;21111‘),f3011dern auch die der Klasse 6 (Angewandte Wissen-
Satjlt'en) und 7 (Urbanistik, Sport, Freizeit). tm Gegen-
dad erzu wird eine Thesaurus-DK dadurch gebildet,
e man cinc einzige DK-Klasse nimmt und daraus einen
o rS'r‘nlehrere.Thesauri erzeugt. Eine Tl}esaurus-DK ist
S ik ﬂ}lf eine einzige DK-Klasse bezllehende'r DK-The-
o us. Die Wechelwirkung zwischen diesen beiden The-
Urustypen ist sehr eng; sie gestattet eine sorgfiltige,
Kfsmve Kritik an der DK, die zu einer vorteilhaften
odernisierung der gesamten DK fithren kann.

i’::)b-IZ gibt ein Beispiel fiir eine Thesaurus-DK (10). Es
¥ leicht ersichtlich, daf hier bewufst auf die Angabe der
lerarchischen Bezichungen (BT, NT, usw.) verzichtet

wu . E . ; )
rde. Die Beziehungen zwischen den in Bloc

kschrift

und den in kleinen Buchstaben geschriebenen Begriffen

sind 4ls . .
d als allgemein anzusehen. Der Ben

utzer soll die Frei-

lsleit haben, die Hierarchien, die seiner Fragestellung ent-
E’rec‘hen, selbst aufzustellen (11). Dies kann auch denen
als Hilfsmittel dienen, die den DUD-Wert der DK durch

tcl:]erwi”de" der hierarchischen Fesse
» um der DK fiir die weitere Zukun

In vergrofsern moch-
ft mehr Effektivitdt

ZUsichern,

Abschlieiend sei darauf hingewiesen,

dafd die Autoren

dieser Arbeit eine recht gegensatzliche Auffassung vom
5 ert der DK haben, aber doch versuchen, €in emh‘glt!l-
es Bild iiber deren Grenzen und Entwicklungsmdglich-

eiten 7 - . ;
nalte;] 2u vermitteln. Sie meinen d
Eegen 2u sollen, sich die pragmatis
eweys zu eigen zu machen und m!

aher, allen Lesern
chen Argumente
t Vernunft und

gutem Willen, Eigenschaften, die bereits den jungetl

EWey alenel
Wey auszeichneten, zur Verbesseru

ng der DK beizu-

tragen,

Quellen:

(1)

(4)
(5)

(6)
7)

(8

=

9)

(10)

(an
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Comaromi, J. P.: Conception and development of
the Dewey Decimal Classification.
In: Intern. Classificat.3(1976)No.1, p.11-15,9 refs.

Suggestions and origins of the structure and nota-
tion of the DDC which most probably can be
traced back to the catalog of the St. Louis Public
School Library and its author W. T. Harris whose
classification principles were based on the philoso-
phy of F. Bacon and G.W. F. Hegel. Description
of the specialities in the first and second edition
of the DDC of 1885 (the relative index, auxiliary
tables, faceting, and simplified spelling). Moderni-
zation of the system in the last quarter century by
the publisher, Forest Pressand the editor, B. A.
Custer. References to translated versions of the
DDC in Note 9. (L. C)
| e e

I. Changing an “Absolute System” into an economic
shelf arrangement

In his early twenties Melvil Dewey chose librarianship as
his life’s work. That he would be a librarian was inci-
dental; what he intended to do was to develop librarian-
ship on a scientific and economical basis. While he had
faith that libraries would become vitally important to the
education of many Americans, he suspected that they
would not reccive a large share of the educational bud-
get. He knew that the best way to husband the resources
available to libraries was through standardization and
centralization. In a survey that he made of libraries of
the Northeastern United States, it became apparent to
him that, among other things, the common method of
shelf arrangement was uneconomical. It was called the
fixed or absolute system: each library assigned to every
title a locational number, a number related to the build-
ing in which the book was located and that would chan-
ge when the library grew out of its particular room or
building. To prevent this unwise use of time and money
Dewey conceived a plan wherein the subject of a book
which does not change, would be indicated by Arabic ’
numerals used decimally, to the third digit if necessary
assuring easy expansion at any subject and enabling a ,
book to be located relative to the rest of the collection.
Renumbering an item was unnecessary when the library
grew beyond its physical limits. Each digit at the ones
level represented a class. Each digit at the tens levels
represented a sub-class of the class represented by the
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preceding digit. Each digit at the hundreds leve

| repre-
sented a further leve] of subdivision,

[t may appear that Dewey devised the decimal plan so-
lely to facilitate and economize shelf arrangement. That

is not quite so. He was also attempting to devise a me-
thod for arranging a subject cat;

in fact, helps to explain the
DC’s users have had to live

it has attempted to provide
currency and detail for the classified catalog at the same

time that it has attempted to provide stability and short
numbers for shelf arrangement.

