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Abstract: The article identifies two distinct sections, one within the public library sphere and one in ucademic libraries, relevant

for the development of a unique Swedish classification system (the SAB-system) to be used in public libraries. These are used 1o
analyse the social and discursive influences that led 1o a rejection of the DDC as the common classification system for the public
libraries in Sweden. The author analyses the debate that ook place in the 19105 in various publications and identifies theoretical
as well as some practical reasons for rejecting the DDC. Reference is also made to the situation in Norway and Denmark at this
tme and their attempts to influence Sweden o accept the DDC as had been done in these countries. Conclusions are drawn that

the reasons for rejection of the DDC not ouly is to be sought in theoretical or even practical problems regarding the system itself

bur in the academic library sector which, through the SAB-system, could create a lasting iufluence on the knowledge orgimisation
Y B )] B B B

in public libraries in order to uphold the national identity of the Swedish library system.

1. Introduction

In 1917 at the Annual Mccting of the Swedish Li-
brary Association (SAB) a committee was formed on
the initiative of the librarian at the Malms Workers’
Library, Frithiof Berlin, aiming at the creation of a
unified classification system [or Swedish public librar-
ies, school libraries and other comparable libraries
(Beriittelse..., 1917). By this time there was already an
ongoing discussion about how such a classification
system should be designed. This discussion had been
initiated through a decision in the Swedish parliament
in 1912, which stated that federal funding of public
libraries should be guarantced if the libraries bought
their literature from a National Standard Catalog
which was to be set up for this special purpose. The
State Library Consultant Fredrik IHjclmqvist was ap-
pointed as editor of this catalog, ‘The first edition was
released 1915, but in 1913 when the subject organi-
sation in it was discussed, I1jelmqvist contacted the
Head Librarian of the National Library, E.W. Dahl-
gren, who recommended the use of the National Ac-
quisition Catalog for the academic libraries as a model
for the catalog s systematisation (Hjelimqvist, 1950, p.

350). This eventually proved to be the first expression
of an attitude that would shape the development of
Klassifikationssystem Jor Svenska Bibliotek (the SAB-
system), which was to be presented at the SAB An-
nual Mceting in 1921 (see Appendix A).

I have in a recent study (Hansson, 1996a; 1996b)
outlined two major discursive formations that were
competing in the classilication debate as a whole, rec-
ognised as a public library discourse and an academic
library discourse. The aim of this article is to focus on
one single issue, that of how the affiliation with any
of these discourses influenced the attitudes toward a
possible implementation of the Dewey system into
the developing Swedish public library structure in the
beginning of the 20th century. I do this through the
study of the public debate ws it appears on this issue
in official printed material, the most important for
this discussion being the Swedish Library Journal,
Bibliotcksbladet, and the Annual Meetings of SAB.
First however, I provide a brief background on the
Swedish public library development at the time and
of the carlier classilication practice in various public
library precursors and in academic libraries.
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2. Early Public Library Development in Sweden

The evolution of the public library sector in Swe-
den is tightly conncected with the democratic devel-
opment that was initiated primarily through the rap-
idly increasing power of the Social Democratic Party
during the first two decades of the 20th century. Up
until the turn of the century the state ideology was
repressive and conservative, which ill-suited the com-
ing of the industrial society with its new demographic
structures and political requirements. Unul 1905 the
state had shown very little interest in library issues,
claiming that these were of no national concern and
that the need for involvement was fulfilled through
the commitment of the state-church by its upholding
of parish libraries (Burius 1994). The public library
precursors can be divided into four main categories:
the parish libraries, the socialist workers’ libraries,
the liberal-philanthropic libraries and the popular
movement libraries. There were large differences be-
tween them in terms of ideological affiliations, aims
and size. Except for the parish libraries that since the
mid-19th century had been representatives of the offi-
cial power, they all worked as parts of the democratic
movement, focusing principally on the self-cducation
of the working classes (Sjosten, 1993, Torstensson,
1995).

