
CHAPTER -3 

REV IS ION WORK 

W e  are not  going t o  have p e r f e c t i o n  tarorrw) ... it is going t o  t a k e  t ime.  

'Truth  is t h e  daughte r  of t ime '  s a y s  a h t i n  epigram. 

Knowledge i s  i n t r i n s S c a l l y  e v e r  incomplete. Knowledge is 

dynamical ly  mwing,  s o  is e v e r  changing and wer new. Thare- 

f o r e ,  it is always moving towards i t s  e t e r n a l l y  u n a t t a i n a b l e  

goa l .  It was i n  t h i s  s p i r i t  S i r  Richard Grcgozy s a i d  t h a t  

"Mn...pursues h i s  enqu i ry  i n t o  t h e  unknown, and h i s  c h i l d r e n ' s  

c h i l d r e n  w i l l  con t inue  t h e  search" P u r s u i t  f o r  knowledge is 

e n d l e s s .  Ideas  l i k e  institutions and c u l t u r e s  ~mase lma8 ly  

r e j u v e n a t e  themselves.or, converse ly  it is t M  i d e a s  t h a t  

t r a n s f o r m  a c u l t u r e .  By na tu re  t h e o r i e s  a r e  eptmneral  and 

cont inuous ly  changing. A s  a rule, and by d e f i d l t i o n ,  t h e o r i e s  

change w i t h  time. There i s  nothing a b s o l u t e  or permanem 

abou t  a theory :  a t h e o r y  i a  true o r  f a l s e  only  i n  th c o n t e x t  

of  t i m e .  A t h e o r y ,  l i k e  a t o o l ,  i s  t o  be repldobd by a better 

theo ry .  In  e s t a b l i s h e d  d i s c i p l i n e s  t h e o r i e s  a t e  r e l a t i v e l y  

more s t a b l e  f o r  a cons ide rab le  t i m e .  It i s  a 'mquirement 

t h a t  any new t h e o r y  nust i n  some manner r e l a t e  t o  t h e  prev ious  

and e s t a b l i s h e d  t h e o r y  concerned wi th  t h e  same s u b j e c t  mat te r*  

s a y s  E rnes t  Hutten. 3 

V e r i f i c a t i o n  of t h e o r i e s  always r e s u l t s  i n  t h e i r  r e v i s i o n  

and mod i f i ca t ion  - a s  v e r i f i c a t i o n  never  give6 cent p a r c e n t  



s a t i s f a c t o r y  r e s u l t s .  A given body of knowledge is i n  two 

ways a f f e c t e d  by time. With time, new i n s t & n t s  are  invented 

and sane new techniques  a r e  developed which h e l p  thr c o l l e c t i o n  

of d a t a  more p r e c i s e l y  and more deeply.  Tha t  @sy he lp  t o  deve- 

lop a sc i ence  f u r t h e r .  Fo r  example, in format ibn  scionce has 

been p o s s i b l e  only with  t h e  coming of computet.9 and medicine 

would no t  have made t h i s  much p rogres s  wi thaa t  e l e c t r o n i c s .  

Informat ion technology has  opened many new avemms i n  a11 a r e a s  

of i n t e l l e c t u a l  endeavours. Secondly, many nev r evo lu t iona ry  

t h e o r i e s  u s u a l l y  a f f e c t  thir lkinq and r e sea rch  in  otlnr f i e l d a .  

Darwin's t h e o r y  of t h e  s u r v i v a l  o f  t h e  f i t tesu and t h e  evolu- 

t i o n  of species have imp l i ca t ions  nuch more beyond t h e  realm 

of biology and anthropology. To phi losophy,  theology,  e t h i c s  

and s o c i a l  s c i ences ;  Darwin has  given new subdtance and d i r e c -  

t i o n s .  S i m i l a r l y ,  r e sea rches  say ,  i n  b io logy  q d  p h y r i c s  have 

provided new c l u e s  t o  r e sea rches  i n  s o c i a l  sciences, even i n  

humanit ies.  

Soc ie ty  changes wi th  t i m e .  New v a l u e s  c a m  u p r m t l o o k s  

change; p r i o r i t i e s  change. This  a o c i a l  change provides  new 

d i r e c t i o n s  and priorities t o  r e s e a r c h e r s  i n  different s o c i a l  

and i n t e l l e c t u a l  f i e l d s .  It may r e q u i r e  a l t e r a t i o n  of t h e  o l d  

views t o  be i n  consonance with  t h e  modern vieMs an5 new f a c t s .  

