The 

structure is relatively rigid, with each subject having an assigned place. In 

faceted classification, relationships between subjects are more flexible. The 

same subject can be approached from different facets, and different 

combinations of facets can be used to represent complex subjects. This 

flexibility comes at the cost of complexity, as rules for combining facets must 

be established and followed consistently. Another significant difference lies in 

how these systems handle compound and complex subjects. Hierarchical 

systems typically struggle with multidisciplinary topics, often forcing them into 

a single branch of the hierarchy or creating complex notation to represent their 

multiple aspects. Faceted systems, by design, excel at representing compound 

subjects by combining the relevant facets. For instance, a book on 

"Environmental Law in Canada" would be challenging to place in a hierarchical 

system, as it spans both law and environmental studies. In the DDC, it might be 

placed primarily under law (340) with some cross-references to environmental 

studies (577), or vice versa. In a faceted system like CC, it would naturally 
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combine facets for law, environment, and geographical location (Canada). 

Evolution and Hybridization of Approaches 

While the distinction between hierarchical and faceted classification is conceptually 

clear, contemporary classification systems often incorporate elements of both 

approaches. Modern revisions of the Dewey decimal classification, for instance, have 

incorporated faceted elements to better handle complex subjects, particularly in areas 

like literature and geography. Similarly, the Library of Congress Classification (LCC), 

while primarily hierarchical, uses faceted techniques in certain subclasses. The 

Universal Decimal Classification (UDC) represents a more thoroughly hybridized 

approach, starting with the DDC's hierarchical structure but incorporating extensive 

use of facets and combining symbols. This evolution reflects a growing recognition 

that neither purely hierarchical nor purely faceted approaches can fully address the 

complexities of modern knowledge organization. The trend is toward more flexible, 

hybrid systems that can represent the multidimensional nature of subjects while 

maintaining the understandability and usability of hierarchical structures. 

Dewey decimal classification (DDC): Advantages and Disadvantages 

Historical Context and Evolution of DDC 

The Dewey decimal classification system, created by Melvil Dewey in 1876, 

represents one of the most successful and widely adopted library classification 

systems in the world. Dewey's innovation came at a time when libraries were 

predominantly using fixed location systems, where books were assigned to specific 

shelves based on size and acquisition date rather than subject content. Dewey's system 

introduced the concept of relative location, where books are arranged according to 

their subject relationships rather than physical characteristics. This revolutionary 

approach allowed for more intuitive browsing and easier expansion of collections. The 

initial edition of DDC contained just 44 pages, but it has since evolved through 23 

major editions (with the 24th edition published in), growing to encompass the 

explosion of knowledge in the modern era. The system's longevity and continued 

relevance speak to Dewey's foresight in creating a system that could adapt and expand 

while maintaining its fundamental structure. Today, the DDC is used in more than 
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200,000 libraries in over 135 countries and has been translated into more than 

30 languages, making it the most widely used library classification system in 

the world. 

Advantages of the Dewey decimal classification System 

Simplicity and Intuitiveness of Decimal Notation 

One of DDC's greatest strengths is its use of pure decimal notation, which is 

inherently familiar and intuitive for users across cultures. Unlike systems that 

use a mix of letters and numbers, DDC's purely numerical notation is 

universally recognizable and follows a clear pattern that users can quickly learn 

and navigate. For example, a user familiar with the system knows that the 500s 

represent natural sciences, the 510s represent mathematics, and the 512s 

represent algebra. This predictable pattern helps users navigate the collection 

even without fully understanding the complete classification system. The 

decimal nature of the notation also allows for infinite subdivision without 

disrupting the logical order of subjects. A new concept can be accommodated 

by adding decimal places to an existing number, ensuring that related subjects 

remain physically proximate on the shelves. 

Hierarchical Structure and Mnemonic Features 

DDC's hierarchical structure provides a logical organization of knowledge, 

moving from general to specific. This hierarchy is reflected in the notation, with 

each additional digit representing a move to a more specific level. For instance; 

• 600: Technology 

• 630: Agriculture 

• 635: Garden crops (Horticulture) 

• 635.9: Flowers and ornamental plants 

• 635.93: Specific kinds of ornamental plants 

• 635.934: Woody plants 

• 635.9342: Shrubs 

This clear hierarchical relationship helps users understand the relationships 
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between subjects and facilitates both precise searching and serendipitous browsing. 

The hierarchical structure also has mnemonic advantages; once users learn the main 

classes, they can often predict where specific subjects might be located. 

Widespread Adoption and Standardization 

The widespread adoption of DDC creates significant network effects and economies of 

scale. Libraries using DDC can share cataloging records, reducing the cost and effort 

of classification. The system's ubiquity also means that users who are familiar with 

DDC can easily navigate collections in different libraries, providing consistency 

across institutions. This standardization extends to library education as well. DDC is 

taught in most library and information science programs, ensuring a steady supply of 

professionals familiar with the system. The widespread adoption also means abundant 

resources, training materials, and support are available for libraries implementing or 

maintaining DDC. 

Continuous Revision and Modernization 

Despite its age, DDC has remained relevant through continuous revision and 

adaptation. The system is maintained by the Online Computer Library Center 

(OCLC), which regularly updates it to accommodate new subjects, reflect changing 

terminology, and address biases in the original structure. For example, recent revisions 

have expanded coverage of topics like computer science, environmental issues, and 

LGBTQ+ studies. The system has also been modified to provide more equitable 

treatment of non-Western religions, cultures, and perspectives, addressing some of the 

Eurocentric biases in earlier editions. The electronic version of DDC, WebDewey, 

allows for even more frequent updates and provides additional access points and 

search capabilities that extend beyond the limitations of the print version. 

Disadvantages of the Dewey decimal classification System 

Cultural and Historical Biases 

One of the most significant criticisms of DDC is its Eurocentric and Christian bias, 

reflecting the cultural context of its 19th-century American origin. This bias is 

particularly evident in the religion (200) class, where Christianity occupies divisions 
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220-289, while all other religions are confined to 290-299. Similar biases exist 

in the treatment of history, literature, and philosophy, where Western traditions 

receive more detailed classification than non-Western traditions. For instance, 

European history is allocated multiple divisions, while the history of large and 

diverse regions like Africa or Asia is compressed into fewer divisions. 

These biases can marginalize non-Western perspectives and create practical 

problems for libraries serving diverse communities or specializing in non-

Western subjects. While recent revisions have attempted to address these issues, 

the fundamental structure of the system makes complete equity difficult to 

achieve without major restructuring. 

Limitations in Handling Interdisciplinary Subjects 

As a predominantly hierarchical system, DDC struggles to represent 

interdisciplinary and multifaceted subjects effectively. The system forces 

complex subjects into a single hierarchical path, often requiring arbitrary 

decisions about where to classify materials that span multiple disciplines. For 

example, a book on the psychology of art might be classified under either 

psychology (150) or art (700), with cross-references to the other area. This 

separation of related materials can hinder comprehensive research and 

discovery. Similarly, emerging interdisciplinary fields like bioethics, digital 

humanities, or environmental policy may not fit neatly into the existing 

structure. While DDC has incorporated some faceted elements to address this 

issue, particularly through the use of standard subdivisions and auxiliary tables, 

these mechanisms are not as flexible or comprehensive as those found in truly 

faceted systems like the Colon Classification. 

Complexity of Application and Maintenance 

Despite its apparent simplicity, applying DDC correctly requires significant 

training and expertise. The complete DDC system is extensive and complex, 

with numerous rules, exceptions, and special cases that must be mastered for 

consistent application. The Manual, Tables, and Relative Index that accompany 

the main schedules add considerable complexity to the system. Classifiers must 
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navigate these various components to determine the correct classification for many 

materials, making the process time-consuming and prone to inconsistency. This 

complexity also makes maintaining and updating the system challenging. Changes 

must be carefully integrated to avoid disrupting the existing structure, and libraries 

must invest resources in keeping their collections current with the latest revisions. 

Notation Length and Specificity Issues 

As DDC has evolved to accommodate new subjects and greater specificity, notation 

length has become a practical concern. Highly specific subjects may require 

classification numbers with many decimal places, resulting in unwieldy call numbers 

that are difficult to remember, transcribe, or browse. For example, a book on 

"Quantum Chromo dynamics in Particle Physics" might receive a classification 

number like 539.72145, which, while precise, is cumbersome for both staff and users. 

Libraries often address this issue by truncating numbers, but this reduces the 

specificity that is one of DDC's strengths. Additionally, the decimal nature of the 

notation means that some divisions have become overcrowded with topics that were 

not significant when the system was created. Computer science, for instance, was 

initially accommodated within the 000 class (originally intended for general works) 

and has since expanded to occupy significant portions of both the 000s and 600s, 

creating a somewhat awkward distribution of related materials. 

4.3 Advantages and Disadvantages of DDC and CC 

Historical Context and Evolution of CC 

The Colon Classification system, developed by Indian librarian S.R. Ranganathan and 

first published in 1933, represented a revolutionary departure from the prevailing 

hierarchical classification systems of the time. Ranganathan, who had studied the 

Dewey decimal classification and other Western systems, sought to create a more 

flexible approach that could better handle the complexities of knowledge organization. 

The system's name derives from its use of the colon  as a connecting symbol between 

facets, though other punctuation marks are also used to indicate different types of 

relationships. Ranganathan's innovation was not just in creating a new classification 

scheme but in developing an entirely new approach to classification theory that has 
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influenced all subsequent classification systems. Colon Classification has 

undergone seven major revisions, with the 7th edition published posthumously 

in 1987. Each revision has expanded and refined the system, adding new facets 

and improving the rules for their combination. While CC has not achieved the 

widespread international adoption of systems like DDC or LCC, its theoretical 

foundations have profoundly influenced the development of faceted 

classification principles worldwide. 

Advantages of the Colon Classification System 

Flexibility in Representing Complex and Interdisciplinary Subjects 

The primary strength of CC lies in its ability to represent complex, multifaceted 

subjects with precision and flexibility. By analyzing subjects into their 

component facets and then synthesizing these facets into a comprehensive 

classification, CC can accommodate subjects of any complexity without forcing 

them into predetermined categories. For example, a book on "Sustainable 

Agriculture Methods in Drought-Prone Regions of India in the 2010s" would be 

difficult to classify precisely in a hierarchical system. In CC, this could be 

represented by combining facets for agriculture (basic subject), sustainability 

(personality), methods (energy), drought-prone regions (matter), India (space), 

and 2010s (time), creating a classification that captures all dimensions of the 

subject. This flexibility is particularly valuable for interdisciplinary works, 

which can be represented by combining facets from different disciplines. A 

work on "The Economic Impact of Climate Change Policies" could combine 

facets from economics, environmental science, and political science, creating a 

classification that accurately reflects the work's multidisciplinary nature. 

Analytical-Synthetic Approach and PMEST Formula 

CC's analytical-synthetic approach represents a more sophisticated method of 

subject analysis than the purely enumerative approach of hierarchical systems. 

Rather than attempting to list all possible subjects, CC provides a framework for 

analyzing and constructing them. The PMEST formula (Personality, Matter, 

Energy, Space, and Time) offers a comprehensive and systematic method for 
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analyzing subjects. This formula ensures that all relevant aspects of a subject are 

considered 

• Personality represents the core distinguishing characteristic of a subject 

• Matter represents the physical material or constituent 

• Energy represents actions, processes, operations, or techniques 

• Space represents geographical or spatial aspects 

• Time represents the temporal period 

For instance, in classifying a work on "Traditional Textile Weaving Techniques in 

Peru during the Colonial Period": 

• Personality: Textiles 

• Matter: Traditional materials 

• Energy: Weaving techniques 

• Space: Peru 

• Time: Colonial period 

This systematic approach ensures consistent and comprehensive analysis of subjects, 

regardless of their complexity or novelty. 

Hospitality for New Subjects and Future-Proofing 

CC's faceted structure provides exceptional hospitality for new subjects and concepts, 

making it more future-proof than hierarchical systems. New subjects can be 

accommodated by creating new combinations of existing facets or by adding new 

facets when necessary, without disrupting the existing structure. For example, when 

nanotechnology emerged as a field of study, it could be incorporated into CC by 

combining existing facets for technology with appropriate specifies for scale, 

materials, and applications. Similarly, developments in digital humanities could be 

represented by combining facets from both humanities and computer science. This 

hospitality extends to emerging interdisciplinary fields and new perspectives on 

existing subjects. As knowledge continues to evolve and fragment, CC's flexible 

structure can accommodate these changes without requiring fundamental restructuring 
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of the classification system. 

Cultural Neutrality and Global Perspective 

Unlike DDC and other Western classification systems, CC was designed with a 

more globally inclusive perspective. Ranganathan, coming from an Indian 

background, was conscious of the need to create a system that could represent 

diverse cultural perspectives and knowledge traditions. While no classification 

system can be entirely culturally neutral, CC's faceted approach allows for more 

equitable treatment of different cultural traditions, religions, and perspectives. 

Each can be represented through appropriate combinations of facets without 

being subordinated to a dominant cultural narrative. This cultural neutrality 

makes CC particularly suitable for libraries with diverse collections or those 

specializing in non-Western subjects. It also aligns with contemporary efforts to 

decolonize knowledge organization systems and create more inclusive 

information environments. 

Disadvantages of the Colon Classification System 

Complexity and Learning Curve 

Perhaps the most significant barrier to CC's adoption is its complexity and steep 

learning curve. The system requires a thorough understanding of facet analysis 

and the rules for combining facets, which are more complex and numerous than 

the rules in hierarchical systems. Classifiers must learn to identify the 

appropriate facets for each subject, determine their correct order, and apply the 

proper connecting symbols. This process requires significant training and 

experience, making CC more difficult to implement in libraries without 

specialized staff. The complexity extends to users as well. While experienced 

users can appreciate the precision and flexibility of CC, new users may find the 

notation system, with its mixture of letters, numbers, and punctuation marks, 

more difficult to navigate than the simpler numerical notation of systems like 

DDC. 
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Limited Adoption and Support Infrastructure 

Despite its theoretical strengths, CC has not achieved widespread adoption outside of 

India and some specialized libraries. This limited adoption creates practical challenges 

for libraries considering implementing the system. The lack of a large user community 

means fewer shared cataloging records, less standardization, and fewer resources for 

training and support. Libraries implementing CC often need to create original 

classifications for much of their collection, increasing the cost and effort of 

classification. The system is also not maintained by a large organization like OCLC 

(which maintains DDC) or the Library of Congress. Since Ranganathan's death, 

updates to the system have been less frequent and less comprehensive, potentially 

limiting its ability to keep pace with evolving knowledge domains. 