The coming of democracy meant a more active
state that increasingly has intervened in various parts
of society. The popular library sector came to benefit
from this mainly through a decision in parliament in
1912, when it was decided, after a thorough investiga-
tion (Palmgren, 1911), that governmental funding of
public libraries should be granted to the various
forms of popular libraries according to certain condi-
tions. It was also decided that a special authority, the
State Library Consultant, should be established in or-
der to coordinate the bringing together of the differ-
ent popular libraries into a unificd public library
structure, much influenced by the free public libraries
in the USA and UK.

These state initiatives were met {rom the library
community with the founding of SAB in 1915 in or-
der to be able to strengthen the profession and initiate
various topics in the discussions with the Library
Consultant. One of the issues that emerged in the dis-
cussions was that of a uniform classification for the
public libraries collections. It is interesting to note
that the academic libraries were surprisingly passive
in this organisational development. They upheld a
representation of the old constitution and showed lit-
tle interest in the founding of the SAB. Their firmly
established discourse had little need of influence from
the new socially directed public library movement
that had an ideological backing which did not give
precedence to the values that had ruled the universi-

ties in the preceding century. When the classification
issue was raised, however, there was interest from the
academic library sphere, which ceventually came o
play a major role in the forming of the SAB-system
(Hansson, 1995).

2.1. Earlier Swedish Classification Practice

In the preface of the first edition of the SAB-
system the SAB Classification Committee writes that
“the final reason for not applying this system
[Dewey] in our country has for the committee been
the respect for older practices in our libraries ... In
most public libraries is in fact some sort of alphabeti-
cal system used, in the luger libraries often consisting
of some twenty main classes" (Klassifikations-
system..., 1921, p. 6). It is notable that in a public li-
brary precursor, no matter if it was a worker’s li-
brary, parish library or popular movement library,
the classifications made were mostly given some sort
of alphabetical notation. T'wo of the most influential
models for the libraries were the classifications made
in the standard catalogs set up as recommendations
for aquisition by the two student unions at Uppsala
University, the radical-liberal Verdandi and the con-
servative Heimdal. Both these catalogs also served as
handbooks for the tending and development of vari-
ous types of popular libraries, and their classifications
were well distributed all over Sweden at the begin-
ning of the 20th century. The classification in the
sccond edition of the Heimdal Catalog (1905) was
widely used us a shelving system for all sorts of non-
academic libraries. The Ileimdal Catalog had a totally
alphabetical notation, while the Verdandi Catalog
(1908) had a notation based on Roman numerals, an
exception which was only followed by a handful of
libraries, while the majority instead translated the
classification into one having a more practical alpha-
betical notation.

Academic libraries at this time had a classification
practice which was essentially different from that of
the various popular libraries. The divisions in the sys-
tems at the university libraries were not identical but
the basic structure was quite homogenous, with the
use of abbreviations instead of any notational devices.
The only classification with a systematic notation
that was used in the academic library sphere was that
of the above mentioned National Aquisition Catalog,
which used an alphabetical notation.

No discussion on alternative forms of notation
seems to have occurred, at least not in any official fo-
rum, until the upcoming debate on the possible appli-
cation of the Dewey system. This debate received
much nourishment from the development in the sur-
rounding Nordic countries and the increasing influ-
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ence of the American public-library model in the
Swedish library sector,

3. International Influences

Representatives  of the Swedish  public library
community got acquainted with the ideology and or-
ganisation of the Anglo-Saxon free public libraries
through a speech by the Danish librarian Andreas
Schack Steenberg at a meeting on popular education
in Uppsala 1901. He spoke of the concept of the pub-
lic library as something new which concerned the
whole population and not just the discredited parts of
it. Apart from novelties like open shelves, well
thought out architectural solutions and prioritised
children’s departments, he spoke of the Dewey sys-
tem and the Cutter tables (Tynell, 1931, p. 112). The
expericences of the free public libraries that Steenberg
had gained through journcys to the US had come to
influence the Danish public library system at a very
carly stage, and the ideas were further publicised in
Sweden primarily by Valfrid Palmgren around 1910
(Palmgren, 1909, Torstensson, 1994).