Therefore ,  s o c i a l  laws have t o  be adapted i n  ah@ new and 

changed contex t .  Ranganathan w r i t e s  t h a t  a t  arty p a r t i c u l a r  

moment t h e r e  is a  boundary l i n e  which may c h a w e  aftss say  



f i f t y  years .  "A man must be  a b l e  t o  ddapt  himaelf t o  the  

changing Condi t ions  of  t h e  s t a t e  of t h e  a r t  i n  l t b r a r y  workn. 4 

H e  e l a b o r a t e s  t h e  conv ic t ion  elsewhere:  

The s o c i a l  out look,  t he  s o c i a l  purpose and the 
s o c i a l  r an*  of any s o c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n  O r  a c t i -  
v i t y  change from age  t o  age. Therefore ,  t h e  
fundamental laws of  any branch of socl,al sci, -rice 
may change f r a n  t h e  bmndary  cond i t ioqs  set by 
t h e  s o c i e t y  from t ime t o  t i m e  on s o c i n l  o u t l m k ,  
s o c i a l  purpose and s o c i a l  range. Even when t tmy 
d o  not  themselves change, t h e  d e r i v e d  p r i n c i p l e s  
i n  r e s p e c t  of a branch of t h e  s o c i a l  s c i cnea  m y  
have t o  b e  v a r i e d  with  t h e  boundary cond i t ions  
set by t h e  society. . . .5 

In simple words, t h e  laws a r e  s u b j e c t  t o  the Wit p r i n c i -  

p l e  of r e i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  To c l a r i f y  f u r t h e r  Ranganathn  s t a t e s  

'The hypothes i s  and normative p r i n c i p l e s  w i l l  lose their v a l i -  

d i t y  when t h e  p o s s i b l e  f a c t s  and exper iences  i n d i c a t e d  by  t h e  

deduced l a w s  a r e  found t o  be unt rue .  Then they  are -laced b y  

a n o t h e r  set of  Hypothesis or Normative There  is  

no th ing  permanent about them. * I t  i s  p o s s i b l e a ,  he s a i d ,  "Phat 

t h e  p o s t u l a t e s  i n  c u r r e n t  u se  may be rep laced  br a s m a l l e r  

number of p o s t u l a t e s  g i v i n g  e q u a l l y  o r  even mom h e l p f u l  

resul ts . .  But t h i s  happens no t  by r e s e a r c h  b u t  by a a t r o k e  of 

sudden i n t u i t i o n .  That is no r e s e a r c h ,  he says.' TO p a r t i c u l a -  

r i z e  i n  con tex t  of  c l a s s i E i c . ~ t i o n ,  ha w r i t e s :  *Sinae t h e  u n i v e r s  

of subjects is e v e r  dynamic. any  theo ry  capable  of guid ing  

p r i n c i p l e s  t o  des ign  a scheme f o r  i t s  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  should  

i t s e l f  be  dynamic. The theo ry  i n  t h e  - Prolegome?a Ed 3 has  a n  

element of such dynamism. A !dynamic theo ry  of c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  

i m p l i e s  of s c i e n c e  of c l a s s i f i c a t i o n n .  
8 



Develcpment is the  law of l i f e  and natu*, and of 
4 

knowledge as demonstrated by h i s  s p i r a l .  A s  a g c i e n t i r t ,  

Ranganathanes work is c h a r a c t e r i s e d  by devel&t. Being a 

p r o l i f i c  writer and a busy a d m i n i s t r a t o r  it i s  mther amazing 

t h a t  he r ev i sed  h i s  books. Revision of books OF major works 

i s  not  u sua l  f o r  a person of h i s  c a l i b r e  and s t a t u t e .  Althrugh 

Ranqanathan was reaching  f o r  some k i n d  of s t a b z l i t y  i n  presen-  

t a t i o n  of i d e a s  y e t  he was quick t o  adap t  t o  tfr* requ l r ed  

demands of t h e  s i t u a t i o n ,  viewed P ro fes so r  ~ c p b * a t h  i n  a per -  

s o n a l  c o n v e r ~ a t i o n . ~  H e  condescended t o  rev ise , ,  a jab which 

should  have been b e t t e r  l e f t  t o  h i s  s c h o o l m n  bad d i s c i p l e s .  