split personality that the D
with for almost a century:

2. Source of Dewey’s “decimal idea”?

What was the source of Dewey’s decimal idea? Several
proposals have been made. The first to be discussed

here was put forth by Joun Maass in 1972'. While Maass
Was putting the final touches to The Glorio
his work on the Centennial Exhibition held
phia in 1876, he noticed a similarity betwee
notation and that of the decimal notation u
range the exhibits at the Exhibition. When |
that the Exhibition arrangement had been proposed be-
fore Dewey conceived his idea, he suggested that Dewey
had secn the proposal and had based his decimal plan

us Enterprise,
in Philadel-
n Dewey’s
sed to ar-

he discovered

ibition, which was
can scholar William Phipps Blake,

91-100. The
subdivisions had 100 subdivisions numpered 1-100,

101-200 and so0 on up through 9011000, It was most

ar, however, how Dewey,

expressive, universally understood
quently, Blake’s notation w:

chain of thought, even if
posal, which is debataple.

The second possible source wa

s indicated by Dewey
himself in the preface to the fir

st edition of the DDC:

Correspondence, and conver-
the author has doubtless re-
gained ideas which it is now

acknowledge. Perhaps the

f ideas was the Nuovo Sistemg

di Catalogo Bibliografico Generale of Natale Battey.

nly he is indebteq to this system

In his varied reading,
sation on the subject,
ceived suggestions and
impossible for him to

12

P —————

" he
adopted by the Italian publishers in 1871, tlé?u[g,l;uis
has copied nothing from it. The plan of the t‘iceS’
Public School Library and that of the Appren e
Library of New York, which in some resPec_tsl fontUres
ble his own, were not seen till all the essentia Ay
were decided upon, though not given to the p:erted
In filling the nine classes of the scheme the }“ -
Baconian arrangement of the St. Louis Library
been followed?,

In spite of Dewey’s claim, Battezzati’s scheme “',ai_prob
ably not the most fruitful source of his COHCGPtf“?t -
Nothing in his Nuovo Sistema, or in that part 3 lven
[talian publishers adopted, could have provide ;4 oz
one link in the chain of Dewey’s thought. What Ba

zati urged upon his fellow booksellers was a S)’Ste'mnew
whereby several catalog cards would accompany a )
work and be used for various bookselling catalogs — S
sort of Books in Print on cards. The cards fqr the Sugljlow
catalog would be color-coded: white for religion, ﬁeS-
for law, green for the sciences and arts, red for be s
lettres, and blue for history. The structure of the ¢ I
fication used was based on the scheme of the Frf’-“ca1
bibliographer Jacques Charles Brunet, the notation =
mixture of Arabic numerals and lower case letters. Py
instance, V 1 1a indicated History-Bibliography; IV e
indicated Belles-lettres-Philology. Battezzati’s suggg "
was actually a step in the process that has advance Y
far as the current Cataloging-In-Publication. Dewey of
indebted to Battezzati for the idea of title-s!lPS, Slijpimd
Paper possessing catalog copy for the work in han :

to be found with the book when it arrived at a library-

. , f his
He was not indebted to Battezzati for any aspect 0
classification.

If there is an identifiable outside source, or SOUTC:St’hZOr
Dewey’s idea, it is most likely in either or bO.th 0 ey’s
men associated with the libraries mentioned in Dev:/ised
acknowledgements: William Torrey Harris, who de,br ArY;
the classification for the St. Louis Public School Li fanil-
and Jacob Schwartz, librarian of the New York Apicture
ices’ Library. Dewey admitted to borrowing th.e str .
of the DDC from Harris. Furthermore, as Harris empa‘or
ed Arabic numerals 1-100 to mark his classes ‘“}d m )
sub-classes, Dewey may have drawn his decirpal lde.d
from him as well. But this is doubtful, for History mot
Harris was 79, British History 93. What Dewey did n
find in Harris’ notation was A rabic numerals used tOin
subdivide a subject by nine. This he could have SEcy
Schwarz’s Catalogue of the New York Apprentices P
Library. Schwartz used capital letters for his main ‘; E
ses, 0-9 for the subdivisions of each, 0 being usefj, (:15
the general number of each class, 1—9 for subdivisions-

ewey
We will probably never know for sure from whom (?mains
borrowed, nor to what extent. And finally, there r

o , and
the possibility that he conceived of his idea alone an
independently.