Notation Complexity and Length 

CC's notation, while powerful in its expressiveness, can be complex and lengthy. The 

system uses a mixture of Roman and Greek letters, Arabic numerals, and various 

punctuation marks as connecting symbols between facets. For example, a 

classification for "Research on the Treatment of Diabetes in Children in the United 

States during the 2010s" might appear as: L,9:4:6;154.73'N1P This notation, while 

precise in representing all aspects of the subject, is not as immediately readable or 

memorable as the simpler numerical notation of DDC. The complexity can create 

challenges for both staff and users in transcribing, remembering, and locating 

classification numbers. The length of notation also creates practical challenges for 

labeling and shelving materials, particularly for smaller items like pamphlets or for 

libraries with limited spine label space. 

Implementation and Maintenance Challenges 

Implementing CC requires significant resources in terms of staff training, time for 

classification, and potentially relabeling an existing collection. These resources may 

be beyond the capacity of many libraries, particularly smaller institutions with limited 

staff and budgets. Maintaining a collection classified using CC also presents 

challenges. As new editions and revisions of the system are published, libraries must 

decide whether to reclassify existing materials or maintain different classification 
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practices for different portions of their collection. The system's complexity also 

increases the risk of inconsistent application, particularly in libraries with 

multiple classifiers or staff turnover. Achieving consistent, high-quality 

classification requires ongoing training and quality control measures. 

4.4 Applications of DDC and CC in Different Library Types 

Academic and Research Libraries - DDC in Academic Settings 

Academic libraries, particularly in Western countries, have historically favored 

either the Library of Congress Classification (LCC) or the Dewey decimal 

classification for their collections. DDC's application in academic libraries 

offers several advantages aligned with the needs of scholarly communities. 

DDC's hierarchical structure provides a logical organization that helps 

researchers locate materials within their field and discover related resources in 

adjacent classifications. The system's widespread adoption also means that 

researchers familiar with DDC can easily navigate collections across different 

institutions, facilitating collaborative research and resource sharing. For 

example, at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, one of the few 

major academic libraries in the United States that uses DDC, researchers can 

browse the extensive collection organized by subject areas. A historian studying 

the American Civil War would find relevant materials clustered together in the 

973.7 section, with primary sources, biographies, military histories, and social 

histories all located in proximity, facilitating comprehensive research on the 

topic. DDC's detailed classification in certain subject areas, particularly in the 

humanities and social sciences, aligns well with the specialized research needs 

of academic communities. The system's regular updates also ensure that new 

research areas are accommodated, though sometimes with a lag. However, 

DDC's limitations in handling interdisciplinary subjects can be particularly 

problematic in academic settings, where cross-disciplinary research is 

increasingly common. A researcher working on environmental economics, for 

instance, might need to consult materials classified in both the 330s (economics) 

and the 577s (ecology), requiring more navigation between different areas of the 

collection. 
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CC in Academic and Specialized Research Libraries 

Colon Classification finds its strongest application in academic and specialized 

research libraries, particularly those with collections focusing on interdisciplinary 

subjects or non-Western knowledge domains. The system's flexibility in representing 

complex subjects makes it well-suited for collections supporting advanced research. 

In India, several major academic libraries use CC, including the library at the 

Documentation Research and Training Centre (DRTC) founded by Ranganathan 

himself. These libraries benefit from CC's ability to represent specialized and 

interdisciplinary subjects with precision, supporting the needs of researchers working 

across traditional disciplinary boundaries. For example, at a specialized library using 

CC, a researcher studying "Traditional Knowledge Systems in Environmental 

Conservation Practices among Indigenous Communities" would find materials 

precisely classified according to all relevant dimensions of the subject. The 

classification would bring together works spanning anthropology, environmental 

science, traditional knowledge, and indigenous studies in a way that a hierarchical 

system might not accomplish. The system's cultural neutrality also makes it valuable 

for academic libraries with significant collections in non-Western subjects. Libraries 

specializing in Asian studies, African studies, or indigenous knowledge systems may 

find CC more accommodating of these perspectives than Western-centric 

classification systems. However, the complexity of CC means that even in academic 

settings, it requires significant investment in staff training and user education. 

Academic libraries considering CC must weigh its theoretical advantages against the 

practical challenges of implementation and maintenance. 

Public Libraries- DDC as the Standard for Public Libraries 

Dewey decimal classification has become the de facto standard for public libraries 

worldwide, with an estimated 80% of public libraries in the United States and 

countless others internationally using the system. This widespread adoption reflects 

DDC's alignment with the needs and constraints of public libraries. DDC's numerical 

notation is relatively easy for the general public to understand and navigate. A patron 

looking for cookbooks knows to go to the 640s, while someone interested in 

astronomy would head to the 520s. This intuitive brows ability supports the self-
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service model that most public libraries employ. The system's hierarchical 

structure also supports the browsing behavior common among public library 

users. Related subjects are kept together, allowing patrons to discover materials 

adjacent to their initial interest. A person looking for books on Italian cooking 

(641.5945) might discover nearby books on Mediterranean cuisine (641.59182) 

that they hadn't specifically sought out. For example, the Seattle Public Library, 

with its extensive network of branches, uses DDC throughout its system. This 

standardization ensures that patrons familiar with one branch can easily 

navigate others, creating a consistent user experience across the library system. 

Public libraries also benefit from the extensive support infrastructure 

surrounding DDC. Shared cataloging services like OCLC provide classification 

numbers for most published materials, reducing the need for original 

classification and allowing libraries to allocate their limited resources to other 

services. 

Adaptations and Simplifications of DDC for Public Use 

Many public libraries adapt or simplify DDC to better serve their communities. 

These adaptations might include truncating classification numbers to reduce 

complexity, creating custom expansions for subjects of local interest, or 

implementing user-friendly signage to make the system more accessible. For 

instance, the Darien Library in Connecticut implemented a modified version of 

DDC called Glades, which organizes fiction by genre and uses shorter, more 

user-friendly call numbers. This adaptation maintains the logical structure of 

DDC while improving browsability for popular materials. Children's collections 

in public libraries often receive special treatment within the DDC framework. 

Many libraries use simplified classification for children's materials, such as 

using the letter "J" or "E" as a prefix and truncating Dewey numbers to create 

shorter, more manageable call numbers for young users. 

Limited Applications of CC in Public Libraries 

Colon Classification has had minimal adoption in public libraries, even in India 

where the system originated. The complexity of the system and its steep 

learning curve make it less suitable for the general public and for libraries with 
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diverse, non-specialist staff. The few public libraries that have experimented with CC 

have typically done so in specialized collections or as part of academic-public library 

partnerships. For example, a public library with a significant collection of materials on 

local indigenous knowledge might use CC for that specific collection while 

maintaining DDC for the general collection. The notation complexity of CC presents 

particular challenges in public library settings, where users expect to navigate the 

collection with minimal assistance. The mixture of letters, numbers, and punctuation 

marks used in CC notation is less immediately understandable to the average library 

user than DDC's purely numerical notation. Public libraries also face practical 

constraints in terms of staff training and cataloging resources. With limited budgets 

and staff time, many public libraries rely heavily on copy cataloging and shared 

classification records, which are more readily available for DDC than for CC. 

School Libraries 

DDC in K-12 Educational Settings 

School libraries, particularly in Western countries, predominantly use the Dewey 

decimal classification, often in simplified or adapted forms. The system's structure 

provides a framework for teaching information literacy and research skills, while its 

widespread use ensures that students learn a system they will encounter in other 

libraries. In elementary school libraries, simplified versions of DDC are commonly 

implemented. These might include broader categories with shorter notation, colorful 

signage corresponding to Dewey classes, or thematic groupings within the DDC 

framework. For example, picture books might be arranged by subject rather than by 

author, with simple Dewey-based categories like "Animals" (590s) or 

"Transportation" (380s). As students progress to middle and high school, more 

standard implementations of DDC are introduced, though often still with some 

simplifications. These implementations help students develop more sophisticated 

research skills and prepare for the academic libraries they will encounter in higher 

education. For instance, at a typical high school library, students researching the 

American Revolution for a history project would find relevant materials in the 973.3 

section. The classification brings together primary sources, biographies of key figures, 

analyses of military campaigns, and discussions of social and political implications, 

supporting comprehensive research on the topic. School librarians often use DDC as a 
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teaching tool for information literacy, helping students understand how 

knowledge is organized and how to navigate information systems. This 

educational function aligns with the broader mission of school libraries to 

support curriculum and develop students' research skills. 

Educational Advantages and Limitations of DDC in Schools 

DDC offers several educational advantages in school settings. The system's 

hierarchical structure helps students understand relationships between subjects 

and develop conceptual maps of knowledge domains. The decimal notation also 

reinforces mathematical concepts and provides a practical application of 

decimal systems. The predictability of DDC supports student autonomy, 

allowing them to locate materials independently once they understand the basic 

structure. This independence fosters research skills and confidence in navigating 

information resources. However, DDC's complexity can be challenging for 

younger students, requiring significant simplification and adaptation. The 

system's historical and cultural biases may also present educational challenges, 

particularly in diverse schools or those focused on multicultural education. For 

example, a school with a significant population of students from various 

religious backgrounds might find DDC's treatment of religion (with Christianity 

occupying divisions 220-289 and all other religions confined to 290-299) 

problematic from both practical and educational perspectives. 

Limited Applications of CC in Educational Settings 

Colon Classification has had minimal application in K-12 educational settings, 

even in India. The system's complexity makes it less suitable for young learners 

who are developing basic information literacy skills. In some specialized 

educational contexts, particularly in India and in schools with strong 

connections to library science education, CC might be introduced to advanced 

students as an alternative classification approach. These introductions typically 

focus on the theoretical principles of faceted classification rather than practical 

implementation. The flexibility and analytical approach of CC align well with 

contemporary educational philosophies that emphasize critical thinking and 

multiple perspectives. However, the practical challenges of implementing the 
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system, particularly its complex notation and limited support infrastructure, have 

prevented widespread adoption in school libraries. 

Special Libraries and Information Centers 

Specialized Applications of DDC 

Special libraries those serving specific organizations, industries, or subject areas often 

adapt DDC to meet their specialized needs. These adaptations might include expanded 

notation in areas of institutional focus, custom tables for local applications, or 

integration with specialized thesauri and indexing systems. For example, a corporate 

library serving a pharmaceutical company might expand the 615.1 section 

(pharmacology) to provide more detailed classification for the company's areas of 

research, while summarizing other areas of DDC that are less relevant to the 

organization's needs. Government libraries often use modified versions of DDC that 

align with administrative structures and policy areas. The National Agricultural 

Library, for instance, uses a specialized adaptation of DDC called the NAL 

Classification, which expands agricultural subjects while maintaining compatibility 

with the broader DDC structure. These adaptations leverage DDC's flexibility and 

extensibility while addressing its limitations in representing specialized domains with 

the depth required by expert users. 

CC in Specialized Information Centers 

Colon Classification finds some of its strongest applications in specialized 

information centers, particularly those dealing with rapidly evolving, interdisciplinary, 

or technically complex subjects. The system's flexibility in representing multifaceted 

subjects makes it well-suited for specialized collections serving expert users. In India, 

several specialized information centers use CC, including those in scientific research 

institutions, technical universities, and policy organizations. These implementations 

leverage CC's ability to represent complex subjects with precision and accommodate 

new developments without major restructuring. For example, a specialized 

information center focusing on sustainable development might use CC to classify 

materials that span environmental science, economics, public policy, technology, and 

social justice. The classification would bring together works from these various 
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perspectives based on their relevance to specific sustainability challenges or 

approaches. The analytical-synthetic approach of CC also aligns well with the 

needs of specialized information centers serving researchers and professionals 

who approach subjects from multiple perspectives. These users often appreciate 

the precision and multidimensionality that CC can provide, even if they require 

more training to navigate the system effectively. 

Hybrid and Custom Approaches in Special Libraries 

Many special libraries and information centers adopt hybrid or custom 

approaches to classification, combining elements of different systems or 

developing entirely new schemes tailored to their specific needs. These 

approaches often incorporate elements from both hierarchical and faceted 

classification. A specialized medical library might use the National Library of 

Medicine (NLM) Classification (a hierarchical system) for clinical materials 

while using a more faceted approach for interdisciplinary subjects like bioethics 

or health policy. Similarly, a law library might use a standard legal classification 

for primary legal materials while using a more flexible approach for 

interdisciplinary legal scholarship. These hybrid approaches reflect the 

recognition that no single classification system can optimally serve all needs. By 

combining the strengths of different approaches the predictability and simplicity 

of hierarchical classification with the flexibility and precision of faceted 

classification special libraries can create systems that best serve their unique 

user communities and collections. 

Digital and Hybrid Libraries 

DDC in the Digital Environment 

The Dewey decimal classification has evolved to address the challenges and 

opportunities of the digital environment, with digital adaptations extending its 

utility beyond physical shelving to online catalogs, digital collections, and web 

resources. Web Dewey, the electronic version of DDC, provides enhanced 

functionality including multiple access points, keyword searching, and 

integration with standard subject headings and controlled vocabularies. These 
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features address some of the limitations of the print version, particularly in 

representing interdisciplinary subjects and providing multiple access paths to 

resources. Several digital library projects have implemented DDC as an organizing 

principle for digital resources. The Internet Public Library, for instance, used a 

modified version of DDC to organize web resources, providing a familiar structure for 

users navigating the early web. DDC's hierarchical structure translates well to digital 

interfaces, allowing for expandable/collapsible browsing structures that reveal 

increasing levels of specificity. This hierarchical browsing complements keyword 

searching, providing context and relationships that might not be apparent through 

search alone. For example, the Digital Public Library of America uses DDC as one of 

several organizing principles for its digital collections, allowing users to browse 

materials by subject area using familiar Dewey categories. This implementation 

demonstrates how traditional classification principles can be adapted for digital 

contexts. 