Revis ion i n  Ranganathan is on many accounts  and of more t h a n  

one k ind .  It is cbvious ,  r a t h e r  t r i t e  t o  say  tpt Ranganathan 

always developed h i s  thoughts.  There is noth ine  r i g i d  i n  h i s  

f a i t h .  H e  was h i s  own b e s t  critic. Palmer mc.=1&&8 hw Ranga- 

nathan w i l l  s a y  o b j e c t i v e l y : * ' ~ h e  Colon classilELCaCllpa has  a 

mistake i n  t h e  subd iv i s ions  h e r e ' ,  a s  though it w e t 8  t h e  work 

of another*.  
11 

Only on the b a s i s  of development i n  h i s  khaaghtl Rsnga- 

n a t h a n e s  c a r e e r  h a s  been d iv ided  i n t o  d i f f e r e *  phdsee. 1 2  

In  Ranganathan, t h e  r e v i s i o n  of i d e a s  may be ddvided i n t o  two 

c a t e g o r i e s :  changing,  amending o r  even discardkbg Chs e x i s t i n g  

r u l e s  o r  canons i f  t hey  have f a i l e d  t o  d e l i v e n  goods i n  t h e  

p a s t .  Revis ion is a l s o  necessary  t o  keep i n  tub. wsth t h e  

changing contex ts1  t o  i n c o r p o r a t e  t h e  newly g a r l a d  o-erience, 



o r  t o  f ind  new in t e rp re t a t i ons  of theories .  TFe8e revisions 

may be by Ranqanathan himself o r  by sane other indiv&3uals o r  

grcups. M.A. Gopinath af f i rms t h a t  Ranganathad mremodelled 

many of h i s  thoughts t o  changing contexts.  H e  was quick t o  

grasp t he  modern concepts and incorporated them i n  U s  teach- 

i ng  and wri t ingsw. 13  

For example, t h e  Colon c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  wda revised f ran  

t i m e  t o  t i m e  t o  r e c t i f y  t h e  e x i s t i n g  inperfec t ions  i a  the 

system or  t o  make it a sharper  tool  f o r  analyblm and organi- 

z a t i on  of knowledge. Most of t he  rev i s ions  we- on t h e  b a s i s  

of feedback f r an  experience, an3 t o  incorporafa new develop- 

ments i n  the growth and s t r u c t u r e  of knwledgb. Lls another  

example, Ranganathan himself s t a t e s :  *&ring the l6.t t h i r t y  

yea r s  the chain indexing method has been c o n t i m m 8 l y  reformed 

t o  meet t h e  requirements of micro subjects. rn ia  p r w e s s  of 

requirement has opened up an apparent ly never ending l i n e  of 

research f o r  cataloguers . .  .Mny i n t e r e s t i n g  re~gllts of research 

i n  chain indexing a r e  cominq up almost every year i n  the annual 

seminars of DRTC ~ a n ~ a l o r e " . ' ~  As s t i l l  another  example, a t  

random, the  ru les  i n  the c l a s s i f i e d  catalogue code -re revised 

many t imes,  and these  s t i l l  have t o  be revise0  t o  ewer t h e  

l a r g e  v l r i e t y  of documents t h a t  have cane up bince the 5th  

e d i t i o n  (1964). Krishan Kumar af f i rms t h a t  ~ a h g a n a t h l n  bel ieved 

t h a t  catalogue code could not be a s t a t i c  doc$lpnt. Z t s  r u l e s  

have t o  be revised from time t o  t i m e  keeping b W p  with  t h e  



changing contex t .  Thus a code s h m l d  be m d i f i q d  and m v i s e d  

t o  adopt  changes i n  context .15 G i r j a  Kumr and Krishan Kurmr 

a s c r i b e  h i s  r e v i s i o n  t o  h i s  wide ranging work. H had t o  swi t ch  
t o  

h i s  mind f r a n  one subjec t /ana ther .  By t h e  t i m e ,  he r e tu rned  +s 

an e a r l i e r  subject he found h i s  e a r l i e r  work ol) t h e  d j e c t  

