This new column of the TMT will occasionally publish selected
papers in English, German or Russian. The selection will include
actual topics on librarianship and information science in
Hungary expected to arouse international interest.

A TMT ebben a rovatdban id6nként vildgnyelveken — angolul,
németiil vagy oroszul — k6zd! olyan cikkeket, amelyek a magyar
konyvtdr- és tdjékoztatdsiigy egy-egy kulfoldi érdekl&désre is
szdmot tartd témajat dolgozzdk fel.
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National Széchényi Library,
Centre for Library Science and Methodology,
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Introductory remarks

May I first of all ask my readers not to regard the
following observations as of general validity. They
merely reflect the background of librarianship in a
country of average economic development with a social-
ist system. It is important to emphasize both factors
because they directly or indirectly influence research in
library science. I might as well say that the stage of
economic and social development of a country, its
infrastructure determine the subjects and volume of
research. Educational, cultural and information policy,
however, within certain limits, have a modifying effect,
it may hinder or promote library supply, influencing also
research in librarianship. My conviction is that a policy,
emphasizing public interest in harmony with the in-
dividuals’ prosperity — by indicating its priorities — may
result in a librarianship, the level of which is above the
country’s average stage of financial and infrastructural
development.

I do not intend to describe either the organizational
framework or the main directions of research in library
science carried out in Hungary (outlined in a previous
article),’ however, the following considerations are
based mainly upon Hungarian experiences in research
organization.

' Papp, Istvdn: Research in library science: the Hungarian

scene. Unesco Bull. Libr., vol. XXX. no. 4. 1976, p. 199—
205. .

I always feel a little embarrassed when talking about
research in library science. Indeed, may we judge the
investigations carried out in our field by the same
criteria as those in other, traditionally established
sciences? Evidently 1 do not doubt the expertise,
knowledge and capacity of our research workers, but I
have scruples about the scientific value of the achieve-
ments originating from the character of the research
subject itself. My scruples are the same as those of
LAszLO MATRAI, expressed at the Liverpool General
Council Meeting of IFLA.? On the other hand, if it is
not the library but information and its movement within
and impact on society that we consider as our research
subject, then SARACEVIC is entirely right to compare
the quality and significance of this subject to those of
matter or energy.’ In this case we should by no means
be faint-hearted about the results of research.

R+D+M

Regarding either strictly the library or in a wider
sense information as the research subject, these activities
should be marked by the R + D formula, because of the

* Mitrai, Ldszlé: Practice, knowledge and science. Liverpool,

1971, IFLA Council, 9 p.

3 Saracevic, Tefko: Relevance: a review of the literature and a
framework for thinking on the notion in information science.
Advances in Librarianship. New York, 1976, Academic Press,
p. 79-138.
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numerous and close connections in practical implica-
tions. What is more, experiences indicate that the
emphasis is laid on D.

The institution | work at is called Centre for Library
Science and Methodology. Colleagues from abroad often

ask me what "methodology” means. I would answer in
short that all activities have their own methods, ways,

technology, and so has library service and operation. It is
the investigation, analysis and improvement of these
methods that we are engaged in. It is development work,
you may say, and you are right. Still, for us methodology
includes an element which perhaps is not sufficiently
emphasized in development, namely the dissemination
and instruction of methods and know-hows.

Therefore perhaps it is worth adding M to the
traditional R + D formula, because it stresses application,
the element of a feed-back to practice. And as it was
difficult to draw a clear line between R and D, it is at
least as difficult to separate from D activities not aimed
at developing new technology but at introducing well-
known ones.

What is all this useless hair-splitting good for? It may
perhaps be useful to call attention once again to the
practice — research (development) — dissemination
(development, methodology, education, extension
training) — practice (application) cycle, the smooth
functioning of which is a guarantee for appropriate
library services. Tasks of political and practical character
come to the foreground especially at the early stage of
librarianship and they are inclined to hide the im-
portance of research. Permanent success, particularly
development cannot, however, be expected if librarians
are lost in their daily work, if they do not meditate on
and reflect upon their own activity. One of the advanced
ways of this reflection is research which promotes not
only the development of professional conscience but
provides also the basis for the high standard of educa-
tion. Thus it could be expected that research results will
influence and improve practice.