Steenberg s speech was very well received and in
1902 he published a book through the care of Ver-
dandi, Om Folkbibliotek. It focuses mainly on library
architecture, but while discussing the shelving and
ordering of the books he does not speak of the
Dewey system but states that “it is from many aspects
the most practical to shelve the books in classes and
then within each class in alphabetical order”
(Steenberg, 1902, p.33). The method of doing this was
in traditional Sweden, having a call nuiber consisting
of a class mark and a number which indicated its fixed
place within the class.

It was this clement of fixed call numbers that
Dewey wanted to get away from when he constructed
his classification system in 1876, but it would be ten
more years before the ideas of Dewey made their en-
trance in the Scandinavian library community, when
the Danish State Book Collection Committee, Statens
Bogsamlingskomité, led by Sicenberg, commenced a
systematic overview of the Danish public libraries.
"The collections were gone through, a lot was thrown
away and many new acquisitions were made. A deci-
mal dassification was introduced s well as author
marks and book cards" (Hvenegaard Lassen, 1962, p.
156). Eventually, in 1915, the first edition of the Dan-
ish version of the Dewey system saw the light of day.

In Norway, American library ideas had been an in-
fluence since the late 1890s, primarily through
Haakon Nyhuus at the Deichman Public Library in
Oslo. Many representatives from Swedish libraries
came there to study the new ideas as they had been
exccuted. Fredrik Nilsson at Stockholm Workers' Li-
brary, which was the largest non-academic library at

this time in Sweden, went to both Oslo and Keben-
havn to examine conditions. What primarily im-
pressed him was the use of open shelves which he de-
scribed as "a bold decision” which put "a considerable
part of the work on - the public" (Larsson, 1989, p.
111). In 1904 « delegation was sent from Malmé in
preparation for the opening of the Malmé Public Li-
brary in 1905, They took a wider interest in different
issues and decided to apply the Dewey system in their
youth-department, following the practice at the De-
ichman Library (Nosslin, 1946, p. 26). This was the
first time that a Swedish library applied the Dewey
system to their collections. Malmé chose to follow
the Norwegian model and thus adopted it more or
less unaltered from the American edition, including
the equally unaltered Cutter name tables.

This was not the method that was chosen in Den-
mark, where a thorough revision of the Dewey sys-
tem, as well as the Cutter tables, was made in order to
make them fit better into the structure of the Danish
library collections. One problem was that the Dewey
system was very American in its focus, which meant
that small nations such as the Scandinavian ones were
given long notations which was quite ungainly for the
principally small public libraries With a large degree
of local literature in their collections. This was solved
by rearranging the Geography class so that e.g. the
"Topography of Kebenhavn was assigned 46.3 instead
of a signature with six figures.

In particular the Danish influence, principally
through Steenberg himself, was very strong on the
Swedish public library movement the first decades of
the 20th century. Denmark had its strongest impact
on the national organisation of public libraries. In the
field of classification, however, there was a much
more suspicious attitude from many of the actors on
the Swedish library scene, and the Danish argument
about increased possibilities for cooperation and in-
teraction through a common classification system met
no centhusiasm.

4. The Swedish Attitude Towards the Dewey-
System

At the 1917 annual meeting of SAB Lars Wihlin,
Head Librarian of the Géteborg University Library,
emphasised the importance of having the coming clas-
sification system built on established Swedish classifi-
cation practice. In the same spirit, Hjelmquvist stated
that "the only classification system that has achieved
some sort of international status, that by the Ameri-
can Dewey constructed Decimal Classification, had
no prospect to gain any wider application among the
scientific libraries in Europe” (Beritttelse..., 1917,
p-214). Nonc of these statements was met by any op-
position at the meeting. Hjelmquvist had clarified his
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position on this issue a year earlier in an article pub-
lished in Biblioteksbladet answering Steenberg, when
he raised the issue. Steenberg writes in his article:

[ would thus advise my Swedish colleagues 1o re-

vise the Dewey system according to national re-

quirements, develop name tables based on Cuuter,
but adapted to the names of Swedish authors and
to usc these revised systems in the organisation of
the Swedish public libraries. Regarding the Deci-
mal Classification, [ do believe that the Swedish

revision would benefit from the adoption of a

decimal division, that would to a minimal degree

differ from the Danish system. Thereby the coop-
eration between us will be highly encouraged.