On May 8, 1873, Dewey submitted to the lefaf)’dca(r):g
mittee of Amherst College, the college he attende' .

in whose library he worked, his plan to recatalog dnlan
rearrange the collection of Amherst’s library. The P ;
Was accepted. Dewey was to produce 150 catalogst‘“ulty
ranged by his system for use by the students and fac

. o mcl‘lI
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of the College, with fifty more to be used for editorial
Proof.

3. Harris’ views in Dewey’s scheme

Having a notation and a means of subdivision, but no
general system of classification, Dewey then cast abqut
Or one. He did not have to look far; he already had in
mind the system he wanted to use. On the day after his
Plan was accepted he wrote to Harris requesting a copy
of the catalog of the St. Louis Public School Library,
adescription of which Dewey had seen in an article
Published by Harris in 1870 in the Journal of Speculative
PhiIOSOphys_

ar longer than they should, scholars have reported that
arms merely inverted the Baconian triad ofhis§ory,
Poesy, and philosophy — which Bacon had considered
0 be the three departments of learning that had devel-
OPed from the three faculties of man’s mind, namely
memory, imagination and reason — and then expanded
his scheme upon the resulting structure. That is an ac-
CUrate statement of the sequence of events, but it does
NOt explain Harris’ classification. In his introduction tO
L Catalog Harris wrote that Bacon’s three categories did
Mot represent departments of learning at all, but rather
the three forms, or modes by which literature treats a
Subject. Harris then broke down the three modes into
Classes, which were for the most part fields of study. The
lasses and subclasses were assigned Arabic numerals
through 100 apparently on the basis of literary warrant
and without regard for hierarchical expression, which
®Xplains 79 for History and 93 for British History. The
Overall order of his scheme reflected Harris’ Hegelian
efinition of the world as seen through man’s eyes.
~1AImis was a Jeading American exponent of the lc_ieas
of the German philosopher.) Since this view provxdgs
the skeleton of Dewey’s scheme, it will be summarized
ere.

First there are the three modes of dealing with a SL.lee.Ct:
N the scientific mode, the conscious system pn_eval.ls; in
e artistic mode the unconscious system prevails; in the

hlStoriCal mode the system, if any can be said to exist

that Prevails, results from a concatenation of time and

Place. Within the three modes the contents of books —

their subject matter — determine the structure of the

Classification. The three modes unfold in the foll.owmg

Way 1o produce the Hegelian view of the forms literature

May takes

Science unfolds into Philosophy, the source of S.)’stem
orall other disciplines and the most general field of

sudy, Theology, the science of the absolute, and the

Wtimate field of study of Philosophy, follows. (Religion,

Which is not scientific but is tributary to Theology 15

ncludeq i Theology.) As man achieves his most spiritual

role within his society and in relation to the state, t”he
ocial and Political Sciences are logically the next .helds

Of study The Political Sciences are JurisPrUdef]ce’ mn

Which society puts constraints upon the individual, and
olitics, in which the individual reacts against .the cor

Straints of law, thereby producing perhaps an instance

of the alteration of the practical will. The So‘c1al‘SCIen'-

Ces are Political Economy, whereby in combmahon man

8aing ascendancy over nature and uses it for his ends,

Intery, Classificat, 3(1976) No. | ~Comaromi — DDC Development

and Education, by which man is initiated into the so-
ciety’s modus operandi. Placed at the end of the Social
and Political Sciences is Philosophy as it is the result of
self-conscious thought, a society’s best record of itself,
and the connecting link between the spiritual and the
natural. The Natural Sciences follow Philology and are
in turn followed by the Useful Arts. The Natural Scien-
cesreveal the laws of nature; the useful arts apply these
laws to social uses. The point of transition between the
two fields is Medicine, which is part science, part art.
This brings to an end the subjects whose major mode
of treatment it the scientific.