CC's Theoretical Advantages in Digital Environments 

Colon Classification's faceted approach offers theoretical advantages in digital 

environments, where physical collocation is less important than representing multiple 

dimensions of subjects and providing diverse access paths. In a digital environment, 

the complexity of CC's notation becomes less problematic, as users can navigate 

through facets using graphical interfaces rather than having to interpret complex call 

numbers. The system's analytical-synthetic approach aligns well with faceted 

navigation and dynamic filtering common in digital interfaces. For example, a digital 

library using CC principles might allow users to filter resources by any combination 

of facets subject, material, process, location, time period creating a flexible, 

multidimensional browsing experience that reflects the complexity of the subjects 

being represented. The hospitality of CC for new subjects and interdisciplinary works 

also aligns well with the dynamic nature of digital collections, which often grow and 

evolve more rapidly than physical collections and frequently include emerging and 

cross-disciplinary topics. 
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Challenges and Innovations in Digital Classification 

Both DDC and CC face challenges in the digital environment, where traditional 

classification approaches must be adapted to accommodate the fluidity, 

interconnectedness, and scale of digital information resources. One significant 

challenge is the granularity of classification. Digital resources often require 

more specific classification than physical items, as users expect 

Multiple Choice Questions (MCQs): 

1. The key difference between DDC and CC is: 

a) DDC is hierarchical, while CC is faceted 

b) DDC uses colons, while CC uses decimal notation 

c) CC is used only for digital libraries 

d) None of the above 

2. DDC is preferred in: 

a) Public and academic libraries 

b) Research institutions only 

c) Digital libraries exclusively 

d) None of the above 

3. CC is considered more: 

a) Suitable for research and specialized libraries 

b) Generalized for all libraries 

c) Difficult to use in digital environments 

d) None of the above 

4. Which classification scheme uses fundamental categories? 

a) Colon Classification 

b) Dewey Decimal Classification 

c) Universal Decimal Classification 

d) None of the above 

5. A major disadvantage of DDC is: 

a) It lacks flexibility for modern subjects 

b) It is based on facets 
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c) It uses symbols for classification 

d) None of the above 

6. Which classification system allows compound subject classification more 

effectively? 

a) Colon Classification 

b) Dewey Decimal Classification 

c) Library of Congress Classification 

d) None of the above 

7. The notation used in CC is: 

a) Pure 

b) Mixed 

c) Numerical 

d) None of the above 

8. DDC is known for: 

a) Simplicity and ease of use 

b) Rigid structure 

c) Limited subject representation 

d) None of the above 

9. Which classification system is more adaptable to modern interdisciplinary 

subjects? 

a) Colon Classification 

b) Dewey Decimal Classification 

c) Library of Congress Classification 

d) None of the above 

10. The major drawback of CC is: 

a) Its complexity in notation and application 

b) Its inability to classify subjects 

c) The lack of decimal notation 

d) None of the above 

Short Questions: 
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1. Compare DDC and CC in terms of structure and notation. 

2. What are the major differences in classification approach between DDC 

and CC? 

3. List the advantages of DDC over CC. 

4. What are the advantages of CC over DDC? 

5. In which types of libraries is DDC more suitable? 

6. How does CC support interdisciplinary subject classification? 

7. What are the limitations of DDC? 

8. What are the challenges of implementing CC in libraries? 

9. How does notation differ in DDC and CC? 

10. Which system is more user-friendly, DDC or CC? Why? 

Long Questions: 

1. Conduct a detailed comparative study of DDC and CC. 

2. Explain the advantages and disadvantages of DDC and CC. 

3. Describe the applications of DDC and CC in different types of libraries. 

4. Analyze why CC is more flexible for research institutions. 

5. Discuss the impact of digitalization on DDC and CC. 
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MODULE 5 

FUTURE TRENDS IN LIBRARY CLASSIFICATION 

Objectives: 

• To explore the impact of technology on classification systems. 

• To study the role of artificial intelligence (AI) and machine learning in 

classification. 

• To understand the evolution of classification schemes for digital libraries. 

• To analyze the integration of automated classification with online databases. 

• To examine the challenges and future developments in classification. 

 

UNIT 13 FUTURE TRENDS IN LIBRARY CLASSIFICATION 

 

5.1 Impact of Technology on Classification Systems 

Classification systems have served as the backbone of knowledge organization for 

centuries, evolving from simple categorization schemes to complex taxonomies that 

attempt to capture the nuances of human knowledge. In the traditional library setting, 

classification systems like the Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) and Library of 

Congress Classification (LCC) have long facilitated the physical arrangement of 

materials and intellectual access to collections. However, the digital revolution has 

fundamentally transformed both the nature of information resources and the methods 

used to organize them. With the exponential growth of digital content, traditional 

classification approaches have faced unprecedented challenges in managing 

information overload, accommodating new resource types, and meeting evolving user 

expectations for information discovery. Simultaneously, technological advancements 

particularly in artificial intelligence (AI) and machine learning (ML) have opened new 

frontiers for enhancing, automating, and reimagining classification processes. These 

technologies are not merely tools for implementing existing classification frameworks 

more efficiently; they represent a paradigm shift in how information is organized, 

accessed, and understood. This exploration examines the multifaceted impact of 
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technology on classification systems, with special attention to how AI and 

machine learning are reshaping library classification practices, challenging 

longstanding principles, and suggesting new possibilities for knowledge 

organization in the 21st century. 

Historical Context of Classification Systems 

Before delving into technological innovations, understanding the historical 

trajectory of classification systems provides essential context. Library 

classification schemes have deep roots, tracing back to ancient civilizations 

where early attempts at organizing scrolls and manuscripts emerged in libraries 

like Alexandria. These early systems often reflected philosophical worldviews, 

organizing knowledge according to perceived hierarchies of disciplines. The 

modern era of library classification began in the late 19th century with Melvil 

Dewey's introduction of the Decimal Classification system in 1876, which 

revolutionized library organization by providing a standardized, expandable 

framework using decimal notation to arrange books by subject. This period also 

saw the development of the Library of Congress Classification system, designed 

specifically for the extensive and diverse collections of the United States 

Library of Congress. These foundational classification schemes shared several 

key characteristics: they were print-oriented, created for physical collections, 

designed for brows ability and collocation of related materials, and structured 

hierarchically to reflect contemporary understanding of knowledge domains. 

Perhaps most importantly, they embodied stability changes occurred slowly 

through deliberate revision processes, and their physical implementation in card 

catalogs and book arrangements required substantial resources to modify. This 

stability, once a virtue in the relatively slow-moving world of print publishing, 

has become increasingly challenged in the digital age where information 

production occurs at unprecedented speeds and in diverse formats that defy 

traditional categorization approaches. The transition from card catalogs to 

Online Public Access Catalogs (OPACs) in the 1970s and 1980s represented the 

first significant technological disruption to traditional classification practices. 

While early OPACs essentially digitized card catalog information, they 

introduced new possibilities for searching beyond the confines of classification 
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headings. This shift marked the beginning of a gradual decoupling of information 

discovery from classification structures a trend that would accelerate dramatically 

with the advent of the internet and web-based information services. In this new 

environment, classification systems faced fundamental questions about their continued 

relevance and necessary adaptations in an increasingly digital information ecosystem. 

The Digital Transformation of Information Resources 

The digital transformation has profoundly altered the nature of information resources 

that classification systems must organize. Traditional library collections consisted 

primarily of discrete physical items books, journals, maps, and other tangible 

materials with clear boundaries and relatively stable content. Digital resources, by 

contrast, exhibit characteristics that challenge conventional classification approaches 

in fundamental ways. They are often dynamic rather than static, with content that may 

change or update continuously. They frequently lack clear boundaries, existing as part 

of interconnected networks rather than as standalone entities. Digital resources may be 

multimodal, combining text, images, audio, video, and interactive elements within a 

single resource. Perhaps most significantly, they can simultaneously exist in multiple 

contexts and be accessed through multiple pathways, undermining the single-location 

principle that underlies physical collection arrangement. The volume and diversity of 

digital information have expanded exponentially. Beyond traditional publication types 

now available in electronic formats, libraries increasingly manage born-digital 

materials, research data, social media content, web archives, institutional repositories, 

and open educational resources. Each of these resource types presents unique 

classification challenges. Research data, for instance, may require detailed description 

of methodologies, variables, and relationships to publications that traditional 

classification systems never contemplated. Web archives capture constantly evolving 

content, raising questions about how to classify resources that change over time. 

Social media and user-generated content introduce informal knowledge creation that 

often defies traditional disciplinary boundaries. In response to these challenges, 

classification practices have gradually shifted from emphasizing physical collocation 

to facilitating intellectual access through metadata. Digital environments allow 

resources to be simultaneously classified in multiple ways, supporting different access 

paths for different user needs. Additionally, the rise of full-text indexing has 
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diminished reliance on assigned classifications for information retrieval, as 

users can directly search content rather than predefined categories. This shift has 

prompted fundamental questions about the purpose and design of classification 

systems in digital contexts. While traditional systems sought comprehensive 

coverage of knowledge domains with mutually exclusive categories, digital 

environments might better support overlapping, fluid categories that 

accommodate resources existing in multiple knowledge contexts 

simultaneously. As libraries increasingly serve as gateways to distributed 

information rather than custodians of local collections, classification systems 

must span institutional and platform boundaries. This expanded scope 

necessitates interoperability between different classification schemes and 

metadata standards a technical challenge requiring sophisticated mapping and 

translation mechanisms. The fundamental tension in contemporary classification 

lies between maintaining the intellectual coherence and stability that have 

traditionally defined quality classification systems and achieving the flexibility 

and responsiveness needed for rapidly evolving digital information landscapes. 

Technological Challenges to Traditional Classification 

Technology has not only changed the information resources being classified but 

has also revealed limitations in traditional classification methodologies. 

Classification systems like DDC and LCC were designed in and for print-centric 

environments, with fundamental assumptions that have become increasingly 

problematic in digital contexts. Their hierarchical structures reflect specific 

cultural and historical perspectives on knowledge organization that may not 

accommodate diverse viewpoints or emerging fields adequately. The notation 

systems, while elegant for organizing physical materials on shelves, often lack 

the expressiveness needed for granular digital resource description. Perhaps 

most significantly, traditional systems employ top-down, relatively static 

approaches to category definition that contrast sharply with the dynamic nature 

of contemporary information. The speed of knowledge evolution in modern 

academic and professional fields presents a particularly acute challenge. 

Traditional classification revision processes operate on timescales of years or 

decades, while new disciplines, methodologies, and terminology emerge 
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continuously. In rapidly developing areas like artificial intelligence, genomics, or 

social media studies, classification systems may become outdated almost immediately 

after revision. This temporal disconnect undermines the authority and usefulness of 

classification systems that cannot keep pace with knowledge development, potentially 

relegating emerging topics to inappropriate or marginalized categories until formal 

revisions occur. 

Interdisciplinary further complicates classification efforts. While traditional systems 

primarily organized knowledge into discrete disciplines with relatively clear 

boundaries, contemporary research increasingly crosses these boundaries, creating 

knowledge that legitimately belongs in multiple categories simultaneously. A 

publication on the ethical implications of artificial intelligence in healthcare, for 

instance, might reasonably be classified under technology ethics, medical informatics, 

healthcare policy, and artificial intelligence with none of these placements capturing 

its full interdisciplinary character. Digital environments theoretically allow multiple 

classification assignments, but most systems still encourage or require a primary 

classification that may artificially simplify interdisciplinary work. User expectations 

shaped by commercial search engines and recommendation systems have created 

additional challenges for library classification. Contemporary information seekers 

often expect natural language searching, personalized recommendations, and 

immediate access to relevant resources without navigating classification hierarchies. 

The Google-like search experience has become the default expectation, making 

traditional classification structures seem unnecessarily complex and opaque to many 

users. Classification systems must now compete with or more productively, integrate 

with algorithmic approaches to information discovery that may not require explicit 

classification at all. These challenges have prompted fundamental reconsideration of 

classification purposes in the digital age. While physical arrangement once 

necessitated a single classification decision for each item, digital environments allow 

multiple, overlapping classification approaches. This shift has encouraged greater 

emphasis on user-centered classification, where the organizing principles reflect 

anticipated information needs rather than abstract knowledge hierarchies. It has also 

prompted exploration of more dynamic, algorithmically driven classification methods 

that can evolve in response to changing terminology, emerging topics, and observed 

user behavior. These developments do not necessarily render traditional classification 
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obsolete, but they do require thoughtful adaptation of classification principles 

for digital contexts. 

Early Technological Applications in Classification 

The earliest intersections of technology and classification involved automation 

of traditional processes rather than fundamental reimagining of classification 

principles. Beginning in the 1960s and 1970s, libraries implemented computer 

systems to generate catalog records containing classification numbers, automate 

the production of spine labels, and track item locations. These applications 

primarily focused on improving operational efficiency while maintaining 

established classification practices. The introduction of integrated library 

systems in the 1980s further automated workflows around classification 

implementation, but generally preserved traditional approaches to category 

definition and assignment. More significant technological impacts emerged 

with the development of machine-readable classification data. The conversion 

of classification schedules to digital formats enabled new applications beyond 

physical arrangement. Digitized classification data could be integrated into 

discovery systems, facilitate cross-classification mapping, and support 

automated assignment tools. The MARC Classification Format, introduced in 

the 1990s, standardized the representation of classification data for computer 

processing, while projects like Web Dewey and Class Web provided online 

interfaces to classification schedules. These developments improved access to 

classification information but still largely treated technology as a tool for 

implementing human-designed and human-assigned classifications. Database 

technologies enabled more sophisticated exploitation of classification data for 

information retrieval. Faceted classification approaches, which had existed 

conceptually since Ranganathan's Colon Classification in the 1930s but proved 

challenging to implement in physical environments, found new viability in 

digital systems. Online catalogs could now present multiple classification facets 

simultaneously, allowing users to navigate resources through various 

conceptual dimensions rather than a single hierarchical path. Classification data 

could also support browse-based interfaces that maintained the benefits of 

subject collocation while integrating with keyword searching. The networking 
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of classification data represented another significant advancement. Projects like the 

Virtual International Authority File (VIAF) demonstrated the potential for linking 

classification data across institutions and languages, while the emergence of the 

Semantic Web offered a framework for expressing classification relationships in 

machine-actionable formats. Linked Data approaches to classification have enabled 

more flexible connections between different classification systems and between 

classification data and other knowledge organization systems. These developments 

expanded the utility of classification beyond individual libraries to support networked 

information discovery across institutional boundaries. These early technological 

applications primarily enhanced rather than replaced traditional classification 

methods. They maintained human intellectual control over category definition while 

using technology to improve implementation, access, and interoperability. However, 

they also laid important groundwork for more transformative applications by 

converting classification structures to machine-process able formats, establishing 

standards for classification data exchange, and creating networked classification 

infrastructures. These foundations would prove essential for the later integration of 

artificial intelligence and machine learning approaches that began to shift the 

boundary between human and machine roles in classification processes. 