(Steenberg, 1916, p.118).

He further discusses the problems that the Norwe-
gians had when applying the original American edi-
tion of the system i.e. the long notations, and regard-
ing the Cutter tables, the fact that they derived from
American names that were only 1o a very limited ex-
tent applicable for Scandinavian names. Steenberg
states that "I cannot even think that anyone in Swe-
den .. will ry 1o use Cutter’s system unaltered"
(Steenberg, 1916, p. 118).

Perhaps it was the experiences in Norway that led
to Hjelmqvist’s reluctant approach towards the two
American systems. He saw advantages in the Dewey
system primarily in the decimal division which made
it possible to extend the system practcally ad infini-
tum. He also admitted its advantages since it appeared
in so many cveryday situations, which made it easy
for the library user to get accustomed 1o the system.
However, he states, "regarding the Swedish libraries,
the use of this system in an unaltered form would be
no American short cut but a rather unpractcal de-
tour. Only if it existed a revised version like the Dan-
ish Decimal Classification mentioned by Prof. Steen-
berg, would there be reason to talk of any application
of this in any smaller libraries” (Ijelmqvist, 1916,
p.113). The thought of creating such an equivalence
in the present situation simply did not scem worth-
while.

There were, however, those who advocated an ap-
plication of the Dewey system in Sweden in the saume
way as had been done in Norway. When Alvida
Sandberg published her influential book Bibliotele uch
Bibliotefesskotsel in 1915, she argued for the impor-
tance of having a well thought out and theorctically
solid classification of the collections in the Swedish
libraries. She distinguishes four basic requirements of
such a system,

1) the system should "be built on sensible theoret-
cal principles, so that books with similar contents are
placed beside each other and related subjects close to
onc another”,

2) it should "be used in libraries of different kinds
and in different local contexts",

3) it should be "flexible so that it allows new sub-
jects to be mtroduced svithout disturbances cither in
the classitication or the catalog”,

4) 1t should be "easy to comprehend (or the public
and the notation should be plain and  distinet”
(Sandberg, 1915, pp. 49-50).

Whether the notation was alphabetical or numeri-
cal was of minor importance to Sandberg, but
"arablan numbers are uncomparably easier to work
with than a combination of letters and do not imply
any confusion or mistakes” (Sandberg, 1915, p. 49).
The Dewey-system was the only one available that
could fill all the requirements that Sandberg wanted
to see in a feasible classification system. Rather un-
critically she advocated a direct application of the
American edition of the Dewey-systemy as a whole.
The problems that had occurred in Norway were not
[urther considered and Steenberg states that * without
being rude 1 think she would benefit [rom having a
look down here w1 Denmark" (Steenberg, 1916, p.
116). |

The emphasis on theoretical issues that Sandberg,
aclknowledges is a part of the discussion that was put
in the background behind various pragmatic consid-
crations and this [ocus scems thus to somewhat isolace
her in relation to other actors taking part in the de-
bate. Her views on classification are as a whole over-
looked and though she gives practical examples in the
book on the application of the Dewey system in a
Swedish school-library, she s much ignored. On the
theoretical issue there is one exception which should
be mentioned, that is in the preface of the SAB-
system where it is stated that the rejection of the
Dewey system is due to "first and foremost theoreti-
cal considerations” (Klassifikationssystem..., 1921, p.
6). The argument from a theoretical standpoint in the
system though is very vague and unfocused. The way
in which Sandberg adapts Dewey in the Swedish
school-library example is simply to exclude those
classes that ave considered as not necessary or covered
by the collections. The only exception is the synthesis
of Asia and Australia in 915. The American cdition
has Australia on its own in 919,