This sounds very well, but can every country afford
research on a large scale? This question must be raised
also by countries which — though small — are rich and
have a well-developed librarianship; not to speak of those
which are at an early stage of library development and
possess limited financial means.

It is obvious that an emerging librarianship can hardly
afford doing costly and extensive research work for the
sake of further development. “"Soup would cost more
than meat” — as we Hungarians used to say. Our
profession being international, we need not again and
again find out new ways and methods, but we'should learn
from the experience and practice of other countries.
That is why it seems reasonable to organize first of all an
information service on librarianship instead of starting
own research. In lucky countries, where there is no
language barrier, librarians can use foreign literature and
abstracting services.
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In many countries, however, it is necessary and
justified to transform world literature into the librarians’
mother tongue. Translation of basic monographs, mainly
of those that might be used as textbooks, compilation of
chrestomathies, publication of digests, launching an
abstract journal® for current awereness purposes — these
are the activities that seem desirable.

A special feature of R+ D+ M activity is to develop
and to put into action such regulating factors which
determine the level of library provision on the one hand,
and improve the functioning of the library—information
system on the other. It has to be underlined that solid
and satisfying guidelines, norms and standards must be
preceded by research work.

In the initial phase of planning and running a library
system tasks falling in this field indicate mostly the
principal objectives and contents of research activity.
The primary condition of integration into international
librarianship and making use of international informa-
tion services is that the national set of norms and
standards of library technology must be compatible with
the international ones. Obviously, librarianship in each
country has a vital interest to participate in the

international flow of information and not to exclude
itself by adhering to outmoded or individualised techno-

logical standards. The application of internationally
accepted standards at a national level is not simply a
problem of translation but it requires considerable
theoretical and practical investigations. However, it is
the most inexpensive way of applying and making full
use of an up-to-date library and information know-how.

When starting research

At a later stage every country will inevitably start its
own research work on librarianship,too. A bit simplified
it can be stated that the character of tasks changes first
from M to D, and later from D to R. It seems to me that
there are some common features which are from this
aspect equally characteristic of small and rich countries
with developed librarianship and of developing countries,
no matter whether they are ahead or behind regarding the
organization of library supply. These features are the
following:

4 Some examples:

Bibliotekarske novosti: Referativniij bilten. Biblioteka Matica
Srpske, Novi Sad;

Buletin de informare in bibliologie. Biblioteca Centrala de
Stat, Bucuresti;

Novinky knihovnické literatury. Statni Knihovna 6SR. Praha;
IREBI Indices de revistas de bibliotecologia. Oficina de
Educacién Iberamericana, Madrid. (An improved current
contents service: besides the table of contents abstracts in
foreign languages are also provided and the titles in other
languages than Portuguese, Italian, English and French are
translated into Spanish).
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® They are not self-supporting, they do not and cannot
follow the fashionable research trends in every
respect, as they must be aware of their more or less
limited financial possibilities and manpower as well as
of the level and the current problems of their
librarianship. This disadvantage is in a way advan-
tageous, because a lot of deadlocks, self-centred,
fruitless work can thus be avoided.

® They receive many ready research results and just
because of the phase delay they can make use of
proved and evaluated solutions. (This should be
especially emphasized from the aspect of automation
of library and information services.)

® [t is, however, a mistake to believe that this is an easy
task. The adaptation of research results can also be
regarded as a research activity requiring great intel-
lectual and financial inputs.

@ They do not have a chance to launch research in all
possible directions. They should select with sober
self-control the key subjects for their librarianship,
keeping always in mind whether the necessary means
for successful research are available or not.

® [n other fields where no active research is possible, at
least the chances for knowledge and intellectual
preparations must be ensured. Thus we have returned
to the importance of organizing an information
service.