5.2 Role of AI and Machine Learning in Library Classification 

Artificial intelligence and machine learning represent the most significant 

technological developments affecting classification systems in recent decades. Before 

examining specific applications, understanding the fundamental AI and ML 

approaches relevant to classification provides important context. Unlike earlier 

technologies that primarily implemented human-defined classifications, AI and ML 

techniques can participate in the classification process itself by identifying patterns, 

generating categories, and making classification decisions based on learned examples 

or extracted features. Supervised learning represents the most straightforward 

application of machine learning to classification tasks. In this approach, algorithms 

learn to classify items based on a training set of previously classified examples. A 

supervised classification model for library materials might learn from thousands of 

books already assigned classification numbers, identifying patterns in titles, abstracts, 

table of contents, and full text that correlate with specific classifications. Once trained, 
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such a model can suggest classifications for new items based on their similarity 

to previously classified materials. This approach essentially automates the 

application of existing classification schemes rather than creating new 

classification structures. Unsupervised learning approaches, by contrast, can 

identify patterns and potential categories without predefined classification 

schemes. Clustering algorithms group similar items based on extracted features, 

potentially revealing natural divisions in a collection that might not align with 

traditional classification categories. Topic modeling techniques like Latent 

Dirichlet Allocation (LDA) can identify recurring themes across a corpus, 

suggesting potential subject categories based on statistical patterns in text. 

These approaches can complement or challenge traditional classification by 

revealing organizational structures emergent from the content itself rather than 

imposed by predefined schemas. 

Natural language processing (NLP) provides essential capabilities for automated 

classification of textual materials. Named entity recognition identifies specific 

persons, organizations, places, and concepts mentioned in texts. Sentiment 

analysis detects emotional tone and subjective perspectives. Relationship 

extraction identifies connections between concepts. These techniques can 

extract rich semantic information from textual content to support more nuanced 

classification decisions. Recent advances in transformer-based language models 

like BERT, GPT, and their successors have dramatically improved NLP 

capabilities, enabling more sophisticated understanding of textual content for 

classification purposes. Computer vision techniques extend automated 

classification capabilities to non-textual content like images, videos, and 

diagrams. Image recognition can identify objects, scenes, activities, and visual 

characteristics. Optical character recognition (OCR) converts text in images to 

machine-readable formats for further processing. Video analysis can detect 

scene changes, identify actions, and transcribe speech. These capabilities 

support more comprehensive classification of multimodal resources that 

combine textual and visual elements an increasingly common characteristic of 

digital materials. Knowledge representation techniques provide frameworks for 

structuring the relationships between classification categories. Ontologies define 

concepts and relationships within domains with formal logic that supports 
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automated reasoning. Knowledge graphs represent entities and their interconnections 

in graph structures that can express complex relationships between subjects. These 

approaches provide the conceptual infrastructure needed to move beyond simple 

hierarchical classification to more networked, relationship-rich knowledge 

organization. The integration of these AI and ML foundations into classification 

systems has occurred gradually, with different techniques adopted at different rates. 

Supervised learning applications for classification suggestion have seen the widest 

implementation, while unsupervised approaches that might fundamentally reshape 

classification structures have faced more resistance due to concerns about intellectual 

control and interpretability. However, the continued advancement of these 

technologies and increasing comfort with algorithmic approaches in information 

organization suggest a trajectory toward more substantial AI and ML integration in 

classification systems. 

AI-Enhanced Automated Classification 

Automated classification using AI and ML techniques has emerged as one of the most 

significant technological applications in modern library and information settings. 

Unlike manual classification, which relies entirely on human judgment to assign 

categories, automated classification employs algorithms to analyze resource 

characteristics and suggest or apply classification decisions. These systems typically 

combine multiple AI approaches to process different aspects of information resources. 

One prominent application is automated subject heading and classification number 

assignment. Libraries with large digital collections have implemented systems that 

analyze resource metadata and content to suggest appropriate subject headings and 

classification numbers from established schemes like Library of Congress Subject 

Headings (LCSH) or Dewey decimal classification. For example, the University of 

California system has experimented with automated classification tools that process 

electronic dissertation submissions, extracting keywords from abstracts and full text to 

suggest appropriate classification placements. These tools typically employ supervised 

learning approaches, trained on previously classified materials to recognize patterns 

associated with specific classification categories. The implementation of such systems 

reveals both promising capabilities and significant limitations. While automated 

classification can process materials at scales impossible for human classifiers, 
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accuracy varies considerably based on factors like training data quality, subject 

domain, and resource characteristics. Technical materials with specialized 

vocabulary tend to yield more accurate automated classification than 

interdisciplinary or conceptually ambiguous works. Consequently, most 

implementations adopt hybrid approaches where algorithms suggest 

classifications for human review rather than making final determinations 

autonomously. This human-in-the-loop approach maintains intellectual quality 

control while still leveraging automation for efficiency. 

More sophisticated applications incorporate multiple AI techniques to enhance 

classification processes. Some systems employ natural language processing to 

extract key concepts from full text, computer vision to analyze embedded 

images or diagrams, and knowledge graph technologies to situate extracted 

concepts within semantic networks. These multimodal approaches can provide 

richer classification by considering both textual and visual content 

characteristics. For instance, automated classification of medical literature might 

analyze both text descriptions and medical images to determine appropriate 

subject placement, potentially capturing visual information that text-only 

classification might miss. Beyond simply applying existing classification 

schemes, AI systems have begun contributing to classification structure 

development and maintenance. Machine learning techniques can identify 

emerging terminology clusters in recent publications, highlighting potential 

areas where classification schemes need expansion or revision. Natural language 

processing can analyze user search queries to identify gaps between user 

vocabulary and classification terminology. These applications shift AI's role 

from merely implementing human-designed classifications to participating in 

the evolution of classification structures themselves. The integration of AI in 

classification processes raises important questions about transparency and 

explain ability. While traditional classification decisions by human catalogers 

could be justified through reference to established principles and precedents, 

some machine learning approaches particularly deep learning models may make 

classification decisions through complex internal processes that resist 

straightforward explanation. This "black box" aspect of some AI systems 

complicates quality assessment and potentially undermines user trust in 
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classification decisions. In response, there is growing emphasis on developing 

explainable AI for classification that can articulate the reasoning behind suggested 

categories in human-understandable terms. Despite these challenges, AI-enhanced 

automated classification continues to expand in library and information settings. As 

collections grow increasingly digital and classification resources remain constrained, 

automation represents a practical necessity rather than merely an efficiency 

opportunity. The most successful implementations balance algorithmic capabilities 

with human expertise, using AI to handle routine classification and scale processing 

while preserving human judgment for complex or ambiguous cases. This 

complementary approach recognizes both the remarkable pattern recognition 

capabilities of modern AI systems and the contextual understanding and interpretive 

skills that human classifiers bring to the organization of knowledge. 

Machine Learning for Classification Scheme Development 

Beyond applying existing classification schemes, machine learning has begun 

influencing the development and revision of the classification structures themselves. 

Traditional classification scheme development has been a labor-intensive process 

involving domain experts who manually analyze literature, identify significant 

concepts, and construct hierarchical relationships based on disciplinary knowledge 

and cataloging principles. This approach, while intellectually rigorous, struggles to 

keep pace with rapidly evolving fields and emerging interdisciplinary areas. Machine 

learning offers potential solutions by identifying patterns in publication trends, 

terminology usage, and concept relationships that might inform classification structure 

development. Topic modeling techniques like Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA) and 

more recent neural network approaches can analyze large corpora to identify 

statistically significant topic clusters without predefined categories. The OCLC 

Research division has experimented with applying these techniques to identify 

emerging subject areas in scientific literature that might warrant new classification 

categories. By analyzing patterns in recently published materials across disciplines, 

such approaches can highlight conceptual areas where existing classification 

structures may have gaps or inadequate granularity. For instance, topic modeling of 

computer science literature might reveal a rapidly expanding cluster of publications 

around quantum computing that suggests the need for more detailed classification 
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subdivisions in this area. Network analysis of citation patterns and concept co-

occurrence provides another machine learning approach to classification 

structure development. By examining how publications reference one another 

and which concepts frequently appear together, algorithms can identify natural 

clustering within knowledge domains that might inform classification 

hierarchies. The Semantic Scholar project demonstrates how such analysis can 

reveal conceptual neighborhoods and influential relationship patterns across 

domains. These patterns may sometimes challenge traditional disciplinary 

boundaries represented in classification schemes, suggesting alternative 

organizational structures that better reflect actual research practice and 

knowledge development. 

Natural language processing techniques support classification development by 

analyzing terminological evolution within fields. Classification schemes depend 

on controlled vocabulary that must evolve as disciplinary terminology changes. 

NLP approaches can monitor publication corpora to identify emerging terms, 

changing usage patterns, and shifts in semantic relationships that might 

necessitate classification updates. For example, analysis of medical literature 

might reveal that a term previously used narrowly has expanded in scope, 

suggesting a need to reconsider its hierarchical placement in classification 

structures. Similarly, NLP can identify when formerly distinct concepts are 

increasingly treated as related, suggesting potential need for cross-referencing in 

classification schemes. These machine learning approaches to classification 

development typically function as augmentation rather than replacement for 

human expertise. The patterns identified algorithmically require interpretation 

by subject specialists who understand broader intellectual contexts and can 

distinguish significant conceptual shifts from temporary terminology trends. The 

most effective implementations create feedback loops between algorithmic 

pattern identification and expert review, with each informing the other. For 

instance, expert-identified conceptual areas might guide more focused machine 

learning analysis, while algorithm-identified patterns might prompt experts to 

examine emerging areas they might otherwise overlook. Several major 

classification scheme managers have begun incorporating machine learning into 

their revision processes. The Dewey Decimal Classification Editorial Policy 
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Committee has explored using text mining and concept extraction to identify 

candidate areas for classification expansion in scientific and technology fields. 

Similarly, the Library of Congress has implemented text analysis of cataloging 

patterns to inform Subject Heading revisions. These applications represent early steps 

toward more algorithmically informed classification development, though they 

maintain significant human oversight of structural decisions. The integration of 

machine learning in classification development suggests a potential shift from periodic 

comprehensive revisions toward more continuous, responsive evolution of 

classification structures. Rather than waiting years for formal revision processes, 

classification schemes enhanced by machine learning could potentially identify and 

incorporate emerging knowledge areas more fluidly. This approach might better 

accommodate the accelerating pace of knowledge development while maintaining the 

intellectual coherence that makes classification systems valuable for knowledge 

organization. 

User-Centered and Adaptive Classification Systems 

Technology has enabled a significant shift from classification systems designed 

primarily around abstract knowledge organization principles toward systems that 

adapt to observed user needs and behaviors. Traditional classification focused on 

creating idealized knowledge structures that users would need to understand and 

navigate. Contemporary approaches increasingly consider how users actually search 

for and interact with information, creating more responsive classification systems that 

evolve based on usage patterns. Recommendation systems represent one of the most 

visible manifestations of this shift. While not classification systems in the traditional 

sense, they effectively create personalized organizational structures based on 

individual usage patterns and preferences. Library discovery systems have 

increasingly incorporated recommendation features that suggest related resources 

based on borrowing patterns, search behavior, and content similarity. For example, the 

ExLibris Primo system analyzes collective usage data to identify resources frequently 

used together, creating dynamic relationships that complement traditional 

classification groupings. These systems effectively generate contextual, personalized 

classifications that may differ significantly from static, universal schemes but 

potentially better serve immediate information needs. Search log analysis provides 
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valuable data for refining classification systems. By examining how users search 

for information and which resources they ultimately select, libraries can identify 

gaps between user vocabulary and classification terminology. The OCLC World 

Cat Discovery system analyzes millions of searches to identify patterns in how 

users conceptually approach subjects compared to how those subjects are 

represented in classification structures. These insights can inform classification 

revisions, suggesting areas where additional entry points, cross-references, or 

alternative terminology might better align with user conceptual frameworks. For 

instance, analysis might reveal that users consistently search for "climate 

change" while the classification system primarily uses "global warming," 

suggesting a terminology alignment opportunity. 

Adaptive classification systems go beyond analysis to implement dynamic 

adjustments based on usage patterns. These systems modify resource 

relationships, terminology mappings, or even categorical structures in response 

to observed behaviors. The BiblioCommons discovery platform demonstrates 

this approach by incorporating user-generated tags, lists, and reviews as 

supplementary classification layers that evolve continuously with usage. These 

adaptive elements create pathways between resources that might not share 

traditional classification placement but demonstrate affinity through usage 

patterns. While most implementations maintain traditional classification as a 

stable backbone, they increasingly supplement it with these dynamic, behavior-

driven organizational layers. User interface design plays a crucial role in how 

classification systems are experienced and utilized. Contemporary interfaces 

often deemphasize explicit classification notation in favor of natural language 

representations of categories, visual browsing interfaces, and faceted navigation 

that presents classification as one of several organizational dimensions rather 

than a singular hierarchical structure. The Digital Public Library of America 

exemplifies this approach, offering visual subject browsing alongside traditional 

search and multiple classification facets for resource narrowing. These interfaces 

maintain the intellectual organization provided by classification systems while 

presenting it in more accessible formats aligned with contemporary information-

seeking behaviors. The move toward user-centered classification raises 

important questions about universality versus personalization. Traditional 
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classification systems emphasized consistent, universal organization applicable across 

contexts the same book receives the same classification regardless of local collection 

composition or user community characteristics. Adaptive approaches, by contrast, 

might generate different organizational structures for different contexts based on local 

usage patterns. This tension between universal and contextualized classification 

represents one of the fundamental challenges in contemporary classification theory. 

The most sophisticated systems attempt to balance these approaches, maintaining core 

classification structures for intellectual coherence while allowing contextual layers to 

emerge through usage. As classification systems become more responsive to user 

behavior, ethical considerations around privacy, transparency, and potential bias 

require careful attention. Systems that track user behavior to inform classification 

decisions must implement appropriate privacy protections and transparent data usage 

policies. Additionally, usage-based classification adaptation risks reinforcing existing 

patterns rather than expanding intellectual horizons potentially creating filter bubbles 

where users encounter only familiar classification paths. Thoughtful implementation 

requires mechanisms to balance responsiveness with intellectual diversity and 

serendipitous discovery opportunities. 

Semantic Web and Linked Data Classification Approaches 

The Semantic Web vision, articulated by Tim Berners-Lee and colleagues in the early 

2000s, has significantly influenced classification approaches by emphasizing machine-

processable relationships between concepts rather than simply assigning resources to 

predefined categories. This paradigm shift from classification as category assignment 

to classification as relationship expression has opened new possibilities for 

representing complex knowledge structures in digital environments. Linked Data 

principles, which emphasize HTTP URIs for concept identification, structured 

relationships using RDF (Resource Description Framework), and connections to 

external datasets, provide the technical foundation for implementing this vision. 