The second Major mode is the artistic. Art unfolds into
the Fine Arts: Architecture, Sculpture, Drawing and
Painting, Engraving, Lithography, Photography, Collec-
tions of Pictures, and Music. These are followed by
Poetry, Prose Fiction, and Literary Miscellany.

The last mode is the istorical. History is comprised of
Geography and Travels, Civil History, and Biography and
Correspondence. Heraldry and Genealogy also belong
here.

In an Appendix to his catalog, Harris provided a class
for works which treated subjects falling in several classes
and which also combined the various modes of treat-
ment. Whithin the Appendix, he included Collections,
Cyclopedias, and Periodicals, several of the bibliograph-
ical forms that appear in Dewey’s generalia class. [t isnot
difficult to perceive that the structure of the DDC falls
within Harris’ world view. Further, we can now under-
stand the reasons for the apparently strange positions

of Language and the Social Sciences, in the DDC and for
the distance between the Social Sciences and History. |
also believe that this philosophical underpinning of the
DDC has contributed considerably to its success.

4. The first two editions

Comprised of a preface of eight pages, tables of twelve
pages, and an index of eighteen pages, the first edition
appeared in 1876. There were standard subdivisions at
the general numbers for the classes. ““Divide-like” was
used for geographical subdivisions, though the process
was not yet called that. Thus, in the very first edition
the ideas of synthesis and faceting were used by Dewey.
The index was called the “subject index” and its terms
referred not only to terms in the tables but often to
subjects outside the tables. For instance, North Carolina
appeared in the index, though not in the tables. And,
one found Maternity at 136 and 618 and Tobacco at
615, 178, and 633, yet neither of these terms appeared
anywhere in the tables. Though not called “relative”,
the index was already functioning in a relative manner,

an aspect of the DDC that would contribute to its success.

During the years preceding the publication of the second
edition, in 1885, Dewey continued to develop his scheme.
With the assistance of Walter Stanley Biscoe and other
scholars, he made some of his changes at Wellesley
College and others at Columbia College. Biscoe, who was
Dewey’s lieutenant from their days together at Amherst
until Dewey’s death in 1931, was the theoretician of the
DDC for most of this period. The introduction to the
second edition was seven times longer than the Introduc-
tion to the first edition, for in it Dewey explained and

13
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defended his practices. There were also a great many
relocations and much re-using of numbers in the second
edition. To prevent the suspicion that succeeding edi-
tions would contain equally unsettling amounts of
change, Dewey made the following promise: ““Librarians
making the necessary changes for the revised edition
need not fear that a series of editions have begun each
of which will call for such changes ...”” He kept his
word. Though in the years aliead there would be great
expansion upon the numbers of the second edition,
there would be very few changes that would result in
changed meanings of numbers. This policy which is cal-
led integrity, or stability, of numbers, was to be the
guiding principle of the DDC for the next six decades.

In the second edition, standard subdivisions, then called
form divisions, were now applied to subdivisions of clas-
ses. Divide-like had become a standard procedure and
part of the classifier’s language. The Index was called the
Relativ Index for the first time. It was spelled without a
final “e”, following the rules of Simplified Spelling which
also began in this edition. Simplified spelling was to be-
come more intrusive in the DDC in the mistaken assump-
tion that it was what Dewey desired. While Dewey ap-
proved of simplified spelling, he also desired inter-
national acceptance of the DDC, and simplified spel-
ling was a decided impediment to this goal. Notes
werc many and helpful in the second edition, and
the decimal point appeared here for the first time.
(It had not been used in the first edition. A period
had been used above the base line to indicate that
the next digit represented either size or accession
number within that class. For instance, 973 - 4 - 18 was
the eighteenth book on the quarto shelf for American
History.) There were now geographical and period sub-
divisions. There were special tables at the end of the
volume: one listed subjects divided geographically,
another was a list of the subject divisions of languages.
Here then were the first auxiliary tables. The index had
grown from 2 000 to 10 000 entries. Dewey wrote of
the index, “This Subject Index is the most important
part of the system.”® He may even have believed that.
Certainly, librarians inexpert in a ficld could place a
book reasonably well with the assistance of the index.

The first edition had been promising and had been ac-
cepted by many of the newer libraries. The second edi-
tion was the promise fulfilled and is probably the pre-

mier achievement in the development of American lib-
rary classification.