d a t e d  'The outda tedness  of h i s  v r i t i n g s  i s  d i r e a t l y  r d a t e d  t o  

t h e  t i m e  sequencen, t hey  w r i t . e .  16 

Af td r  Ranganathan l e f t  Madras i n  1944, arld h i 8  i n t e r -  

n a t i o n a l  phase s t a r t e d ,  he ga ined  new and wid- p e r r p s c t i v e s  

based  on more exper ience .  H e  £mind s t r o n g  elemclnta of i n t e r -  

na t iona l i sm i n  l i b r a r y  sc ience :  He be l ieved  t W t  c a n i c a t i o n  

cou ld  s p i r t u a l l y  u n i t e  t h e  *orld.17 In  a r-ntlie outburst ha 

d e c l a r e d  t h a t  he belongs t o  t.he whole vor ld .  And thus  came a 

r a p i d  development i n  h i s  ideas and outlook.  Experience and 

obse rva t ion  of documentation and informat ion a a t i v i t i e s  abroad,  

and t e t e - a - t e t e  exchange of views wi th  i n t e r n a d i o l ~ l l y  kncwn 

e x p e r t s  broadened h i s  outlook and hor izon.  The dmveLQped 

and evolved views were mostly enshr ined  i n  rev4s.d e d i t i o n s  of 

h i s  books. M a t  of h i s  known and widely used b h a s  were r ev i sed  

t o  b r i n g  second even t h i r d  e d i t i o n s .  The no tab le  b o a s  i n  

r e v i s e d  e d i t i o n s  a r e  r 

The f i v e  laws (1931, 1957) 

Prolegomena (1937,1951, 1967) 

L ib ra ry  book s e l e c t i o n  (1952, 1966) 
Reference s e r v i c e  (1940, 1961) 

L ib ra ry  manual (1951, 1967) 



Library  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  (1935, 1939) 

Elements of l i b r a r y  (1945, 1959, 1%2)  
class1 Eica t ion  

Phys ica l  b i b l i c q r a p h y  (1952. 1674) 

( A l l  t h e s e  books have now been  r e p r i n t e d  i n  1988/1989). Among 

h i s  popu la r  books, Education f o r  l e i s u r e  (1945, 1949, 1954, 

1961)  underwent f o u r  e d i t i o n s .  Some of t h e  r e v d a d  books such  

a s  Co l l ege  and u n i v e r s i t y  l i b r a r i e s ,  and Socis$ b ib l iog raphy  

bore new t i t l e s  i n  r e v i s e d  e d i t i o n s .  

The two r e v i s i o n s  of t h e  Prolegansna (1937) i n  1957 and 

1967  make a t y p i c a l  case s tudy.  The f i r s t  ed i tdon  waa prec ipa-  

t e d  by r ead ing  ( t o  c a t c h  s l e a p )  two famous bocks on t h e  

.Organization of Knowledge. b y  H E B l i s s .  Ac tua l ly ,  the  f i r s t  

e d i t i o n  was tip r e s u l t  of 12 y e a r s  of work i n  fo rg ing ,  apply-  

i n g  it t o  50,000 books,  t e s t i n g  and pub l i sh ing  the C d o n  

c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and a l s o  t e a c h i n g  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  of c l s s s i f i c e -  

t i o n  f o r  9 years .  The subs t ance  of t h e  second ed i t i an  had been  

formed s lowly and b i t  by b i t .  It had been d r a s t i c a l l y  r e v i s e d  

and p r a c t i a l l y  recast b o t h  i n  terms of contenko and langunge 

b y  a team of B r i t i s h  d i s c i p l e s  led by  D J Posket t .  h p l a c e  

o f  n ine  c h a p t e r s  grouped i n t o  two p a r t s  e n t i t l e d  . tborym and 

.comparative study. r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  t h e  second e d t t i o n  had 64 

c h a p t e r s  grvuped i n t o  e i g h t  p a r t s .  The 2 8  canah0 of  t h e  f i r s t  

e d i t i o n  w e r e  expanded t o  33 canons, 21 p o e t u l s t ~  and 1 1  

p r i n c i p l e s .  I n  t h e  second e d i t i o n ,  t h e  C C was, mostly canpared 



with  t h e  U D C. B C-1, D D (3 ,  L C a n 9  S C, beeides lncor-  

p , ~ r a t i n g  a11 changes u p t o  t h e  5 t h  e d i t i o n  (1957) of t h e  C C. 