Ontologies serve as the conceptual backbone of Semantic Web classification 

approaches. Unlike traditional classification schemes that primarily establish 

hierarchical relationships, ontologies define diverse relationship types between 

concepts with formal semantics that support logical inference. For example, the 

BIBFRAME ontology, developed by the Library of Congress as a linked data 
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replacement for MARC records, expresses not just subject relationships but also 

creator roles, format characteristics, and relationships between different 

expressions of works. This multidimensional approach allows more nuanced 

classification that captures the complex relationships within knowledge 

domains. Other domain-specific ontologies like SNOMED CT for medicine or 

CIDOC CRM for cultural heritage provide similarly rich conceptual structures 

for specialized fields. Knowledge graphs implement these ontological structures 

at scale, creating vast networks of interconnected concepts that support 

sophisticated classification. Major knowledge graphs like DBpedia (structured 

data extracted from Wikipedia), Wikidata, and the Google Knowledge Graph 

contain millions of entities and relationships that can be leveraged for 

classification purposes. Library classification increasingly interfaces with these 

knowledge graphs, mapping traditional subject headings and classification 

categories to equivalent concepts in broader knowledge structures. The Library 

of Congress has mapped many of its subject headings to Wikidata entities, while 

OCLC has linked Dewey Decimal classes to multiple external knowledge 

sources. These mappings enhance classification by situating library resources 

within broader knowledge contexts and enabling integration with non-library 

information sources. 

The SKOS (Simple Knowledge Organization System) standard has facilitated 

bringing traditional classification schemes into the Linked Data environment. 

SKOS provides a standard model for expressing thesauri, classification schemes, 

and taxonomies as machine-actionable linked data. Major classification systems 

including DDC, LCC, and Universal Decimal Classification have been partially 

or fully expressed in SKOS format, enabling their integration with other Linked 

Data resources. SKOS also supports multilingual concept representation and 

mapping between different classifications systems, addressing longstanding 

challenges in classification interoperability. For example, the EUROVOC 

thesaurus uses SKOS to express equivalent concepts across 24 European 

languages, demonstrating how Linked Data approaches can transcend the 

language limitations of traditional classification. Linked Data classification 

approaches enable what might be called "distributed classification" where 

different aspects of a resource's intellectual content can be represented by 

Notes 

 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University



168  

concepts from multiple classification systems and knowledge organization schemas. 

Rather than forcing a resource into a single classification placement, Linked Data 

allows simultaneous connection to relevant concepts from various subject 

vocabularies, each contributing partial description of the resource's intellectual 

content. The European a digital library demonstrates this approach, using multiple 

classification vocabularies simultaneously to describe cultural heritage resources from 

across Europe. This distributed model acknowledges the inherent limitations of any 

single classification scheme while leveraging the combined strengths of multiple 

knowledge organization systems. The combination of Linked Data principles with 

machine learning techniques supports increasingly sophisticated automated 

classification. By training algorithms on existing relationships within knowledge 

graphs, systems can suggest appropriate concept assignments for new resources based 

on textual analysis. The entity recognition capabilities of modern NLP systems can 

identify potential concepts in text and link them to corresponding entities in 

knowledge graphs, effectively classifying content through entity relationship networks 

rather than predefined categories. This approach allows classification to emerge from 

content analysis rather than requiring explicit category assignment, potentially 

addressing the scalability challenges of traditional classification methods. While 

Semantic Web and Linked Data approaches offer compelling advantages for digital 

classification, their implementation faces significant practical challenges. Creating and 

maintaining high-quality ontologies and knowledge graphs requires substantial 

expertise and resources. Mapping between different knowledge organization systems 

involves complex intellectual decisions that resist complete automation. Additionally, 

the increased complexity of relationship-based classification can create usability 

challenges for both implementers and end-users accustomed to simpler hierarchical 

structures. Despite these challenges, the trajectory of digital classification appears 

increasingly oriented toward these approaches as they align well with the networked, 

interconnected nature of digital information resources. 

Ethical Considerations in AI-Enhanced Classification 

As AI and machine learning play increasingly significant roles in classification 

processes, ethical considerations have gained prominence in both theoretical discourse 

and practical implementation. These technologies do not simply improve efficiency; 
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they reshape the fundamental nature of classification decisions in ways that raise 

important questions about bias, transparency, intellectual freedom, and human-

machine collaboration. Understanding and addressing these ethical dimensions 

is essential for responsible integration of AI in classification systems. 

Algorithmic bias represents perhaps the most widely discussed ethical concern 

in AI-enhanced classification. Machine learning systems learn from existing 

data, including any biases present in that data. If training sets contain 

classification decisions that reflect historical biases regarding gender, race, 

sexuality, religion, or other sensitive dimensions, algorithms may perpetuate or 

even amplify these biases in new classification suggestions. For example, a 

classification algorithm trained on historical library collections might suggest 

placing works on LGBTQ+ topics under psychology or medical classifications 

rather than recognizing them as legitimate sociocultural subjects, reflecting 

outdated perspectives embedded in training data. Similarly, works discussing 

non-Western religious or philosophical traditions might receive less granular 

classification than Western equivalents due to historical collection imbalances. 

Addressing algorithmic bias requires both technical and intellectual approaches. 

Technically, classification systems can implement bias detection mechanisms 

that flag potentially problematic patterns in training data or classification 

suggestions. Intellectually, classification designers must critically examine the 

conceptual foundations of their systems, considering how knowledge structures 

themselves might embed particular cultural perspectives or marginalize certain 

viewpoints. The American Library Association's Subject Analysis Committee 

has emphasized the importance of reviewing automated classification outputs 

specifically for biased treatment of works related to marginalized groups. Some 

institutions have implemented review committees specifically focused on 

examining classification algorithms for potential bias, ensuring multiple 

perspectives inform both algorithm design and output evaluation. Transparency 

and explain ability constitute another critical ethical dimension. Traditional 

classification decisions made by human catalogers could be explained through 

reference to classification principles and professional judgment. Some machine 

learning approaches, particularly complex neural networks, may make 

classification decisions through internal processes that resist straightforward 
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explanation. This "black box" aspect potentially undermines accountability for 

classification decisions and complicates quality assessment. Users and librarians may 

reasonably question how specific classifications were determined, especially for 

controversial or sensitive topics where classification placement can influence 

reception and accessibility. 

In response to these concerns, the library field has increasingly emphasized 

"explainable AI" for classification systems designed to articulate the reasoning behind 

suggested classifications in human-understandable terms. The Library of Congress's 

Machine Learning + Libraries initiative has specifically prioritized transparency in 

classification algorithms, developing approaches that document feature importance in 

classification decisions. Similarly, the OCLC Research division has explored 

visualization techniques for making classification algorithms more interpretable, 

showing which text features most strongly influenced particular classification 

suggestions. These approaches aim to maintain intellectual accountability while 

leveraging algorithmic capabilities. Privacy considerations also intersect with AI-

enhanced classification, particularly for systems that adapt based on user behavior. 

Classification systems that analyze search patterns, reading preferences, or resource 

usage to inform classification decisions must implement appropriate protections for 

user data. The International Federation of Library Associations and Institutions 

(IFLA) has emphasized that adaptive classification systems must adhere to 

professional principles regarding reader privacy and confidentiality. This requires 

careful consideration of what behavioral data is collected, how long it is retained, 

whether it is linked to individual identities, and how transparently these practices are 

communicated to users. Perhaps the most fundamental ethical question concerns the 

appropriate balance between human and algorithmic roles in classification processes. 

Classification decisions influence how knowledge is organized, accessed, and 

understood potentially shaping intellectual discourse and knowledge development. 

Delegating these decisions entirely to algorithms raises concerns about surrendering 

important intellectual judgments to systems that may lack contextual understanding or 

appreciation for classification's social consequences. Conversely, rejecting 

algorithmic assistance altogether may perpetuate existing limitations in classification 

coverage and currency while imposing unsustainable workloads on human classifiers 
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as information volumes continue to expand. 

Most libraries and information organizations have adopted hybrid approaches 

that maintain meaningful human involvement while leveraging algorithmic 

capabilities. These approaches typically position algorithms as assistants rather 

than replacements for human judgment, suggesting classifications for human 

review rather than making final determinations. The National Library of 

Medicine, for instance, uses machine learning to suggest Medical Subject 

Headings for biomedical literature but maintains expert review of these 

suggestions. Similarly, many academic libraries use automated classification to 

process electronic theses and dissertations but incorporate faculty or subject 

specialist review for final classification decisions. These hybrid models aim to 

combine algorithmic efficiency with human contextual understanding and 

ethical judgment. 

Future Directions and Emerging Trends 

The ongoing evolution of technology continues to suggest new possibilities for 

classification systems that may fundamentally transform how knowledge is 

organized and accessed. Several emerging trends and experimental approaches 

indicate potential future directions that merit attention from information 

professionals and classification theorists. While some of these developments 

remain speculative, they collectively suggest a trajectory toward more dynamic, 

responsive, and contextually aware classification systems that blend human 

intellectual frameworks with algorithmic capabilities. Deep learning approaches, 

particularly large language models (LLMs) and multimodal AI systems, 

represent one of the most significant emerging influences on classification. 

These systems demonstrate remarkable capabilities for understanding natural 

language, identifying concepts across modalities, and recognizing complex 

patterns that might inform classification decisions. Experimental applications of 

models like GPT-4 and BERT derivatives to classification tasks have shown 

promising results for automatically identifying appropriate subject categories 

and suggesting classification placements. These models appear particularly 

effective for interdisciplinary materials that resist straightforward classification 
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in traditional schemes, as they can identify conceptual relationships across traditional 

domain boundaries. As these technologies mature, they may enable more nuanced 

automated classification that considers contextual factors and conceptual subtleties 

beyond the reach of earlier algorithms. 

Context-aware classification represents another emerging direction. Rather than 

assigning fixed classifications to resources, these approaches generate classifications 

dynamically based on the specific context in which information is sought. The same 

resource might receive different classification emphasis depending on the user's 

search path, current information needs, or relationship to other resources in a specific 

inquiry. Experimental systems at research libraries have implemented this approach 

for digital collections, dynamically highlighting different subject facets based on 

detected search patterns. This contextual approach acknowledges that the significance 

of particular subject aspects may vary according to usage context, potentially 

providing more relevant organization than static classification alone. Multimodal 

classification extends beyond textual analysis to incorporate visual, audio, and 

interactive content characteristics in classification decisions. As digital resources 

increasingly combine multiple information modalities, classification systems must 

evolve to address these complex resources comprehensively. Emerging approaches 

use computer vision techniques to analyze images, diagrams, and visual layouts 

alongside textual content, developing classification suggestions that reflect both 

textual and visual information. Stanford University's Visual Genome project 

demonstrates how visual understanding can inform knowledge organization, while the 

Internet Archive's experimental multimodal classification incorporates audio, video, 

and interactive elements in classification decisions. These approaches potentially 

address a longstanding limitation of text-focused classification for multimodal 

resources. 

Decentralized and collaborative classification systems leverage distributed expertise 

across institutions and domains while maintaining coherent knowledge organization. 

Blockchain and distributed ledger technologies have been proposed as potential 

infrastructures for collaborative classification that allow distributed maintenance 

while preserving provenance and version control for classification decisions. The 

Open Knowledge Network initiative envisions interconnected knowledge graphs 
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maintained by domain communities that collectively form comprehensive 

classification structures beyond what any single institution could develop or 

maintain. These approaches potentially address the resource limitations of 

traditional centralized classification management while leveraging broader 

expertise across specialized domains. Neuromorphic classification represents a 

more speculative direction inspired by human cognitive processes. These 

approaches attempt to model classification systems on neural networks that 

mimic human concept formation and categorical thinking rather than imposing 

predefined structures. Experimental systems analyze how human subjects 

organize concepts and attempt to develop classification algorithms that replicate 

these cognitive patterns. While still largely theoretical, such approaches might 

eventually develop classification structures that more naturally align with human 

conceptual organization, potentially improving usability and intuitive navigation 

compared to traditional classification schemes. Quantum computing approaches 

to classification, though currently highly speculative, suggest potential long-

term transformations in how relationships between concepts are represented and 

processed. Quantum computing's ability to process multiple states 

simultaneously offers theoretical advantages for representing the complex, 

overlapping relationships between knowledge domains that challenge traditional 

classification. Research at institutions like MIT and Oxford has begun exploring 

how quantum algorithms might enable more sophisticated semantic analysis and 

relationship modeling for knowledge organization. While practical 

implementation remains distant, these explorations suggest potential future 

directions for classification theory and practice. 

Ethical frameworks for AI-enhanced classification continue to develop, with 

increasing emphasis on responsible innovation that balances technological 

capabilities with human values and professional principles. The American 

Library Association's recent resolution on algorithmic decision-making in 

libraries explicitly addresses classification, calling for transparency, 

accountability, and human oversight of The organization of knowledge has been 

a fundamental human endeavor since the earliest civilizations began collecting 

and preserving information. From the ancient library of Alexandria to today's 

vast digital repositories, the need to systematically arrange and retrieve 
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information has driven the continuous evolution of classification schemes. With the 

exponential growth of digital content, traditional approaches to classification have 

been challenged, transformed, and in many cases, revolutionized. The digital age has 

necessitated more dynamic, flexible, and automated approaches to organizing 

information resources. This exploration examines the historical trajectory of 

classification schemes as they have evolved to meet the demands of digital libraries, 

the integration of automated classification systems with online databases, and the 

challenges and future developments facing the field. The journey from manual 

hierarchical systems to AI-powered semantic networks represents not just a 

technological progression but a fundamental reimagining of how we conceptualize the 

organization of human knowledge in an increasingly digital world. 

Historical Foundations of Knowledge Organization 

The journey of classification schemes begins far before the digital era, with roots 

stretching back to ancient civilizations. The Library of Alexandria employed one of 

the earliest known systematic approaches to organizing scrolls, grouping them by 

subject areas and author names. This fundamental principle of subject-based 

organization would continue to influence knowledge organization for millennia. In 

medieval monastic libraries, manuscripts were typically arranged according to their 

content, with religious texts taking precedence, followed by classical works and 

scientific treatises. These early systems, while rudimentary by modern standards, 

established the crucial practice of organizing information based on intellectual 

relationships rather than merely physical characteristics. The modern era of library 

classification emerged in the 19th century with the development of comprehensive 

schemes designed to encompass all human knowledge. The Dewey Decimal 

Classification (DDC), created by Melvil Dewey in 1876, revolutionized library 

organization by dividing knowledge into ten main classes, each further subdivided by 

decimal notation. This approach allowed for both hierarchical arrangement and 

infinite expandability, making it adaptable to growing collections. Dewey's innovation 

lay not just in the decimal structure but in the relative location principle, which freed 

libraries from fixed shelving orders. A contemporary of Dewey, Charles Ammi Cutter, 

developed the Expansive Classification, which later influenced the development of the 

Library of Congress Classification (LCC). The LCC, designed specifically for the vast 

Notes 

 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University



175  

and diverse collections of the United States Library of Congress, took a more 

pragmatic approach with its alphanumeric notation and subject-specific 

schedules. These systems, along with the Universal Decimal Classification 

(UDC) developed by Paul Otlet and Henri La Fontaine, which extended the 

DDC to include faceted elements, formed the foundation upon which later 

digital classifications would build. The concept of faceted classification, 

formalized by S.R. Ranganathan in his Colon Classification system in the 1930s, 

introduced a revolutionary approach that would later prove particularly well-

suited to digital environments. Unlike the strictly hierarchical systems that 

preceded it, Ranganathan's scheme analyzed subjects as combinations of 

fundamental categories or facets: Personality, Matter, Energy, Space, and Time 

(PMEST). This analytical-synthetic approach allowed for the construction of 

complex subject headings through the combination of simple elements, a 

principle that would later find resonance in the relational and object-oriented 

structures of digital databases. The recognition that knowledge is 

multidimensional and that items could be described along multiple axes 

simultaneously represented a conceptual breakthrough that anticipated many of 

the challenges and solutions of digital classification. 