The selection of research subjects is influenced by a
number of facts and it is varied by countries due to the
circumstances mentioned in the introduction. Still, there
seem to be some fields which fall within the national
responsibility of librarianship in each country, and
similar activities abroad do not release librarians from
doing their own research. In these fields methods are to
be taken over and not results;research aims must prefer
comparison to adaptation. Such “national” research
fields are as follows:
® The impact of the country’s economic, social and

cultural conditions upon the library and information

system; conditions and trends of development in
building up an information infrastructure.

® The demand and need of the population on a library
and information system, the level of and the changes
in reading culture; information habits; the function
and influence of information within society.

® The development of natural language information
retrieval systems.

© In the framework of the country’s cultural history
the study of book and library history, including great
retrospective bibliographic ventures requiring eru-
dition.

In one word, all fields which — from any reason — are

closely connected with a country, a nation, a language,

and their research serves both national interests and
international cooperation. It is interesting to observe

that while in other research fields international coopera-
tion islimited mostly to keepingan eye on each other’s ac-
tivity and to adaptation, in national research topics com-
parative methods have gained ground. What is more, the
main objective of comparative library science — now
developing into an independent discipline — is the
comparison of national specialities, i. e. the examination
of general features in individual cases. It is just in these
fields that actual international research is making good
progress. Perhaps the most impressive example of this
can be found in the field of bibliographic work
(Gesamtkatalog der Wiegendrucke). In other fields this
tendency appears on a much smaller scale for the time
being. Our Centre has also made some modest steps in
this direction when we examined with identical methods
the reception of the same literary works in similar social
strata together with Soviet, Polish and Bulgarian part-
ners; or when in cooperation with our British partner the
readers’ areas of interest in Manchester (UK) and
Miskolc (Hungary) were investigated.

To strengthen this tendency, the competent library
organs of each country should supply relevant informa-
tion about their research activity to the international
pool. I am afraid it is not sufficient if a country relies
merely on the great abstracting services of international
interest and leave it to them what they consider worth
presenting to the world from the national literature. The
selection is determined by the service’s policy that may
limit — as regards both contents and quality — the
processing of documents, especially in the case of
smaller countries with relatively less-developed librarian-
ship. In this respect the joint ISORID programme of
UNESCO and FID does not promise a satisfactory
solution either, not even when fully developed. On the
other hand, we gained favourable experiences with our
semi-annual abstracting journal appearing in English and
Russian since 1972. Each issue includes about 50—60
items and covers the best of Hungarian library science
literature.® Living in a small country with an isolated
language we felt it our duty to make ourselves known at
the international level and we have found it well
awarded. Our journal awoke wide interest (we distribute
320 copies of the English, 170 copies of the Russian
version upon request) and in exchange our Library
Science Library receives valuable documents. The most
important compensation has still to be waited for: we
expected that other countries in similar situation will
also launch a corresponding service. A national library
agency taking this responsibility is more reliable in its
selection and recommendations than any foreign agency.

® Hungarian library and information science abstracts (Ven-

gerskai literatura po bibliotekovedenid i informatike). Pub-
lished by the Centre for Library Science and Methodology,
Budapest.
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Organizing research

Talking about research in library science, we cannot
avoid the problems of organization and financing. A
really significant research activity can take place only on
the basis of well-developed librarianship, parallel to the
realization of a division of labour. At the beginning the
theoretical-research function is not separated from prac-
tice and, as a result of the character of our profession,
their close connection is maintained even at later stages.
Still, sooner or later beside the full-time librarian who
does research work almost as a hobby, appears the
full-time research worker or at least the librarian who is
part-time lecturer, part-time research worker. In a
rapidly developing librarianship as was e. g. ours in the
50s, even extreme ideas fed by temporary enthusiasm
emerged, according to which all librarians with higher
education can and must do research, too. This is a fully
unfounded expectation: what is reasonable is the
requirement of reflecting upon one’s own practice, an
activity falling within M if you like. Similar statement
could be made on libraries, too: although libraries are
the solid institutional bases of research, a library must
attain a certain size and development level to be able to
afford R + D activity.