The t h i r d  e d i t i o n  (1967) which took 2400 m+n hours brought i n  

f u r t h e r  f a r  reaching chanqaa. It comprises of 22 parts s p l i t t e d  

i n t o  187 chapters  of vary ing  l eng ths  and denoted by l i t e r a l  

no ta t ion .  It is m c h  more i l l u s t r a t e d .  k y a t  aad s m m e r a t i v e  

p a t t e r n  is easy  t o  Examples have been drawn from t h e  

C C-7 ( then  under p r e p a r a t i o n )  and from the  p d o j e c t d  b u t  never 

pub l i shed  book i C l a s s i f  i c a t l  on: r e t r o s p e c t i v e  and p toapec t ive .  - 
Newly added scheme used f o r  comparison i s  ~ l d e r * r  - n a t i o n a l  

c l a s s i f  i c a t i o q  (1961) .  Chapters on ind iv idua l  classif i c ~ t i 0 n  

systems,  h i s t o r y  and o rgan iza t ion  of c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  have been 

e x t r i c a t e d .  I n  n u t s h e l l ,  it incapsu la t e s  adval r .  and more 

a b s t r a c t  ve r s ion  of h i s  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  theory .  b v e r t h e l e s s ,  

it does no t  enshrirm h i s  l a t e s t  thoughts.  It t o d c  mom t i m e  

i n  p u b l i c a t i o n  and by t h a t  t ime h i s  theory  had advanced a  b i t .  

T h i s  edition now needs ano the r  r e v i s i o n ,  as it l a  now incan- 

p a t i b l e  wi th  t h e  theo ry  of t h e  C C - 7 (1987). 

But more than t h a t ,  h i s  ideas  c o n s t a n t l y  w o l v t d  through 

many new papers.  Wny m a d e r s  genuinely f i n d  annoying r e p e t i -  

t i o n  of i d e a s  and thoughts  i n  h i s  e n t i r e  body of! wr i t lng .  One 

f a c t o r  t h a t  can be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h i s  p h e n m n e n  i n  mnganathan 

is t h e  evo lu t ion  of h i s  thoughts.  Most of h i s  l a te r  papere 

f u r t h e r  developed t h e  ideas  a l r eady  presented  i n  e a r l i e r  papers .  

Some r e v i s i o n s  were m o r e  t h a n  this .  G i r j a  Kumaf found him 



' c o n s t a n t l y  experimenting with  new i d e a s ,  accept ing  acme 

loday and r e j e c t i n g  t h e  same t a n o r r o ~ : ~ ~  Again i n  an c b i t u a r y ,  

w a l u a t i n g  t h e  m n  and h i s  works G i r j a  Kumar was r4th.r 

The p ro fes s ion  was c r i t i c a l ,  because what he  
accepted today,  he r e j e c t e d  t h e  very  next Q y .  
The change was s o  f a s t  t h a t  it was d i f f i + l t  
f o r  most people t o  keep up i n  t h e  race.  Cbiyi- 
d e r a b l e  amount of i n t e l l e c t u a l  d i s  - s a t i s f b c t i o n  
i n  t h e  l i b r a r y  p ro fes s ion  a r o s e  a s  a r e s u l t  of 
t h e  i n a b i l i t y  of t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l i s t s  t o  c b t c h  
up wi th  him .20 

Same w e r e  t h e  f e e l i n g s  of h i s  long t ime d i s c i p l e  *nd col league  

Late R S Parkhi  (1901-1968) who fcund h i s  t heo r i e*  60 dynamic 

and s o  racing t h a t  one may even f e e l  b r e a t h l e s s  i d  * f f o r t s  

to  keep pace  with  him. O n c e  Parkhi innocent ly  asked Ranganathanr 

*why d o  you not de lay  t h e  pub l i ca t ions  of your  r e i u l t s  un t i l  

they became Th i s  was a p u e r i l e  ques t ion  which 

r e f l e c t e d  much on the  ques t ioner .  Ranganathan r e p l i e d  v i o e l y  

Ind with humil i ty .  H i s  answer was r evea l ing  i n  codsonanor of 

:he philosophy of Vic to r i an  poet R & e r t  Browning (1812-le69). 