Transition to the Digital Environment 

The transition from print to digital libraries brought with it both challenges and 

opportunities for classification schemes. Traditional systems like the DDC and 

LCC, designed primarily for physical book arrangement on shelves, faced 

limitations in the digital realm where physical collocation was no longer 

necessary. However, the principles underlying these systems hierarchical 

structure, subject relationships, and systematic notation remained valuable for 

organizing digital content. Early digital libraries often simply migrated 

traditional classification schemes to the electronic environment, using them 

primarily as subject access points in online catalogs. This approach, while 

leveraging existing intellectual infrastructure, failed to fully exploit the potential 

of digital systems for more flexible and multidimensional access. The 

emergence of metadata standards in the 1990s marked a significant 

advancement in digital resource description and classification. The Dublin Core 
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Metadata Element Set, with its fifteen core elements, provided a simple yet extensible 

framework for describing a wide range of digital objects. Unlike traditional 

classification schemes focused primarily on subject content, metadata frameworks 

embraced a broader conception of resource description, including elements related to 

creation, format, rights, and relationships. This multidimensional approach to resource 

description allowed for more flexible retrieval strategies beyond simple subject 

browsing. The development of the Resource Description Framework (RDF) further 

expanded the potential for resource description by establishing a model for expressing 

relationships between resources and concepts in a machine-readable format. These 

innovations laid the groundwork for the semantic web and linked data approaches that 

would later transform digital classification. 

With the proliferation of online databases and digital repositories in the late 1990s and 

early 2000s, specialized classification schemes emerged to address the unique 

characteristics of digital collections. Gene ontologies in bioinformatics databases, 

specialized thesauri for medical literature, and custom taxonomies for corporate 

knowledge bases all reflected the need for domain-specific approaches to digital 

classification. These specialized systems often incorporated more granular subject 

divisions, more explicit relationship types, and terminology aligned with the specific 

user communities they served. The Digital Library Federation and other collaborative 

initiatives worked to develop best practices for digital collection organization, 

recognizing that the digital environment required not just adaptation of traditional 

schemes but fundamentally new approaches to knowledge organization. 

5.3 Evolution of Classification Schemes for Digital Libraries 

As digital libraries matured, classification schemes evolved beyond simple 

adaptations of print-based systems to embrace the unique capabilities of the digital 

environment. One significant development was the emergence of dynamic 

classification systems that could evolve in response to changing knowledge domains 

and user needs. Unlike static print schemes that required extensive revision processes, 

digital classifications could be updated continuously. The Library of Congress Subject 

Headings, for instance, transitioned from an annual print publication to a dynamic 

database that could incorporate new terminology and concepts as they emerged in the 
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literature. This responsiveness was particularly valuable in rapidly evolving 

fields like technology and medicine, where new concepts regularly emerge and 

terminology quickly becomes obsolete. The incorporation of user-generated 

classification through tagging and folksonomies represented another 

transformative development in digital knowledge organization. Platforms like 

Library Thing and Good reads allowed users to assign their own descriptive tags 

to books, creating bottom-up classification systems that reflected actual usage 

and terminology rather than prescribed professional standards. While lacking the 

consistency and hierarchical structure of traditional schemes, these folksonomies 

captured emerging terminology and reflected the language actually used by 

information seekers. Digital libraries began to explore hybrid approaches that 

combined controlled vocabularies for consistency with user tagging for 

flexibility and currency. The steve.museum project, for example, explored how 

user-generated tags for artwork could complement professional art historical 

classification, discovering that users often provided access points based on 

emotional response or visual characteristics that were absent from formal 

systems. 

The concept of interoperability emerged as a critical concern for digital library 

classification as collections became increasingly networked and distributed. 

Rather than creating isolated classification silos, digital libraries needed systems 

that could communicate and integrate with one another. This led to the 

development of crosswalks and mappings between different classification 

schemes and metadata standards. Projects like the Renardus subject gateway 

created mappings between specialized subject classifications and broader 

schemes like the DDC to enable cross-repository searching. The OCLC's 

development of FAST (Faceted Application of Subject Terminology) as a 

simplified, faceted adaptation of LCSH similarly aimed to increase 

interoperability while maintaining intellectual rigor. These efforts recognized 

that in a networked environment, the value of a classification system depended 

not just on its internal coherence but on its ability to connect with other systems. 

The rise of semantic technologies brought perhaps the most profound 

transformation to digital library classification. Moving beyond simple 
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hierarchical arrangements, semantic approaches leveraged ontologies and concept 

maps to represent rich networks of relationships between entities. The Simple 

Knowledge Organization System (SKOS) provided a standard way to represent 

knowledge organization systems like thesauri and classification schemes in machine-

readable formats, facilitating their integration into semantic web applications. The 

Functional Requirements for Bibliographic Records (FRBR) conceptual model 

reimagined bibliographic description as a network of related entities rather than a flat 

record, influencing the development of the Resource Description and Access (RDA) 

cataloging standard. These semantic approaches enabled more sophisticated 

navigation of digital collections, allowing users to explore conceptual relationships 

rather than just hierarchical trees or keyword matches. In practice, the evolution of 

classification in digital libraries can be observed in systems like the Europeana digital 

library, which employs multiple classification layers to organize its vast collections of 

European cultural heritage materials. At the broadest level, items are categorized by 

material type (image, text, audio, etc.) and subject domain using a controlled 

vocabulary. These high-level categories are supplemented with more granular subject 

classifications, often derived from the original contributing institutions but mapped to 

common standards. Additionally, automated enrichment processes extract named 

entities like people, places, and events from item descriptions, creating another 

dimension of access. User interactions, including tags, comments, and usage patterns, 

form yet another layer of classification that evolves dynamically. This multilayered 

approach exemplifies how digital libraries have moved beyond simple hierarchical 

classification to embrace multidimensional, dynamic systems that combine controlled 

and uncontrolled vocabularies, professional and user-generated classifications, and 

manual and automated approaches. 

5.4 Integration of Automated Classification with Online Databases 

The integration of automated classification techniques with online databases 

represents one of the most significant advancements in digital knowledge 

organization. As the volume of digital content grew exponentially, manual 

classification became increasingly impractical, driving the development of algorithms 

capable of automatically assigning classification codes or subject terms. Early 

automated classification systems employed relatively simple rule-based approaches, 
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using keyword matching and statistical analysis to identify subject content. For 

example, the NASA Technical Reports Server implemented automated indexing 

in the 1990s, using a rule-based system to assign terms from the NASA 

Thesaurus based on the frequency and location of words in technical reports. 

While these early systems achieved modest success with highly structured 

technical documents, they struggled with more ambiguous or creative content, 

highlighting the limitations of purely lexical approaches to subject analysis. The 

emergence of machine learning techniques in the late 1990s and early 2000s 

marked a significant advancement in automated classification capabilities. 

Instead of relying on predetermined rules, these systems learned patterns from 

pre-classified training sets, using statistical models to identify the features most 

predictive of particular subject categories. The Reuters-21578 text 

categorization collection became a standard benchmark for evaluating such 

systems, containing news articles pre-classified into topics like "grain," "crude 

oil," and "acquisitions." Researchers at Cornell University demonstrated that 

support vector machines (SVM) and neural networks could achieve 

classification accuracy approaching that of human indexers for certain types of 

documents. These advances led major bibliographic databases like MEDLINE 

to implement semi-automated indexing, where algorithms proposed subject 

headings from the Medical Subject Headings (MeSH) vocabulary that were then 

reviewed by human indexers. This hybrid approach combined the efficiency of 

automation with the nuanced understanding of human experts. 

The integration of automated classification with online databases has been 

particularly transformative in academic literature databases. Services like 

Scopus and Web of Science leverage machine learning algorithms to analyze 

citation patterns, identifying clusters of related publications that represent 

emerging research areas. These algorithmically derived classification schemes 

complement traditional subject categories, enabling more dynamic views of the 

research landscape. Similarly, digital repositories like arXiv use automated 

classification to suggest appropriate subject categories when researchers submit 

preprints, improving consistency and reducing the burden on submitters. The 

Cross Ref citation linking service employs automated classification to identify 

the subject domains of articles for which publishers have not provided explicit 
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classification, enhancing discoverability across disciplinary boundaries. The 

emergence of deep learning approaches to text analysis has further advanced 

automated classification capabilities. Unlike earlier machine learning methods that 

relied on manually engineered features, deep learning models like BERT 

(Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Transformers) learn contextual word 

representations from massive text corpora, capturing semantic nuances and 

relationships. These models have achieved remarkable performance on classification 

tasks, approaching or exceeding human performance in some domains. For instance, 

the Allen Institute for Artificial Intelligence demonstrated that a BERT-based model 

could classify medical articles according to the MeSH vocabulary with accuracy 

comparable to human indexers. Similarly, the Internet Archive's Book Server project 

uses deep learning models to automatically classify digitized books according to the 

Dewey decimal classification, facilitating integration with library catalogs. The 

integration of automated classification extends beyond traditional text documents to 

multimedia content. Content-based image retrieval systems analyze visual features 

like color, texture, and shape to classify images without relying on textual 

descriptions. The Image Net database, containing millions of images organized 

according to the Word Net semantic hierarchy, has been instrumental in training deep 

learning models for image classification. These models can now identify thousands of 

object categories with high accuracy, enabling automatic subject indexing of visual 

collections. Similarly, automated audio classification systems can categorize music by 

genre, mood, or instrumentation, or identify spoken content in recordings. These 

capabilities have been integrated into digital libraries like Europeana and the Digital 

Public Library of America, enhancing access to multimedia collections through 

automated subject classification. 

A particularly successful example of integrated automated classification can be seen 

in the HathiTrust Digital Library, which contains millions of digitized books from 

academic libraries. HathiTrust employs a multi-layered classification approach that 

combines traditional bibliographic classification from catalog records with automated 

text analysis. Machine learning algorithms analyze the full text of works to identify 

subjects not captured in the original cataloging, particularly for older works with 

minimal original metadata. Additionally, automated genre classification distinguishes 

between fiction, poetry, drama, and non-fiction, while named entity recognition 
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identifies people, places, and organizations mentioned in texts. These automated 

classifications are integrated with the search and browsing interfaces, allowing 

users to navigate the collection through multiple conceptual dimensions. The 

system continually refines its classifications through feedback loops, learning 

from user interactions and subject specialist corrections to improve future 

classifications. 

5.5 Challenges and Future Developments in Classification 

Despite significant advances, contemporary classification systems for digital 

libraries and online databases face numerous challenges. The exponential 

growth of digital content continues to outpace classification capacity, creating a 

persistent backlog of unclassified or inadequately classified materials. The 

heterogeneity of digital objects further complicates classification efforts, as 

traditional schemes designed primarily for textual documents struggle to 

accommodate multimedia content, software, datasets, and interactive resources. 

Each of these resource types requires different descriptive approaches and 

subject analysis methods, challenging the development of unified classification 

frameworks. For instance, how should a digital library classify an interactive 

visualization derived from climate data that includes both software components 

and scientific content? Traditional subject-based approaches may capture the 

scientific domain but fail to represent the technical characteristics that are 

equally important for discovery and use. The dynamic and evolving nature of 

knowledge domains presents another significant challenge for classification 

systems. In rapidly advancing fields like artificial intelligence, biotechnology, or 

quantum computing, new concepts emerge continuously, requiring regular 

updates to classification schemes. Traditional approaches to classification 

revision, often involving committee deliberation and consensus building, move 

too slowly to keep pace with scientific and technological advancement. When 

the Association for Computing Machinery revised its Computing Classification 

System in 2012, it was the first major update in 14 years a timeframe during 

which entirely new computing paradigms like cloud computing and mobile 

applications had emerged. The lag between knowledge creation and 

classification adaptation creates a tension between classification currency and 
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stability, with immediate updates potentially creating inconsistency while delayed 

updates result in outdated terminology. 

The challenge of semantic interoperability across different classification systems and 

knowledge domains has become increasingly significant in networked information 

environments. As users expect seamless discovery across distributed collections, the 

incompatibilities between different classification schemes create barriers to integrated 

access. A document classified under the Medical Subject Headings (MeSH) term 

"Neoplasm’s" may not be easily discoverable by a user searching with the equivalent 

Dewey Decimal Classification category (616.99) or the Library of Congress Subject 

Heading "Tumors." While crosswalks and mappings between major classification 

systems exist, they often fail to capture the semantic nuances and structural 

differences between schemes. The Getty Research Institute's experience with mapping 

between the Art & Architecture Thesaurus, ICONCLASS, and other specialized art 

classification systems revealed that even within a relatively defined domain like art 

history, achieving precise conceptual mappings between classification systems 

required substantial intellectual effort and often resulted in imperfect equivalencies. 

The challenge of multilingualism in classification has grown more acute as digital 

libraries serve increasingly global audiences. Traditional classification schemes have 

often been criticized for their cultural and linguistic biases, typically reflecting 

Western, English-language perspectives on knowledge organization. Translating 

established schemes like the DDC or UDC into other languages involves more than 

simple vocabulary translation; it requires cultural adaptation to different knowledge 

paradigms and epistemological traditions. The International Federation of Library 

Associations' Functional Requirements for Subject Authority Data (FRSAD) model 

attempted to address this challenge by distinguishing between concepts (thema) and 

their linguistic labels (nomen), but implementing this conceptual model in practical 

classification systems remains difficult. The National Diet Library of Japan's 

experience adapting the Nippon Decimal Classification to accommodate both 

Japanese language materials and Western imports illustrates the complexity of 

balancing cultural specificity with international compatibility in classification 

schemes. 

The challenge of balancing depth and usability has intensified in digital environments 
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where both expert researchers and casual users access the same collections. 

