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Presentatör
Presentationsanteckningar
At the last EDUG meeting (Oslo, 2023) we decided to make another attempt, together with the British Library, to initiate a change to the “Approximate the whole" rule. Alex Kyrios, the Dewey editor at OCLC, is also supporting this new attempt. For easier communication, we use a summarizing term such as "Approximate the whole problem" or "Approximate the whole rule", knowing that other aspects and concepts must also be considered in this context.
After the general introduction by Alex Kyrios (OCLC) and the more in-depth practical description of the problem by Terrance Mann (British Library), I will now try to summarize things and outline our work for the coming weeks and months. 
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– Look at the problem from different perspectives
- Librarian, classifier/cataloger, Dewey translator, Dewey teacher, … 
- Close collaboration with the Dewey editor and the EPC
- European experience: translation, DDC mapping, individual use cases, …

What can EDUG do?

Goal:
A recommendation paper that will be submitted to Alex 
and the EPC for further discussion and final decision.

Presentatör
Presentationsanteckningar
Alex has mentioned it before: As EDUG, we are not in the position to make an actual decision on this. We are not the ones to decide. This will primarily be up to the DDC editorial staff at OCLC and the EPC. Nevertheless, EDUG is in a position to make a significant contribution to this discussion, as we are able to view and analyze the problem from different perspectives…
 
- Librarian
- Classifier/Cataloger
- Dewey translator
Dewey teacher
…
 
We are working closely together with the Dewey editor and the EPC as well. Last but not least, we bring a lot of experience in Dewey translation, individual DDC use cases or DDC mapping.
 
The aim is that at the end of our upcoming work, we will have produced a paper that contains an analysis of the problematic aspects, but that will also contain some kind of recommendation. How exactly this recommendation will look like is still open.
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Presentatör
Presentationsanteckningar
This whiteboard helped to provide impetus to our discussion last month, when EDUG members met for a pre-discussion (to be continued tomorrow in the business meeting) about the Approximate the whole problem.
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Hopes…

Easy to 
understand Easy to use

Approximate the 
whole,
Class-here, Including/ 
Standing room,
Hierarchical force, 
Standard-
subdivisions-are-
added note, Literary 
warrant,
…

Presentatör
Presentationsanteckningar
When we spoke about how we want this "Approximate the whole problem" to be solved, the overall tone was that we want it to be
 
- easy/easier to understand 
and
- easy/easier to use.
 
A a goal set high. Anyway, I think we can get there. But there will certainly be some work for us to do in order to be able to present such a nice solution. The fact is that in the end, we all have to be able to live with the result. Once a decision of this significance has been made, it cannot easily be reversed.
 
It didn't take us long to see that the problems of approximate the whole are manifold. Looking at the roles involved, it was interesting to learn that the problem is not only perceived by one side only, for example only by the classifier or the library user, but that all the other roles could also describe problems with Approximate the whole.
 
And that gives us a good signal that we must not take a one-sided approach when working out a proposed solution or recommendation. We have to look at many things to get to a good and „easy“ solution.
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…and reservations

– Long-established local solutions and workflows might not be 
easy to adapt to a change

– Keep the added value provided by DDC mappings

– Keep a Dewey number‘s inner structure for topics to reflect 
their level of congruency with the number

Presentatör
Presentationsanteckningar
Despite all the motivation to finally bring about a change, our discussions so far have also brought up some reservations. There may be good reasons to keep certain aspects, and to take care that we are not losing valuable things where we have put in a lot of effort in the years before.

- For some institutions, it might not be easy to adapt their long-established local solutions and workflows to a profound change of the rule

- Of course, we want to preserve the added value provided by DDC mappings. Class-here notes and Including notes are one of the main anchors used to establish the relationship between, for example, a subject heading and a Dewey number.

- Also for DDC editorial reasons, it is necessary to consider maintaining a certain structure for topics inside a Dewey number to reflect their level of congruency with the number, even without the principle of standing room.
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1. Abolish only the rule that prohibits adding to standing room topics

2. Keeping the rule while reviewing all information about the rule and 
provide information where missing

3. Develop further exceptions to the rule

4. Review the meaning and descriptions of the notes and related 
concepts, and modernize them for more claritiy and simplicity

How could a change look like 
(hypothetically)?

Presentatör
Presentationsanteckningar
Another thing I could read from our discussions so far is that, of course, at this early stage we are still unsure at what level the change should be made. Abolishing the rule seems attractive because we all wish that the DDC works easier for us, and especially a rule that forbids adding when you actually need to is a rule we don't like very much. We don't like to work around the loss of information that is caused by this rule because we want to provide our library users with the best possible access to our collections.
 
Maybe, or hopefully, we will come to a good compromise or will find a combination of the proposed changes useful. We will see.
 
For this reason, please understand these four proposed changes here as pure working hypotheses. Our work over the next months will therefore be about carefully examining the possible changes and their respective effects and consequences.
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Task A

– Draft a content structure of the paper (Table of content)

– Start writing the first parts: background, history

Task B 

– Develop What-if scenarios

Next steps & tasks

Presentatör
Presentationsanteckningar
So, how to move forward? Where to start the actual work? We will discuss this in detail tomorrow in our business meeting. That‘s why the following will just be an overview to serve as our basis for tomorrow.

As for the recommendation paper, it might make sense to start writing the frame pages without further delay. In addition, this will give us a good feeling because then we have arleady started writing the paper ;-).
 
We talked about developing What-if scenarios for each of the proposed changes, which I think will be very helpful in bringing to surface the impact that of each of these changes would have.
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Task C 

– Statistical analyses: notes (Class-here notes, Including notes, 
Hierarchical force, Captions, Relative Index, types of topics in 
Including notes, etc.), built numbers

Task D

– List today‘s exceptions to the rule

Next steps & tasks

Presentatör
Presentationsanteckningar
A comprehensive review like this usually requires some statistical statements. We will have to look at the notes, the captions, and the Relative Index, and, in particular, at the built numbers. We will have to look into the English version and the translations, maybe even do some comparison between the electronic and printed version.

No doubt we will have to produce some lists and tables. There will certainly be one that lists the exceptions to the rule that do exist and are used today.
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Task E

– List places where definitions and explanations about 
Approximate the whole can be found today

– What kind of information do we need in the future? And where 
do we want to find it?

Next steps & tasks

Presentatör
Presentationsanteckningar
What kind of information about the concept of Approximate the whole do we need? We have all pointed to the problem that there are too few and too sparse explanations in the secondary literature and in the DDC itself.
 
Having a list of the places where the concepts and rules are described today is also necessary for updating them to the new situation later on.
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Task F

 Pilot project: Pick one area for live testing and analyze impacts

Next steps & tasks

Presentatör
Presentationsanteckningar
Finally, Alex has suggested running a test or pilot project at some point and working with live results. I think this is a very interesting approach to see how a model actually affects a specific, limited area of the DDC. However, this step requires solid preparation and preliminary work.
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You can write us about this topic at any time. All input and 
discussion is welcome!

Alex Kyrios kyriosa@oclc.org

Terrance Mann terrance.mann@bl.uk

Tina Mengel t.mengel@dnb.de

Thank you!

mailto:kyriosa@oclc.org
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