The strong advocacy of American ideas of the free
public library that was being put (orward by Sand-
berg was warmly welcomed and spread widely in al-
most cvery part of public library thinking except on
the issue of classilication, A skeptical voice, which is
representative of the academuc libraries, was that of
Gustav Adde, who in a review of Sandberg’s book
states that "even though Swedish libraries have a lot
to learn from American free public libraries, one
must ask whether it 1s suitable to copy cverything
which is being used there. I am primarily referring to
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the Dewey Decimal Classification" (Adde, 1915, p.
393). Adde’s critique of the system focuses on two
major issucs, the Anglo-Saxon worldview which is
mirrored in the system, something which is con-
firmed by Frohmann (1994) and Wilson (1992), and
the fact that principally due to this, the system seems
only applicable to large libraries and not small ones,
e.g. school libraries, as had been claimed by Sandberg,
Moreover he states that the examples that he had seen
of various attempts to adjust the systemv in Sweden
had been less than confident.

4.1, The Auitude Toward the Dewey-System Within
the SAB Classification Committee

The Dewey system is discussed at length in the
preface of the SAB-system and references are made to
the Classification Committec’s discussions on the
possibilities of introducing the system in Sweden. Tt is
worth noting that all members of the committee but
one in one way or another represented the academic
libraries. Tt was, as mentioned, regarded highly im-
proper to adopt the Dewey system according to the
American edition and the committee clarifies why it
was also difficult to make a revision such as the onc
that had been undertaken in Denmark: "If one under-
takes a thorough revision such as has been made in
c.g. Denmark, the advantages of the international
character of the system will vanish and also after such
a revision it becomes difficult to use the American
edition to update the system” (Klassifikations-
system..., 1921, p. 5). The argument of system devel-
opment is one that has not been cxplicit in the pre-
ceding debate. To have a system that is not dependant
on the development of an international edition but to
be able to revise it on national premises is an argu-
ment which is strongly emphasised in the SAB-system
itsell.

It is clear though that the committee studied the
Danish system thoroughly, and they were not unin-
[luenced by it. What was chiefly apparent was the in-
spiration for the division of the Geography Class.
The most obvious change that was made in the Dan-
ish system was the separation of Geography from
History in Class 9, placing the former in Class 4,
which in the American edition was given to Philol-
ogy and thus brought that together with the Litera-
rure Class in 8, i.e. o change similar to the one which
appcared in the UDC in the mid 1960s. This made
the Nordic countries more [lexible both with regard
to geography and history. The geographical division
of the SAB-system is very similar to the Danish,
though in some parts it is somewhat deeper, c.g. in
the class Nm - Poland Russia and the Baltic Provinces.
In the Swedish precursor, the National Standard
Catalog of 1915, the Geography class went no {urther

i its division than the continents and it was put to-
gether with Ethnography and Folklore, which in the
SAB-system is assigned a separate class, Mb - Ethnog-
raphy with a geographical division. In the Danish sys-
tem (1915) Ethnography is also treated sepurately
(Class 59) but given a different division, 59.1 - Natural
ITistory of Man, 59.8 - General Archaeology and 59.9
- General Prehistoric Archaeology.

The argument for an alphabetical notation is said
to be grounded on theoretical consideration. The
struggle to create natural divisions is facilitated by us-
ing 25 main classes instead of 10. As an example it can
be mentioned that the 8th edition of Dewey (1913)
brings together under 600 - Uscful Arts, such diverse
subjects as 610 - Medicine, 620 - Engincering, 630 -
Agriculture, 640 - Domestic Economy, 650 - Com-
munication and Commerce, 660 - Chemical ‘I'echnol-
ogy, 670 - Manufactures, 680 - Mechanical "I'rades and
690 - Building. Artificial co-locations of this kind
were something that the committee wanted 10 avoid.
In the discussion on the theoretical disadvantages of
the Dewey system though, there is a hint that the re-
luctant attitude was not entirely unproblematic: "It is
clear though that c.g. the Dewey system, properly
modified, could offer an alternative for Swedish li-
braries as a usable classification, which could work in
spite of its unavoidable logical deficiences” (Klassifika-
tionssystem..., 1921, p.5). Just what deficiences, other
than the crowd in some main divisions the committee
is referring to, is not revealed in the SAB-system pref-
ace. The Dewey system was guided by primarily two
considerations, simplicity and mnemonics. ‘The SAB-
system was explicitly copying the principles of the
latter while the [ormer seems not to have been of any
prime interest.