5. More recent developments

During the years of development of the DDC up to 1951,
the date of publication of the fifteenth edition, there
was a steady acceptance of the DDC in the United States
and abroad. In general, during the first seventy-five years
of its existence the DDC simply expanded upon its sec-
ond edition structure. New editions appeared when old
ones had been sold out or there was enough new mater-
ial to justify bringing out a new edition. This line of
development of the DDC reached its fullest expansion

in 1942 when the forteenth cdition was published. This
edition, which was almost 2,000 crowded pages long, still

14

followed the structure of the second cdition. Most of
this development, from the fourth edition on, h‘ad been
done by the able editors May Seymour, editor from
circa 1890 to 1921, and Dorkas Fellows, editor from
1921 to 1938.

Before his death in 1931 Dewey, his son Godfrey, and
Dorkas Fellows has decided that three levels of the DD /
should be published: an abridged cdition for smg]l libra-
ries, a library edition for shelf arrangement of mliddkf""_
size and larger libraries, and a bibliographic edition i‘)‘l "
classed catalogs and for shelf arrangement of special ¢
lections and the largest of libraries. The bibliogr‘dphlc
edition has never been achieved. The fifteenth edition =
called the standard edition — was an attempt at the lib-
rary edition and represented radical structural changes:
It was a failure, however, primarily because it had no
competent editor. The sixteenth edition (which was,
fact, much nearer to what Dewey envisioned the library
edition to be) was a return to the line of development
of the first fourteen editions. It was not a return to th
past, however, for with the sixteenth edition first D@V

Haykin and then Benjamin A. Custer began modernizing
the DDC.

Through the seventeenth and eighteenth editions and
into the yet to be published nineteenth edition, Custe’
continued the modernization. Totally new (phoen X
schedules were developed for Psychology 150, Law 34%
Mathematics 510, Sociology 301308, and Music 780
(The last two are being done for the nineteenth edition-
Auxiliary “floating” tables werc devised to enable syI”
thesis of numbers without class bias introduced by di-
vide-like instructions. (What had been called tables had
become ‘schedules’ by the eighteenth edition, while the
special tables were now simply “tables’.) In the seve” T
teenth edition appeared the area tables. In the Eighteejl
edition, tables for literature; individual languagess mcmé
ethnic, and national groups; languages; and persons wer
provided. A new index that yielded more information
was developed by Marie Henshaw, Custer’s assistant, an
by Custer himself. It was not well received in the Sevgn]-
teenth edition, but was markedly improved for the €18 Yi-
teenth edition. Many smaller improvements and modern
zations of terms werc also carried out.

As for internationat use of the DDC, a decision W"'S.made
in the 1960’s that where possible the DDC would rid
itself of North American and other biases and at the re
same time attempt to meet the needs of users eVel‘Y‘f"he) '
In order to fulfill this goal Forest Press, publisher of the
DDC, commissioned Sarah Vann and Pauline Seely © e
a field survey of libraries in Asian, selected African, an
Eastern Mediterranean countries. Many of the ideas Sug
gested to them were incorporated in the seventeenth an
eighteenth editions. At the same time Forest Press cons
mitted itself to meeting the classification needs of hbraj_
ries in non-English-speaking countries by way of @ tr(m;;
lation program. Other than the Spanish Edition of | ) =
which was a translation of the fifteenth edition, no tra"
lating of the full edition had been done in recent time:
(This is not to overlook the French translation by PaUII e
Otlet, which was begun in 1896 and which produced
Clussification Décimale and let to the UDC. These edi-
tions of course, modified the DDC extensively in the

. v ent
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Process. Nor are the many adaptations and translations
at alower level of fullness into other languages being
ignored in this account®.) Under the guidance of the
Board of Governors of Forest Press (in particular John
Humphry of the New York State Library) and direction
of Richard Sealock, executive director of the Press,
Making the DDC available to non-English speaking users

€came an almost full-time occupation 4S the full French
e.dltion and the Hindi selective abridgement Were pub-
lished and the new Spanish edition developed'o-

International alliances were also made. The Decimal
Classification Editorial Committee, which has guided ’
the development of the DDC since shortly after Dewey's
death, now includes a representative of the Library
ssociation of Great Britain and, at the present, @ mem-
ber from Canada. In application, coordinated practice
as been achieved with the British National Bibliography,
Canadian National Library, and Australian National
lbrary,

By the mid-1970s the DDC had become the predomi-
Nant library classification in the world. In Englisly-spgak-
Ing countries it is used by 85 percent of all libraries, I
atin America by almost all of the newer libraries, In

Africa by most libraries in those countries where libra-
'les have been developed, and increasingly in those
Countries now developing libraries. In Asia and Europe
itis probably the most popular system, but homemade

?Stems and the UDC are also used in many libraries
]ere'

The contributions of Melvil Dewey to the advance-
ment of Jibrarianship are, of course, many and varied.