rhich states t h a t  p l e a s u r e  l i e s  not  i n  a r r i v i n g  a t  the g a d  

but mcwing hopefu l ly  and cont inucus ly  towards it. RInganathan 

Have you f o r g o t t e n  Law 5 of Library  Sc ien tx?  
Do you n o t  remember t h a t  reaching s t a b i l l t  or 
a s t a t i c  s t a t e  means heading towards death ! 
We keep growing o r  w e  d i e .  So a l s o  a s u b j e M  
keeps rac ing  f o r r h  o r  it p e t r i f i e s . .  . ~eme&er 
o u r  o l d  t r a d i t i o n a l  s ay ing  'What i s  achieved 
is only  a s t e p  toward f u r t h e r  achievement which 
may even ques t ion  the v a l i d i t y  of t h e  e a r l i e r  
achievement 1-22 



It is a d i v i n e  t r u t h  t h a t  every i n s t i t u t i o n  l i k e  human 

be ing ,  is evo lu t iona ry  and mortal  : 

A l l  our  l i t t l e  systems have t h e i r  day 

They have t h e i r  day and c e a s e  t o  be. 

Thus sang  the  Vic to r i an  poe t  Lord Alfred Tennysoa (1809-1892 ). 

He was only echoing Darwin's t heo ry  of n a t u r a l  s e l e c t i o n  

which s t a t e s  t h a t  l i f e  evolves ,  s p e c i e s  evo lve ,  and t h e r e  is 

on ly  t h e  s u r v i v a l  of t h e  f i t t e s t  i.e. s p e c i e s  which adapt  t o  

t h e  environment. Darwin is e q u a l l y  a p p l i c a b l e  t o  t h e  world of 

ideas. Only t h o s e  ideas  su rv ive  which keep t h e w a l v e s  adap t ing  

t o  t h e  changing environments. Every i d e a ,  every  i n s t i t u t i o n  

p e t r i f i e s  and becomes t h e  s t epp ing  s t o n e  for t M  successors .  

It w a s  i n  t h i s  s p i r i t  t h a t  t h e  g r e a t  I s aac  Nevtoa (1642-1727) 

s a i d ,  " I f  I have been a b l e  t o  s e e  f a r t h e r  t han  o t h e r s ,  it i s  

on t h e  shou lde r s  of g i an t s " .  Always t h e r e  is e v o l u t i o n  of ideas .  

Always t h e  "old  o r d e r  chanqeth y i e l d i n g  p l a c e  to  t h e  n e w m .  

A J vJeLls commenting t h e  remarkable works of Rahganatlmn t h s t  

have c o n t r i b u t e d  s o  much towards t h o  t o o l s  and t h e o r i e e  of 

in format ion  r e t r i e v a l ,  f o r e s e e s  t h a t  " t h e  end p,roduct of 

t h i s  re -eva lua t ion  may produce a system which l o a k s  ve ry  

d i f f e r e n t  from t h e  work now going on i n  Bangalor*, b u t  without 

t h a t  work and w i t h m t  t h e  s i n g l e  minded d e v o t i m  of Rangsnathan's 

h imse l f" ,  Wells d m b t s  "whether it would have bean p o s s i b l e  

a t  a l l  m.23 A s  a n o t h e r  example, t h e  CRG though sCart8d wi th  

Ranqanathan's concepts  i n  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  is now going away 



from it a s  t he  bas i s  of its work and a s s ~ ~ t i ~ ~ r  On the 

suggest ions  of CRG meders , Ranganathan mod1 f i d d  matry of 

h i s  t heo r i e s  and concepts even terminology. Thd l i r b t  In tar -  

nat ional  Study Conference on Class i f i ca t ion  ( d ~ i n g  1957) 

though made Ranganathan'~ theor ies  a s  the  basid ~f BL.cussion, 

t h e  t h i r d  conference i n  t h e  series held i n  B a d q  i b  1975 

seemed t o o  away from h i s  theories.24 To sane, It Be- t o o  

f a r  from t r a d i t i o n a l  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  even. ~ u w n f l q  up *e 