4.2, The Advocates

The discussion that took place regarding the
Dewey question in the first two decades of the 20th
century was not very extensive and concerned only a
limited number of actors. It was mostly raised ¢n pas-
sant in a more holistic argumentation for the public
library ideas. In spite of this it is possible to distin-
guish some relations between them and to point to
some factors that might shed light on the patterns of
power between the competing sectors of the library
community in Sweden at this time. Looking at the
participants in the discussion that have been men-
tioned in this article it is possible to group them in
two distinct categories: 1) the representatives of the
academic libraries, being Dahlgren, Wahlin and Adde,
and 2) the representatives of the public libraries,
Palmgren, Sandberg, Berlin, Nilsson and also the
aforementioned delegation from Malmé that went to
Oslo in 1904. Fredrile Hjelmquist holds a position
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somewhere in between, being both a University Li-
brarian, State Library Consultant and a major force in
the founding of SAB. He is also the chairman of the
SAB Classification Committee. It is clear that the atti-
tude towards the Dewey system among these persons
in many cases coincides with their belonging to the
academic or publiclibrary sector.

‘T'he arguments of those advocating the use of the
Dewey-system can be divided in three main categories
which are all closely related to each other:

1) the application of the Dewey-system by simply
taking over the American edition. The main advan-
tage of this would be of an international character,

2) an adaption of the system in the way that had
been made in Denmark. This would mean that it
would be possible to establish deeper bibliographical
cooperation and exchange within a Scandinavian con-
text. The system would also be simpler to work with
for e.g. small libraries.

3) It would be a natural step in the general intro-
duction of the ideas behind the free public libraries.
Since the system was used in such an environmerit in
both the US and in Norway, it was seen as well
adapted to fit the open-shelf systems and other fea-
tures of this, at the time, new library thinking. This
argument reveals a longing to get away {rom primar-
ily the repressiveness of the parish library system
which had been a drag on the lack of resources and its
tie to the state state-church ideology.

The participants in the discussion that advocated
the Dewey system all belonged to the public library
sector in one way or another. They had also, at one
time or another, studied the use of the system in a
context outside Sweden, primarily in the US and
Norway. A.S. Steenberg, who had introduced Dewey
in Denmark had also made thorough studies in both
the US and England. Among all these representatives
there was a strong awareness about current public li-
brary development on an international level. 'T'his
awareness was influential in the decision of the par-
liament of 1912 based on the investigation by Valfrid
Palmgren, who had made long study-journeys to the
US and explicitly sought to implement the new ideas
in the new national library structure that were evolv-
ing.

4.3. The Opponents

The arguments put forward by those who opposed
the introduction of the Dewey-system can be said to
comprise at least four parts:

1) the reference to older Swedish classification
practice. The use of numerical system was practically
absent, with the above mentioned exception of the
Verdandi Standard Catalog using Roman numerals.
This was the case in both popular libraries and aca-

demic, To develop the use of alphabetical notation
thus seemed more natural.

2) The Nutional Standard Catalog for public librar-
ies which was conceived in 1915 used a classification
built on the one in the National Acquisition Catalog,
for academic libraries, and building the SAB-system
onto this would guarantee a continuity of the world-
view established in the two former catalogs.

3) The advantages with the international character
of the Dewey system were regarded as much exagger-
ated, especially when studying the system as it was
seen in Denmark.