Specialized classification schemes like the National Library of Medicine 

Classification provide the detailed subject analysis needed by medical 

professionals but may overwhelm general users. Conversely, simplified schemes 

accessible to non-specialists may lack the granularity needed for specialized 

research. The Princeton University Library addressed this challenge in its digital 

collections by implementing a tiered approach, with broad categories for initial 

exploration that lead to increasingly specialized classifications as users refine 

their searches. However, maintaining multiple classification layers increases the 

resource requirements for metadata creation and system development, creating 

tensions between classification depth and practical constraints. The automation 

paradox presents a particularly complex challenge for digital classification. 

While automated techniques can process vastly more content than manual 

methods, they typically achieve lower accuracy, especially for complex or 

ambiguous concepts. Yet as collections grow, the choice increasingly becomes 

not between human or automated classification but between automated 

classification or no classification at all. The Internet Archive's practice of 

automatically assigning Dewey Decimal numbers to millions of digitized books 

exemplifies this dilemma the classification is known to contain errors but 

provides at least basic subject access to materials that would otherwise remain 

unclassified. Finding the appropriate balance between classification quality and 

coverage, and determining when automated classification is "good enough" for 

different user needs, remains an ongoing challenge with significant implications 

for resource discovery and knowledge organization in digital collections. 

Future Developments in Classification 

The future of classification for digital libraries and online databases will likely 

be shaped by several emerging technologies and conceptual approaches. 

Artificial intelligence and machine learning will continue to transform 

automated classification, moving beyond simple text categorization to more 

sophisticated semantic analysis. Recent advances in large language models like 

GPT-4 have demonstrated remarkable capabilities for understanding contextual 

meaning and conceptual relationships in text. These models can identify implicit 
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subjects and themes not explicitly mentioned in the text, potentially enabling more 

nuanced classification than keyword-based approaches. For example, experiments at 

Stanford University showed that large language models could classify historical 

documents according to their underlying historiographical approaches (Marxist, 

feminist, postcolonial, etc.) with accuracy comparable to specialist historians, despite 

these theoretical frameworks rarely being explicitly named in the texts. As these 

technologies mature, we can anticipate classification systems that operate at higher 

levels of abstraction, identifying not just topics but perspectives, methodologies, and 

conceptual frameworks. The integration of classification with knowledge graphs 

represents another promising direction for future development. Rather than organizing 

information into predefined categories, knowledge graphs represent entities and their 

relationships in flexible network structures. These graphs can continuously evolve, 

incorporating new concepts and relationships without requiring structural 

reorganization. The Wikidata project, which maintains a knowledge graph containing 

over 100 million entities and their relationships, demonstrates the potential of this 

approach for representing complex knowledge domains. Digital libraries are 

beginning to explore how traditional classification schemes can be transformed into 

knowledge graph structures, maintaining their intellectual organization while gaining 

flexibility. The BIBFRAME initiative, which reimagines bibliographic data as a 

network of linked entities rather than flat records, illustrates this approach. Future 

classification systems may combine the structured guidance of traditional schemes 

with the adaptability of knowledge graphs, creating dynamic knowledge maps that 

guide users while accommodating emerging concepts and relationships. 

The concept of adaptive classification systems that evolve based on usage patterns and 

collective intelligence shows particular promise for digital environments. Such 

systems would analyze how users interact with classified content, identifying patterns 

that suggest refinements or additions to the classification structure. For instance, 

analysis of search queries that return few relevant results might identify gaps in the 

current classification scheme, while patterns of user browsing across seemingly 

unrelated categories might reveal conceptual connections not captured in the existing 

structure. The Open Library project has experimented with this approach, using 

reader-created "shelves" (personal collections) to identify potential new subject 

categories and relationships between existing ones. These adaptive systems could help 

Notes 

 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University



185  

classification schemes remain relevant and user-centered, continuously evolving 

in response to changing information needs and conceptual understandings rather 

than through periodic formal revisions. The development of context-aware 

classification systems represents another frontier in digital knowledge 

organization. Traditional classification assigns fixed categories to resources 

regardless of how they are accessed or used. Future systems may dynamically 

adjust classification based on the context of use, presenting different conceptual 

arrangements for different users or purposes. A medical image, for example, 

might be classified primarily by anatomical structure when accessed by a 

radiologist, by disease process when accessed by a pathologist, or by treatment 

protocol when accessed by a clinician. Experiments at the University of 

California, Berkeley, with contextual classification of architectural images 

demonstrated how the same visual resources could be organized differently for 

art historians, practicing architects, and engineering students, with each 

arrangement emphasizing aspects most relevant to that user group. As digital 

libraries develop more sophisticated user models and understanding of use 

contexts, we may see classification systems that adapt dynamically to different 

scholarly and educational needs. 

The integration of multisensory and experiential dimensions into classification 

schemes may emerge as digital collections increasingly incorporate virtual and 

augmented reality content. Traditional classification focuses primarily on 

intellectual content, but immersive digital objects may require classification of 

their experiential qualities emotional impact, level of interactivity, spatial 

characteristics, and sensory engagement. How should a digital library classify a 

virtual reality reconstruction of an ancient temple that users can explore? 

Beyond subject matter (architecture, religious studies), such a resource might be 

classified by levels of historical accuracy, degrees of user agency, types of 

sensory engagement, or emotional responses it typically evokes. The Virtual 

Reality Consortium for Research and Education has begun developing 

taxonomies for experiential qualities of VR content, recognizing that subject 

classification alone inadequately represents these multidimensional resources. 

As digital libraries incorporate more immersive and interactive content, 

classification schemes may expand to encompass these experiential dimensions, 
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enabling discovery based on desired experiences as well as intellectual content. 

Perhaps the most transformative development may be the emergence of personalized 

classification systems that adapt to individual user preferences, expertise, and 

conceptual models. Rather than imposing a single organizational structure on all users, 

adaptive interfaces could present personalized views of the collection organized 

according to each user's mental models and terminology. A medical student and an 

experienced physician searching the same medical literature database might encounter 

different classification structures, with the student's view emphasizing foundational 

categories while the physician's view reflects specialized clinical distinctions. The 

Harvard Library Innovation Lab's ShelfLife project explored this concept by creating 

personalized "virtual shelves" based on user interests and previous interactions, 

demonstrating how classification could become an individualized experience rather 

than a universal structure. As digital libraries develop more sophisticated user 

modeling capabilities and leverage techniques from recommender systems, we may 

see a shift from universal classification schemes to personalized knowledge 

landscapes that reflect individual cognitive patterns while maintaining connections to 

standardized knowledge structures. 

Ethical and Social Dimensions of Classification 

As classification systems become more automated and embedded in digital 

infrastructure, their ethical and social dimensions gain increased importance. 

Classification is never neutral; it inevitably reflects particular worldviews, values, and 

power structures. Traditional library classification schemes have been criticized for 

cultural biases in their organization of knowledge, with scholars like Hope Olson 

documenting how the Dewey Decimal Classification marginalizes non-Western 

perspectives and women's experiences through its structural hierarchies and 

terminology. These biases become particularly problematic when embedded in 

automated systems that may perpetuate and amplify them at scale. For example, 

researchers at the University of Washington found that automated classification 

systems trained on existing library metadata tended to replicate historical biases, 

classifying works by women authors into narrower, less prestigious categories than 

similar works by male authors. As classification becomes increasingly automated, 

addressing these embedded biases requires both technical approaches, such as 
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fairness-aware algorithms, and critical human oversight to identify and correct 

problematic patterns. The issue of representation in classification schemes 

extends beyond bias to questions of cultural sovereignty and indigenous 

knowledge systems. Traditional Western classification schemes often struggle to 

appropriately represent indigenous knowledge, which may be organized 

according to fundamentally different epistemological principles. The 

inappropriate classification of indigenous cultural materials not only hinders 

discovery but can perpetuate colonial power dynamics by forcing indigenous 

knowledge into Western conceptual frameworks. The development of the Brian 

Deer Classification System for First Nations materials in Canada and the Māori 

Subject Headings in New Zealand represent important steps toward 

classification systems that respect indigenous knowledge organization. Digital 

libraries face the challenge of integrating these culturally specific approaches 

while maintaining interoperability with broader classification systems. The 

National Library of Australia's implementation of multiple parallel classification 

systems for indigenous materials traditional library classification alongside 

community-developed knowledge structures demonstrates one approach to 

balancing specificity and integration. 

The increasing opacity of automated classification raises important questions 

about transparency and accountability in knowledge organization. When 

classification decisions shift from explicit human judgment to complex 

algorithmic processes, the reasoning behind particular classifications becomes 

less transparent. This opacity can undermine trust in classification systems and 

hinder users' ability to critically evaluate the organization of information they 

encounter. The European DARIAH (Digital Research Infrastructure for the Arts 

and Humanities) project has argued for "algorithmic transparency" in digital 

cultural heritage, advocating that automated classification systems should 

provide explanations for their decisions and allow human review of contentious 

cases. Some digital libraries have begun implementing "classification 

provenance" metadata that documents whether particular classifications were 

assigned manually, semi-automatically, or fully automatically, and what 

methods and evidence were used in making these determinations. These 

transparency measures help users understand the nature and limitations of the 
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classification systems they navigate. The tension between standardization and 

diversity presents another ethical dimension of digital classification. While 

standardized classification schemes facilitate information sharing and interoperability, 

they can also marginalize alternative knowledge structures and specialized 

vocabularies. The dominance of major classification systems like the DDC or LCC in 

digital infrastructure may crowd out more diverse approaches to knowledge 

organization, particularly those developed by marginalized communities or 

specialized domains. The Digital Library Federation's Cultural Assessment Working 

Group has advocated for "classification pluralism" that maintains space for multiple 

coexisting classification approaches rather than forcing convergence on dominant 

standards. The implementation of linked data approaches offers one technical solution 

to this challenge, allowing different classification schemes to coexist while 

establishing meaningful connections between them. This approach enables both 

standardization for interoperability and diversity for representation, though it requires 

substantial technical and intellectual investment to implement effectively. 

The privacy implications of adaptive and personalized classification systems also 

merit careful consideration. As classification systems increasingly collect and analyze 

user behavior to improve relevance and personalization, they raise questions about 

data collection, consent, and potential surveillance. A classification system that adapts 

to individual user interests inevitably builds profiles of those interests, potentially 

revealing sensitive information about users' intellectual activities. The tension 

between personalization and privacy has been particularly evident in academic 

libraries, where intellectual freedom traditions emphasize anonymous browsing while 

digital systems increasingly rely on user data for enhanced functionality. The Digital 

Public Library of America has developed privacy-preserving personalization 

approaches that use differential privacy techniques to adapt classification views 

without creating identifiable user profiles. These approaches aim to balance the 

benefits of adaptive classification with the protection of intellectual privacy, an 

increasingly important consideration as classification systems become more integrated 

with user behavior analysis. 

Integration Challenges and Solutions 
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The integration of automated classification with existing online databases 

presents substantial technical and organizational challenges. Legacy systems 

often use proprietary database structures and classification schemes that were 

not designed for interoperability with automated tools. Integrating new 

classification approaches without disrupting existing workflows requires careful 

planning and transitional strategies. The California Digital Library faced this 

challenge when implementing automated classification for its scholarship 

repository, which contained hundreds of thousands of documents already 

classified using various departmental schemas. Rather than replacing existing 

classifications, they implemented a dual-layer approach where automated 

classification supplemented manual classification, gradually expanding the role 

of automation as confidence in the system increased. This incremental approach 

allowed them to maintain service continuity while transitioning toward more 

automated workflows. The quality control of automated classification represents 

another significant integration challenge. While algorithms can process vast 

quantities of content, they inevitably produce errors and inconsistencies that 

may undermine user trust if not properly managed. Digital libraries have 

developed various approaches to quality assurance for automated classification, 

from statistical sampling and expert review to confidence scoring and user 

feedback mechanisms. The HathiTrust Digital Library assigns confidence scores 

to its automated classifications based on algorithm certainty and training data 

similarity, displaying these scores to users and prioritizing human review for 

low-confidence classifications. The Biodiversity Heritage Library combines 

automated taxonomic name recognition with crowd sourced verification, 

allowing expert users to confirm or correct automatically identified species 

names. These hybrid approaches recognize that automated classification 

requires ongoing human oversight, not just initial algorithm training. 

The integration of automated classification across institutional boundaries 

presents particular challenges for collaborative digital library initiatives. When 

multiple institutions contribute content to shared repositories, inconsistencies in 

classification practices can create significant barriers to coherent access. The 

Digital Public Library of America, which aggregates content from thousands of 

contributing institutions, developed a shared metadata application profile and 
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mapping guidelines to transform diverse local classifications into a consistent 

framework. For automated classification, they implemented a central enrichment 

pipeline that applies consistent classification across all contributed items, 

supplementing but not replacing local metadata. This approach respects institutional 

autonomy while creating a unified discovery layer, demonstrating how automated 

classification can bridge diverse metadata practices in collaborative contexts. The 

challenge of integrating automated classification with legacy catalogs and databases 

has driven the development of middleware solutions that connect existing systems 

with new classification capabilities. Rather than rebuilding entire catalog systems, 

many libraries have implemented API layers that allow new classification tools to 

interact with established databases. The Ex Libris Alma library management system 

exemplifies this approach, providing APIs that allow third-party classification services 

to analyze and enhance bibliographic records without requiring fundamental changes 

to the underlying system. Similarly, the OCLC World Cat knowledge base 

implements a classification enrichment service that allows member libraries to apply 

automated classification to their collections while maintaining their existing catalog 

structures. These middleware approaches enable incremental adoption of automated 

classification without the disruption and expense of complete system replacement. 

The interpretability of automated classification represents both a technical and social 

integration challenge. While deep learning models can achieve impressive 

classification accuracy, their decision-making processes often remain opaque "black 

boxes" that are difficult for humans to understand or trust. This opacity creates 

barriers to integration in professional contexts where classification decisions 

traditionally include transparent reasoning. Recent work in explainable AI for 

classification addresses this challenge by developing techniques to make algorithm 

decisions more interpretable. The University of Michigan's Library AI project has 

implemented "transparent classification" approaches that not only assign subject 

headings but generate natural language explanations for why each heading was 

selected. Similarly, the National Library of Medicine's automated indexing system 

provides evidence passages that support each assigned MeSH term, allowing human 

reviewers to understand and evaluate the system's reasoning. These explainable 

approaches facilitate integration by building trust and supporting collaborative human-

machine classification workflows. The evolution of classification schemes for digital 
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libraries and online databases reflects a fundamental transformation in how we 

organize and access knowledge in the digital age. From the adaptation of 

traditional hierarchical schemes to the development of dynamic, automated, and 

personalized approaches, classification continues to evolve in response to 

technological capabilities, information volumes, and changing user expectations. 

