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£ Students using the card catalog in the lobby of the University
y are likely to be confronted with a strange conglomeration
' and numbets in place of the old familiar Dewey Deci-

'-‘beuuleititpartoftbechange-overfmmtheDeweysys-
Athe more “profeuional” more convenient, Library of Con-

System angmg

Also, she stresses the fact that
the numbering is universal, and
that there is no difference in the
number assigned to a given book
by different librarians.

The Library of Congress System
is also more precise and technical,
in that it works on an alphabetical
rather than a numerical basis.

Miss Newcomb added that the : : N
‘new system is more “professional” g 3 :
. |in that it is used in virtually all L“"""V “"P‘"’“ M:z‘ ‘h“:‘"‘i“w “""‘“ in "s" conversion of the
larger university libraries. i Likeary of Congrens Byt

Problems Occur

Miss Fu prefers the Library of
Congress system because of its
efficiency and universality. Problems
do occur, she says, with the small
miniority of books and pamphlets
which are not assigned numbers by
the Library of Congress.

In these chses, the Dewey System
was ecasier to work with. In the
new system the catalogger would
have to improvise a number
similar to the one given by the
librarans in Washington.

This, understandably, can cause
difficulties.

More Advantages Than Problems

‘However, says Miss Fu, the
advantages far outweigh the small
number of cases in which this
difficulty would . occur.

On the -vhole, she sees the use
of this new system as a big step
in the growth of our library.

Easier for Computers

Dr. Jones points out that, whiile
there may be certain “growing
pains” in the process of conversion,
the library will definitely be the
better for the change, especially in
the not too distant future when
library cataloging will be computer-
ized.

This new system will more
readily facilitate programming.