4) The theoretical considerations. These were made
explicit in the preface of the SAB-system and were re-
stricted to its being easier to niake natural divisions
with some twenty-{ive main classes instead of ten.

In the old pre-industrial Swedish society the uni-
versities had held a central position in the {orming ol
the philosophy of the state and their influence was
far-reaching in the state administration. With the
coming of democracy the development rejected this
order with its conservative character, including strong
elements of isolationism and national protectionism.
It is therefore not surprising to [ind that all of those
who in the public discussions claimed preference o
the Swedish tradition came from the academic sector
which had difficulties adhering to the ideas of the free
public libraries, which they regarded as something
that did not affect them at all. That also explains why
the academic librarans were relatively uninterested in
participating in the work of SAB and why they sud-
denly showed such an interest in the classification is-
sue. The classification of the National Acquisition
Catalog was one that mirrored the conservative ideal-
ism that Sweden now was moving away from, and
they were eager to maintain this division of knowl-
edge that had been established in the old Swedish so-
ciety inaccordance with an old Lurocentric epistemo-
logical tradition, which is thus handed down to the
SAB-system (Klasson, 1996).

The fact that academic librarians did succeed is due
to many reasons, among those their stronger profes-
sional authority which allowed them to prevail in an
issue so strongly connected to the core of the library
profession. Another aspect that might have played a
part was the personal influence of Fredrik Hjelmqvist
who was regirded as primus inter pares on most li-
brary issues at this time. Coming from the academic
sector and upholding the position of State Library
Consultant he was close to the professional argument
when it came to giving precedence in the analysis of
the issue.
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5. Conclusion

There are two quotations in this article that are
crucial for the understanding of the Swedish attitude
toward the Dewey system at this ume: that where
Hjelmquvist states that the Dewey system is not suit-
able for the scientific libraries in Sweden (Berittelse...,
1917, p. 214) and that where the Classification Com-
mittee states that it might well be that the Dewey-
system could work well within a public library con-
text (Klassifikationssystem...,1921, p. 5). These two
reveal that even though it might have been not only
possible to carry through an acceptable application of
Dewey in the public libraries, but also, as has been
shown, highly appreciated by public librarians, it was
the academic sector that won the right of interpreta-
tion and set the rules. The reasons for this can be
sought in many aspects of the historical relation be-
tween the two sectors.

Among academic libraries there was a concern
about the role they would play in the new social de-
velopment. The universities could no longer have the
strong impact on the state that they had possessed car-
lier, and being a part of this, the librarians were obvi-
ously reluctant to adhere to the new American li-
brary ideas. On the classification issue this was mani-
fested through a position which indicated a strong
ideological affiliation to a European view on the or-
ganisation of knowledge.

There are, however, reasons to believe that argu-
ments other than this ideological one were at hand
when identifying the reasons for the Swedish rejec-
tion of Dewey. Practical considerations must be given
a high degree of importance. The fact that the Na-
tional Standard Catalog was conceived only a couple
of years before the constitution of the SAB Classifica-
tion committee was regarded as a very strong argu-
ment for an order that was already being established
within the public libraries. At the same time the rela-
tion of the subject division to the academic libraries
could create a common ground from which a collabo-
ration could be established between the two spheres
when eventually the public libraries would be the
unified corpus that they were supposed to be. The
thought of reclassification in practically every library
in the country simply did not seem worthwhile.

Appendix A.
The SAB-system (1 ed. 1921)

A Books and Libraries, Bibliographies
B General Works, Miscellaneous

C Religion

D Philosophy

E  LEducation

F

Philology

Literature

Fiction

Beaux Arts (with Music and Theater)
Archaeology

History

Biography (with Genealogy)

Anthropology, Ethnography

Geography

Sacial Science, Law (with National Economy
and Statistics)

Technology

Economy (with Industry, Commerce and Com-
munication)

Gymnastics, Sports, Games and Playing
Military Science

Mathematics

Natural Sciences

Medicine
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