Where and when, however, library schools appear —
either as independent institutions or as academic depart-
ments —, they naturally play an increasing, later domi-
nant role in the research scene. It is explained partly by
the teaching staff’s own research work and partly by the
research centres attached to these schools.

It is either the necessity of coordination and guidance
of wide-spread research (in developed librarianship) or
the opposite: stimulating research work (in starting
librarianship) that call for a central agency to undertake
research organizing tasks. These bodies are maintained or
supported in an increasing number of countries by the
state library authority in order to ensure that research
serve the national information and cultural policy. It is
entirely justified to develop this role within the division
of labour and to establish a corresponding organization
which — as mediating between the profession and the
state library policy — elaborates recommendations for
long- and middle-range research programmes, promotes
the utilization of research results, commissions research
according to accepted plans, launches ad-hoc research
works, finances research in libraries and educational
institutions, registers ongoing research, maintains a
personal file of research workers, cares for the training
of young researchers, conducts competitions, organizes
team-work, holds conferences, acts as a publishing house,
edits journals. More or less of these functions can be
found all over the world attached to library associations,
to national libraries and to other central organs of
librarianship.
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The happy times, when there was no difficulty in
financing library research, are over, either because re-
search was done by enthusiastic and ambitious librarians
in their spare time or because the adopted methods were
inexpensive. Nowadays library research is in need of
money, for such reasons as e. g. the growing importance
of experiments,the application of sociological methods,
the interdisciplinary character of subjects, the organiza-
tion of research groups, extensive data processing, the
use of computers etc. Consequently, it must be seriously
considered how much personal, material, financial and
technical energy a librarianship can or should afford for
research. I hardly believe that anybody dares to give
exact figures about how much should or must be spent on
this purpose. It would be difficult to sum up exactly,
even inside the borders of one country, the costs of
R+D+M during a period, among other reasons because
in many cases it is a problem which programmes should
be qualified as such. (I risk the hypothesis that research
funds should be allocated proportionally to the entire
funding of librarianship as it is done in the national
economy — say, about 3—4 per cent). The situation is
further complicated by the various sources of financing:
the libraries’ own budget, central research funds, the
support of other agencies. Obviously we need all these
three sources, just because they provide for research
activities of different aims: the improvement and de-
velopment of the given libraries’ services and function-
ing; the promotion of all ventures which are of key
importance for the development of the national library
and information system; subjects of primary interest for
the financing agency including the library services.

The human factor is equally if not more decisive than
financing. Probably, it does not have such a significance
in countries with established librarianship as in those at
an earlier stage of development. This is related to the
social prestige of the librarian profession, its financial
and moral attraction power, the level of library edu-
cation. In our experience other professions exert such a
brain-drain upon the most talented, newly graduated

librarians that we find our recruitment of research
workers seriously threatened. Young people of other

professions, on the other hand, who are employed by
libraries and are able to do research work, insist upon
their original subject and can hardly be persuaded to
change over to library science after post-graduate
studies. ;

The members of a library staff who wish and are able
to do research are not to be envied. As a result of the
tight staffing, everybody is supposed to take full-time
part in the everyday routine of the library. When can
one have time to do research work? The only possibility,
— apart from sacrifying one’s leisure time — is that the
library’s management includes research in the library’s
work schedule and regards it as a part of normal library
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activity, Obviously, this can be done only in case of
research topics somehow related to the profile, services
and functioning of the library. In Hungary it is in the
powers of library directors to allow 4-8-—12, excep-
tionally even more hours a week for those who are
engaged in research. It is, however, questionable whether
this support is sufficient. Therefore the idea has come up
to set up small R + D departments in large libraries where
staff members could be delegated to perform research
tasks for longer or shorter periods.

When talking about research in library science we
must realize that librarianship is a part of or is closely
related to other fields and disciplines. The results and
methods of a great number of disciplines (e. g. sociology,
psychology, pedagogy, computer science, communica-
tion theory, cultural history, economics etc.) are amply
applied and used in library science research. That is why
it is necessary that library research and its institutions
should establish relations also with the forums and
organs of the relevant disciplines.