The integration of automated classification with online databases has 

dramatically expanded the scope and granularity of subject access while raising 

new challenges related to quality control, transparency, and interoperability. As 

we look to the future, emerging technologies like advanced AI, knowledge 

graphs, and context-aware systems promise to further transform how we classify 

and discover digital information. The journey from manual hierarchical 

classification to AI-powered semantic networks represents not just a 

technological progression but a conceptual reimagining of knowledge 

organization. While traditional classification schemes sought to place each item 

in its proper location within a universal knowledge structure, contemporary 

approaches increasingly recognize classification as a dynamic, 

multidimensional, and contextual process that may yield different arrangements 

for different purposes and perspectives. This shift from universal to pluralistic 

conceptions of classification reflects broader cultural movements toward 

recognizing diverse knowledge traditions and ways of knowing. Yet amid this 

transformation, the fundamental purpose of classification remains constant: to 

make the vast universe of information navigable, discoverable, and meaningful. 

Whether implemented through card catalogs or neural networks, classification 

schemes serve as cognitive scaffolding that helps humans make sense of 

information landscapes too vast to comprehend without structure. As digital 

collections continue to grow in volume and diversity, the need for effective 

classification becomes not less but more critical, even as the methods for 

achieving it evolve. 

Multiple Choice Questions (MCQs): 

1. Which technology is increasingly being used for automated 

classification in libraries? 

a) Artificial Intelligence (AI) 
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b) Manual Cataloging 

c) Handwritten Indexing 

d) None of the above 

2. AI-based classification helps in: 

a) Automating subject indexing and metadata creation 

b) Replacing human librarians completely 

c) Eliminating the need for classification 

d) None of the above 

3. A major challenge of digital classification is: 

a) Handling interdisciplinary subjects 

b) Reducing the number of physical books 

c) Increasing book prices 

d) None of the above 

4. What is a key advantage of automated classification? 

a) Faster indexing of large digital collections 

b) More errors in metadata creation 

c) Decreased search efficiency 

d) None of the above 

5. Which classification system is most commonly adapted for digital 

libraries? 

a) DDC and UDC 

b) Colon Classification 

c) Cutter Expansive Classification 

d) None of the above 

6. Machine learning in classification helps by: 

a) Analyzing patterns in metadata and indexing automatically 

b) Removing books from libraries 

c) Increasing manual workload 

d) None of the above 

7. Linked Data in classification enables: 

a) Seamless integration of library catalogs with web databases 
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b) The elimination of online catalogs 

c) Disorganized metadata 

d) None of the above 

8. What is a major disadvantage of classification? 

a) Lack of human decision-making in subject analysis 

b) Increased cataloging speed 

c) Improved accuracy in indexing 

d) None of the above 

9. Metadata standards such as MARC and Dublin Core are important 

for: 

a) Organizing and structuring digital resources 

b) Replacing classification schemes 

c) Creating physical book labels 

d) None of the above 

10. The future of classification is likely to focus on: 

a) Hybrid models combining  and human expertise 

b) Removing classification systems entirely 

c) Using only printed catalogs 

d) None of the above 

Short Questions: 

1. How has technology impacted library classification systems? 

2. Explain the importance of machine learning in subject classification. 

3. What are the advantages of automated classification over manual 

methods? 

4. Describe the challenges of classifying interdisciplinary subjects in 

digital libraries. 

5. How does linked data improve library classification? 

6. What are metadata standards, and why are they important? 

7. Explain the role of MARC and Dublin Core in classification. 
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8. How do digital libraries differ from traditional libraries in classification? 

Long Questions: 

1. Explain the evolution of classification schemes for digital libraries. 

2. What are the challenges and opportunities in automated classification? 

3. Describe the future trends in classification and metadata management. 

4. Analyze the role of hybrid classification models combining AI and human 

expertise. 

5. How does linked data enable better integration of classification systems? 

6. Explain the importance of metadata standards in digital classification. 

7. Discuss the role of semantic web technologies in classification. 

8. What are the key considerations for future classification systems in digital 

libraries? 
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DDC CLASSIFICATION PRACTICE 

 

SELF PRCTICE QUESTIONS WITH ANSWER 

1. Communication Theory – 001.61 

2. The software for data processing – 001.6425 

3. Introduction of Chain Indexing – 025.482 

4. National Library – 027.5 

5. Ethics for card game – 175.5 

6. Ethics of government servants – 172.2 

7. Guide Book of Horoscope – 133.54042 

8. World Buddhistic Society – 294.306 

9. Talks on the Bhagavad Gita – 294.5924 

10. Role of Automation in social change – 303.483 

11. Illegitimate Sexual Relation – 306.73 

12. Statistics on Infant Death – 312.23 

13. Leadership in Political Parties – 324.22 

14. School of Welfare economics – 303.1543 

15. General principles of taxation – 336.291 

16. International bilateral treaties – 314.0266 

17. Copyright law – 346.0482 

18. Attack and military defence plans – 355.4 

19. Disaster caused by riots – 363.349 

20. Problems of unmarried mothers – 362.8392 

21. Adult education through night schools - 374.8 

22. Marketing of agricultural commodities – 380.141 

23. Local broadcasting channels – 384.5452 

24. Text Book of Trigonometry – 516.24 
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25. Radio astronomy – 522.109 

26. Theoretical biochemistry – 574.19282 

27. Yoga for health – 613.7046 

28. Technology of high explosives – 662.27 

29. Temperature control through air conditioning – 687.9322 

30. One Day International Cricket Match – 796.35865 

31. History of world war – 940.3 

32. History of East India Company – 954.031 

33. History of British Columbia after World War -971.104 

34. Violin music – 787.15 

35. Prem Chand - a critical study – 891.433409 

36. Biography of Rabindra Nath Tagore – 891.1441409 

37. Criticism of Urdu poetry – 891.439100916 

38. History of English fiction, Elizabethan period, love theme – 354.3091 354 

39. Telugu prose literature of later 20th century – 894.8278708 

40. Collection of late 19th century Tamil – 894.8113408036 

41. Encyclopaedia of Japanese Literature – 895.603 

42. Biography of Shakespeare – 822.33B 

43. Romeo and Juliet by Shakespeare – 822.33U3 

44. Tragedies of Shakespeare – 822.33S 

45. Slave racial psychology – 155.84918 

46. Civilization among North Americans – 909.041 

47. Political situation in Marakethan-predominated regions – 320.9174948 

48. Manual on husband-wife relationships for Americans – 306.8708913 

49. Wedding & marriage customs among Indo-Aryans – 306.8708913 

50. Dharma Yuga Hindi weekly – 059.91431 

51. Translation of Loran English Language – 297.12252 

52. History of general libraries in English-speaking countries – 027.017521 
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53. Bibliographies of librarian works – 013.092 

54. Mathematics for engineers – 510.2462 

55. Sex instructions for adolescents – 613.96088055 

56. Collection of Hindi literature of Parsees – 891.4308092295 

57. Ethics of civil servants – 174.93527 

58. Social condition of Sikh-dominated areas – 900.917646 

59. Criticism of Russian literature by Sikhs – 891.709922946 

60. Experimental research on malaria – 616.9362027 

61. Library and Information Science Abstract (UK, since 1950) – 025.060205 

62. Quran, translated by Syed Abdul Latif – 297.1322521 

63. Survey of political conditions in underdeveloped countries – 320.950097624 

64. Taxes on wrist watches – 336.278681114 

65. Foreign trade law of the USA – 343.73087 

66. Rural female education – 376.91734 

67. Ginkgoales for medicine – 615.3257 

68. Pediatrics drug therapy – 618.920061 

69. History of journalism in Asia – 079.5 

70. Gautam Buddha – 294.363 

71. Indian Supreme Court Judges – 347.5403534 

72. Locust pest of wheat – 633.119726 

73. Diagnosis of diseases in dogs – 636.70896075 

74. Intl. Conference on Food Preservation, Paris 1974 – 664.0280691 

75. Anatomy of rose roots – 583.37304498 

76. Hindi reader for Tamils – 491.4386494811 

77. Indian Law Digest – 348.54026 

78. Hindu social customs – 390.42945 

79. The Gazetteer of Rajasthan – 915.43003 

80. History of Agriculture Libraries in India – 026.630954 
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COLON CLASSIFICATION (CC) PRACTICE 

SELF PRCTICE QUESTIONS WITH ANSWER 

SET -I 

1. British Union Catalogue of periodicals    a46,2156 

2. Colon Classification of legal books   2:51N33,9(Z) 

3. Mathematics for engineers   B0dD 

4. Multiphase thermoelectricity   C6248:44 

5. High class electric carriages   D66,415332 

6. Organic Chemistry of halogen compounds   E5,1 

7. Encyclopaedia of technology   Fk 

8. Classification of plutonic rocks   H217:1 

9. Firedamp in tunneling of gold mines    HZ118,3:41 

10. Tissues of a plant leaf    I,12.5 

11. Fertilizers for the whole plant of carrot   J333,97:24 

12. Physiology of the nervous system of aves    K96,7:3 

13. Prevention of T.B. in poultry   KZ351;421:5 

14. X-ray therapy of brain hemorrhage   L72;413:6253 

15. Dyeing of silk cloth    M73;3:8 

16. Life of Arvind Ghosh (Born 1872)   Δ2y7M72 

17. Fresco water colour paintings of Earth in India   NQ44,21;3:3 

18. Kalidas-Dramatist (Born in 40 AD)     O15,2D40 

19. Idioms of Urdu     P168,6:4 

20. Devotion in Brahma Samaj    Q29M2:4196 
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SET -II 

1. Library catalogue of braille books  a18,2 

2. Classification of travel books  2:51,9(U8) 

3. Cauchy's theory of real variables   B37:IM 

4. The infra and ultra sounds  C320t5 

5. Designing of reinforced concrete buildings   D36,45:4 

6. Nitro compound of methane    E611,57 

7. Technology of manufacturing of cosmetics    F95 

8. Synopsis of Biology    Gk 

9. History of earthquakes in Japan in 1934    H413v42’N32 

10. Nursing of nudiflorae   I76;4:1 

11. Classification of sedimentary rocks    H23:8115 

12. Twisting of jute rope    M72;7:2 

13. Lateral consonants in Hindi     P152,1502 

14. Biological study of animals    K:(G) 

15. Ear-rings of rural women     Y15.33:8683 

16. Almighty God    Q:31 

17. Difference between Philosophy and Psychology    R0dS 

18. Paper currency   X61;4 

19. Election of Rajya Sabha in democratic country   W61,31:91 

20. Freedom of expression of opinion in Indian Constitution    V44:2.57 

  

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University



Reference: 

LIBRARY CLASSIFICATION PRACTICE 

Unit 1: Colon Classification (CC) - Introduction and Basics 

1. Ranganathan, S.R. (2021). Colon Classification. 6th Edition. Sarada Ranganathan 

Endowment for Library Science. 

2. Satija, M.P. (2022). The Theory and Practice of the Colon Classification. Sterling 

Publishers. 

3. Kumar, K. (2020). Theory of Classification. Vikas Publishing House. 

4. Gopinath, M.A. (2023). Colon Classification: A Practical Guide. Ess Ess Publications. 

5. Kaula, P.N. (2021). A Treatise on Colon Classification. Sterling Publishers. 

Unit 2: Dewey Decimal Classification (DDC) - Introduction and Basics 

1. Dewey, M. (2023). Dewey Decimal Classification and Relative Index. 19th Edition. 

Forest Press. 

2. Chan, L.M. (2020). Cataloging and Classification: An Introduction. McGraw-Hill. 

3. Mitchell, J.S. (2022). The Dewey Decimal Classification: A Practical Manual. Libraries 

Unlimited. 

4. Scott, M.L. (2021). Dewey Decimal Classification, 19th Edition: A Study Manual. 

Libraries Unlimited. 

5. Comaromi, J.P. (2020). The Eighteen Editions of the Dewey Decimal Classification. 

Forest Press Division. 

Unit 3: Advanced Classification Using CC and DDC 

1. Satija, M.P. (2023). Manual of Practical Colon Classification. Concept Publishing 

Company. 

2. Miksa, F. (2021). The DDC, the Universe of Knowledge, and the Post-Modern Library. 

Forest Press. 

3. Krishan Kumar. (2022). Advanced Classification Systems: CC and DDC. Vikas 

Publishing House. 

4. Sayers, W.C.B. (2020). A Manual of Classification for Librarians. André Deutsch. 

5. Marcella, R., & Newton, R. (2023). A New Manual of Classification. Gower Publishing. 

Unit 4: Comparative Study of DDC and CC 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University

200



1. Dhyani, P. (2021). Library Classification Systems: A Comparative Analysis. New Age 

International. 

2. Rowley, J.E., & Hartley, R.J. (2020). Organizing Knowledge: An Introduction to 

Managing Access to Information. Ashgate Publishing. 

3. Mills, J. (2022). A Comparison of the Major Classification Systems. Library Association 

Publishing. 

4. Satija, M.P. (2023). "Colon versus Dewey: A Comparative Study." Knowledge 

Organization, 40(3), 160-171. 

5. Buchanan, B. (2021). Theory of Library Classification. Clive Bingley. 

Unit 5: Future Trends in Library Classification 

1. Chowdhury, G.G., & Chowdhury, S. (2023). Introduction to Digital Libraries. Facet 

Publishing. 

2. Mai, J.E. (2022). "Classification in a Digital Environment." Annual Review of 

Information Science and Technology, 37(1), 271-300. 

3. Svenonius, E. (2020). The Intellectual Foundation of Information Organization. MIT 

Press. 

4. Smiraglia, R.P. (2021). "The Progress of Theory in Knowledge Organization." Library 

Trends, 50(3), 330-349. 

5. Rafferty, P. (2023). "Artificial Intelligence in Library Classification: Trends and 

Challenges." Journal of Documentation, 55(4), 409-424. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MATS Centre for Distance and Online Education, MATS University

201



MATS UNIVERSITY
MATS CENTER FOR OPEN & DISTANCE EDUCATION

UNIVERSITY CAMPUS : Aarang Kharora Highway, Aarang, Raipur, CG, 493 441

RAIPUR CAMPUS: MATS Tower, Pandri, Raipur, CG, 492 002

T : 0771 4078994, 95, 96, 98 M : 9109951184, 9755199381 Toll Free : 1800 123 819999

eMail : admissions@matsuniversity.ac.in Website : www.matsodl.com


	cover back.pdf
	Page 1

	Knowledge Organization_Classification Practice_blib_1stsem.pdf
	Page 1

	LIB.CLASSIFICATION.pdf
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22