proceeding6 of the Ranganathan conference (1989) M )r Ocpinath 

affirmed t h a t  wa need no t  accept t h e  postula te$  @f w a n e t h a n  

i n  t o  to.  They need var ia t ions  and addi t ional  drgut. as 

Science i s  democratic t o  t he  core. ScienUiiic t m t h  is 

open t o  a l l ,  and everybody has t he  r i g h t  t o  chqllang.  it i f  

s h e  feels so. #Y have already seen the cons t aT  w0LuRion i n  

Ranganathan's thoughts. It w i l l  be no surpr i se  lie ttmmrrow any 

of h i s  conviction is  t o t a l l y  f a l s i f i e d .  Bernard X PdllLer 

(1910-1979) a  grea t  admirer of Ranganathan wrode, 

H e  gave us doubts about th ings  t h a t  se 
f ixed and e t e r n a l ,  such a s  m i n  c l a s se  
r u l e s  of d iv i s ion ,  causing us t o  look 
a t  t h e  theory we though ue had safe19 
once and f o r  a l l .  He taught us t o  look 
t h e  boundazy wall of un iversa l ly  app l i  
scheme of c l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  and t o  f ind 
unifying pr inciples .  I f ,  i n  t u r n ,  he f  (I. 151. 
own work being sc ru t in i sed  and p a r t l y  $- 
moded, he w i l l  recognise t h a t  as a  con iWatiQn 
of processes of l l f e ,  and i f  he f inds  $* WL* 
va l id  he w i l l  accept it.26 

A Neelameqhan and G Bhattacharyya develc&(l P a m  a t  



DRTC, which has  added advantages over t h e  f a m q r  cha in  

indexing.  I t  is  very nuch i n  t h e  s p i r i t  of t h e  &vancement 

o f  knowledge t h a t  Derek Aus t in  was confer red  t h a  firat PID/CR 

Hanganathan award i n  1976 f o r  invent ion  of  t h e  ?fU%Cs which 

has  rep laced  Ranganathanms cha in  indexing i n  tha B r i t i s h  Natio- 

n a l  Bibliography. Another such awardee is J M i L U  (1982)  who 

l e a r n t  from Ranganathan, r e f i n e d  h i s  concepts  R b d  s u c c e s s f u l l y  

a p p l i e d  them i n  BC-2. Ranganathan might have a@grovingly noded 

t h e  choices .  

From t h e  foregoing it 1s c l e a r  t h a t  Rang*mtlmn, as a 

t r u e  s c h o l a r .  never  h e s i t a t e d  t o  s e v i s e  even d i scan3  h i s  own 

work. H e  p e r i o d i c a l l y  r ev i sed  h i s  books, and SUan of  them 

w e r e  r ev i sed  more than  once. P r i o r  t o  incorpord t ing  n e w  i d e a s  

i n  books,  t h e  new thoughts  w e r e  expressed most ly  t h t a a g h  

jou rna l  a r t i c l e s .  T h i s  a l s o  r e s u l t e d  i n  dup l i c? t ion  of thoughts.  

Always r e s t l e s s  t o  keep pace wi th  t h e  advancing wave f r o n t  of 

knowledge and t o  move and a t r i v e  toward perfect t ion is a n  essen- 

t i a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of RanganathanOs methods. 

To ensu re  t h e  f u t u r e  r e v i s i o n  of h i s  boobs, ho a s s o c i a t e d  

some of h i s  co l l eagues  with t h e  r e v i s i o n  work. Rmr i s im of 

books was a planned pol icy .  To ensure  continuous r e v i s i o n  of 

h i s  books Ranganathan once t a l k e d  of c o n s t i t u t i n g  a board aa  

h e i r  t o  a l l  h i s  i n t e l l e c t u a l  p roper ty .  The p e q R q  who w i l l  

s e r v e  t h e  board: 



w i l l  be  those who a r e  themselves competent 
t o  rev i se  the  books and bring them u p t i  
date. i n  order t o  s u i t  new developmenta I n  
t he  universe of knowledge an? i n  l i g h t  of 
t h e  r e s u l t s  of research i n  t h e  f i e l d  c p  
cerned...Therefore t h i s  Board w i l l  e s tqb l i sh  
a panel with t h e  app rwa l  of t he  Endow-. 
For each book, they w i l l  t r y  t o  pick c q t  
from the  panel someone who has t he  a b i l i t y  t O  

do t h e  revision.27 
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