Traditionally the task of libraries included not only
services for scholars, but librarians have also been
carrying out research work in fields other than library
science, Though a great differentiation and division of
labour has taken place in the scientific life and the
establishment of specialized research institutes over-
shadowed the role of libraries even in the field of
humanities, it is not fully terminated: in bibliographic
work, in the processing of holdings and sources ac-
cording to scientific needs libraries remained full-right
partners of specialized scientific research institutes.

PAPP Istvdan: Nehany észrevétel a
konyvtartudomdnyi kutatasokrol

A cikk kiindulépontjdt két megéllapitds képezi. Az
els6 az, hogy a szerz6 mondanivaléjit a magyar
tapasztalatokra épiti, azaz egy gazdasidgilag kozepesen
fejlett, szocialista tdrsadalmi rendszer(i orszdg konyvtari
szolgdlatdnak fejlédési jellegzetességeire, s kiilondsen e
fejlodéshez hozzdjarulé kutaté—fejleszt6 munkdlatok
tanulsdgaira; 4lldspontja az, hogy a szocialista tdrsadalmi
viszonyok elényos feltételeket teremtettek a konyvtdri
ellitds fejlesztéséhez. Mdsodik elSrebocsitott megjegy-
zése a konyvtirtudomdnyi kutatdsok tdrgydt illeti,
timaszkodva mds szakirék véleményére is, a kutatds
tirgydnak nem a konyvtdrt, hanem az informdciét, s
annak tdrsadalmi mozgdsit tekinti. E két koordindtaten-
gely sikjdban foglalkozik a kényvtirtudomanyi kutatd-
sok jellegével, tartalmdval és szervezetével.

A kényvtirtudomdnyi kutatisok szembetiing jelleg-
zetessége, hogy szorosan és kdzvetleniil kapcsol6dnak a
konyvtdri gyakorlathoz. Kovetkezésképpen a konyvtdri
kutatdsban—fejlesztésben a fejlesztési mozzanatra esik a
hangsily. Minden bizonnyal ez az oka annak, hogy
Magyarorszdgon is, mds szocialista orszdgokhoz hasonld-
an, az Un. moédszertani munka tdrsult a K+F
tevékenységhez, A ,mddszertan” a K+F egy olyan
elemét kivinja kiemelni, ami ugyan beleértheté a
fejlesztésbe, dm fontossiga miatt érdemes kiilén is
jelolni; ez pedig az eredmények elterjesztésének és
alkalmazdsdnak a feladata, az oktatds és a gyakorlatra
val6 visszahatds mozzanata. fgy célszerlinek ldtszik a
K+F+M formula alkalmazdsa, érzékeltetvén azt a
ciklust, amelynek zavartalan funkciondldsa egyik garan-
cidja a kielégitd konyvtdri szolgdlatnak: gyakorlat — ku-
tatds (fejlesztés) — elterjesztés (fejlesztés, mddszertan,
oktatds, tovibbképzés) — gyakorlat (alkalmazds). A
K+F+M tevékenység sajitos feladatdnak tekinthetG a
konyvtdri fejlesztést és gyakorlatot szabdlyozd irdny-
elvek, normativdk és szabvinyok el&allitdsa.