Ut non is so important as his contribution to the orga-
Mzation of knowledge; the DDC has made book§ zmd‘
their subjects more accessible to generations of hbmrl_-
4ns and scholars, Through the efforts of Dewey and his
Successors, the first edition of the DDC, which was some
Orty pages long and was designed tO arrange the catalog
and collection of the library of Ambherst Co!lege, has
8rown into an opus several thousand pages In l.ength
‘eSigned tor arranging the catalogs and collections of
tbraries throughout the world.

NOtes

;; gf Muu;‘;‘)l‘)??. and 1]9{;1736
ce p. of Dewe °8 >
3 The discussion in t);w following two paragraphs O-\‘V.LS l|“tl<l)Lh

to idcas suggested to the author by John Metcalfe anc
Enzo Bottasso’s book, csp. here p- 177207 York, Chat-
OF Catalogue of the Apprentices’ Library. New 0‘1 ,Cn.t;to
terton and Parker, 1874. There were SC.VCNI Suppll‘:ln\nt\:
the initial catalog, This item Was one of the supplemet-
Sce Harris 1870
6) Cf Leidecker 1945 and Graziano 1959
8 ?cp Dewey 1885, p. 46

pld, p. 32 . DDC into

From the time of Otlet’s request to truhslntcvtlm D 1 .
French there have been many translations Ol.wc L, = E\u‘h
editions, There have been rather drastic modif lcu.tlmr,t?ucg
4s the Nippon Decimal Classification, but mO'”:t t”:h .1131!111-
have remained close to the structure of the origind \ly\ ‘“;
Selected translations are cited here only to suggest the me d
translations of the DDC that do exist.

4)
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Recent translations: Arnesen, Arne. Klassifikasjon ctter
Melvil Deweys System, 3. Okte og Reviderte Utgave. Oslo,
A. s. Spesialtrykk, 1969. Dewey Decimal Classification and
Relative Index. Devised by Melvil Dewey. Tranian languages
expanded by Cataloging Department, Tehran Book Process-
ing Centre. Tehran, Iran, Institute for Rescarch and Planning
in Science and Liducation, 1971.
Dewey Classification and Relative Index. Devised by Melvil
Dewey. Standard (15th) Edition Revised. Project for the
Improvement of Teacher Training, George Peabody College
for Teachers, Scoul, Korea, 1959. Dewey Onlu Tasnif ve
Relatif” Endeks. Tertipleyen Melvil Dewey. Standart 185.
Basim. Istanbul, Milli Lgitim Basimevi, 1962. Bibliografia
Nazionale Italiana; Schema di Classificazione. Firenze,
1970. Sistem Pengkelasan Perpulohan Dewey (Rengkas).
Di-susun oleh Abdul Rashid Bin Ismail. Kuala Lumpur,
Maktab Perguruan Bahasa, 1966. I'lokkunarkerfi; fyrir
islenzk bokasofn, Pytt og Stadfaert eftir Dewey Decimal
Classification. Reykjavik, Bokafulltrui Rikisins, 1970.
Phuong Phap Tong Ke va Phan Loai Sach voi Bang Phan-
Loai Thap-Phan Viet-Nam. Cua Richard K. Gardner. Saigon,
Hoi Asia IF'oundation, 1966.
Older Translations: Fautcux, Acgidius. Classification des
Livres; Plan Systematique en usage A la Bibliotheque de
Montreal. Montreal, 1952, Cactano Dias, Antoni. Com-
pendio de classificacao decimal ¢ indice alfabetico. Rio de
Janciro, 1943. Kwei, John Chih-Ber. Dewey’s Decimal Clas-
sification and Relative Index for Chinese Libraries. Tsinau,
1925.

10) Ctf Dewey 1974.
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