A kutatdsok tartalmdt az adott orszdg lehetdségei
hatdrozzdk meg. Fejl6dé vagy kozepesen fejlett orszdgok
(de ide sorolhaték a gazdag, fejlett konyvtiriiggyel
rendelkezé kis orszdgok is) nem engedhetik meg
maguknak, hogy minden kutatdsi teriileten o6ndllé
munkét folytassanak. J6zan onmérséklettel kell kivélo-
gatniok azokat a témdkat, amelyek kulcsfontossdgiak
konyvtdriigyik szempontjdbol, s ugyanakkor rendelke-
zésre is dllnak az eredményes kutatémunkdhoz sziikséges
személyi, tdrgyi és anyagi feltételek. Ilyen ,,nemzeti”
kutatdsi teriiletnek tekinthetd elsGsorban az illets orszig
konyvtdri és informdcids infrastruktirdja fejlesztési
céljainak meghatdrozdsa, a konyvtdr- és olvasdsszociol6-
giai vizsgdlédds, a természetes nyelvhez kotott infor-
mdcidvisszakeresé rendszerek kifejlesztése, a kényv- és
konyvtdrtorténet miivelése, s végiil a miivelddéstorténeti
jelentGségli, nagy erudiciot megkivin6 retrospektiv
bibliogréfiai véllalkozdsok gondozdsa. Mds teriileteken
ezeknek az orszdgoknak nyomonkovetd, adapticios
kutatdsokat — amelyek egyébként ugyancsak nagy
szellemi és anyagi energidkat igényelnek — kell
folytatniuk, vagy éppen megelégedniiik a szakirodalmi
tdjékozidassal. Az elbbi kategoridba tartozé kutatdsok
terén érvényesiilhetnek leginkdbb az Osszehasonlité
modszerek, valamint az egyiittes vagy azonos metodikd-
val lefolytatott nemzetkozi vizsgdl 6ddsok.

A nyomonkévetés és az adaptdcié szempontjibdl
kiilondsen fontossd vdlik a hazai szakirodalmi infor-
mdcids bdzis és szolgdltatdsok megteremtése; esetenként
nem elegendd csupin a nagy, nemzetkozi anyagot
vildgnyelven feldolgozé referdllapok beszerzése és
rendelkezésre bocsdtdsa, hanem a vildgirodalmat a hazai
konyvtdrosok szdmdra anyanyelven, a hazai igényekhez
igazod¢ vélogatdssal kozvetits referdlélap megjelentetése
is sziikséges lehet. Elszigetelt nyelvii, kis orszdgok pedig
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jol teszik, ha hazai szakirodalmuk javir6l vilignyelveken
is tdjékoztatjidk a nemzetkozi szakmai kozonséget.
(Magyar példa erre: Hungarian Library and Information
Science Abstracts — Vengerskad literatura po biblio-
tekovedeniil i informatike. )

A kutatdsszervezés kiilonboz6 problémdi a konyvtdr-
ligy fejl6désének fiiggvényében jelentkeznek. Jelentds
kutatdsi tevékenység csak fejlett konyvtdriigy talajin
bontakozhat ki, akkor, amikor az elméleti—kutatadsi
funkciora kiilon tekintettel van a kényvtariigyon beliili
munkamegosztds, (Ez dltaldban az 6ndllé koényvtdros-
képzé intézmények megjelenéséhez f(iz6dik.) Nem
minden felséfoki szakképzettségl konyvtdros végezhet
vagy képes végezni napi munkdja mellett K+F+M
tevékenységet is. Ugyanigy csak bizonyos nagysdgrendet
elérd konyvtdraktol virhato, hogy K + F + M feladatokra
villalkozzanak. Ezek esetében azonban kérdéses, hogy
célravezetd-e a jelenlegi magyar gyakorlat, amely heti,
szerény mérvii munkaidékedvezményt biztosit egyes
munkatdrsaknak, s nem volna-e célszeriibb kiilon K+ F
részlegeket — ha csak keret jelleggel is — feldllitani,
amelyekben huzamosabb id6t toltenének el az adott
feladatok megolddsival megbizott konyvtdrosok. Mind-
emellett szitkség van olyan kozponti szervre, amely a
kutatdsszervezés egész konyvtdriigyet érintG tennivaloit
litja el (javaslatok hosszi- és kozéptdvi kutatdsi
programokra, a kutatisi eredmények alkalmazdsinak
elémozditdsa, kutatdsi megbizdsok kiaddsa, a folyamat-
ban levé kutatdsok nyilvintartdsa, palydzatok kiirdsa,
konferencidk szervezése, folydirat megjelentetése stb.).
Egyre sulyosabb problémit jelent a kutatdsok finansziro-
zdsa, mivel a hagyomdnyos, filoldgiai jellegli modszerek
mellett mind elterjedtebb a szocioldgiai adatfelvétel, a
kisérletezés, a szamitogépek alkalmazdsa stb. Egyeldre
hidnyzanak a pontos adatok arra vonatkozdan, hogy egy
konyvtirtigy mennyit forditott kutatdsokra, s csak
hipotézist lehet mcgkockéztatni arra, hogy a konyvtdri
kiaddsok hdny szizalékdt kellene kutatdsra forditani.
Allandé gondot okoz a kutatéi utdnpétlds, mivel
Magyarorszdigon nagyon erGs a mds, hagyomdnyos
tudomdnyigak vonzdsa a mdr kényvtarban dolgozd, s6t
konyvtirosnak tanult fiatal szakemberekre.

A szerz$ befejezé megjegyzése a konyvtdri kutatdsok
mind tartalmi, mind médszerbeli interdiszciplinaritdsdra
mutat rd. Ezért tartja sziikségesnek, hogy a konyvtdri
kutatdsokat folytaté intézmények s maguk a kutatok is
kapcsolatot teremtsenek mds tudomdnyteriiletekkel.
Ugyanakkor tudomdsul kell venniiik mds, féleg humdn és
tatsadalomtudomdnyi kutatdsokat szervezd intézmé-
nyeknek, hogy sajit kutatdsi programjaik teljesitésében a
konyvtdraktél és munkatdrsaiktél mindinkdbb csak a
bibliogrdfiai appardtusrél valé gondoskoddst, valamint a
konyvtéri dllomdnyok és forrdsok tudomdnyos igényf
feltdrdsat virhatjdk el; ami nem kevés.
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ITAITII, W.: Heckonbko 3ameuanmit k wccrenopa-
HuSIM B OuOivoTeuHOM Hene

B crarbe paccmarpwBarorcst xapaxrep, coxep-
JaHWe M OpraHW3auMsi HCCleJOBaHMH B OMOMHO-
TeYHOM JIeJlé C TOUKH 3peHHs OHOIMOTEeYHOro
pasBUTHS, ONpejie/iieMOro 00LIeCTBeHHO-9KOHOMH-
yeckumit haKTOpamMH, B JAHHOM CIyuae JIs Cpef-
HepasBUTOH B 9KOHOMHYECKOM OTHOINGHHH CTPaHbI
conmanucruueckoro sareps, Ms-za npakruueckoro
Xapakrepa OMOJIMOTEYHBIX WMCCNEIOBAHMH K HHM
OTHOCHTCH M MeTOJMYeckass paboTa C uensio
NOAYEPKHYTh ee BaMsiHMe Ha npaktuxe, Dopmu-
pOBaHHe TeMaTHKM WCC/AeIOBAHWN MCCeayeTcst
Ha NpAMepe PasBUTHIX WM CPeAHepPa3BUTLIX CTPaH,
M YCTaHaB/INBAETCS, YTO OHM TO/MBKO B HEKOTOPHIX
o6acTsx, onpenesieMbIX HAMOHABHEIME OCOBeH-
HocTsiMu (oGmectBennas cpefia, I3bIK M T.4.) MOTyT
NPeANpHHATH CaMOCTOSITe/NbHbIE HCCAe0BaHHS, B
OCTaJbHBIX JKe CAyYasX OrpaHHUMBAIOTCS ajarfl-
tTauned, B cBsusm c oprammsammeit mccnenopammii
CTaThsi paccMaTpMBaeT BOMPOCH], Kacalomuecs
BbIJIe/IEHHBIX HAa HHX pecypcoB paboueil cuibl,
OpraHa, BBIIOJHSIONIEro OOs3aHHOCTH IEHTPAJIb-
HOro KOOpAMHATOpA MCCIeNOBaHMi, MX (pUHaHCH-

poOBaHHs,
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PAPP, |.: Einige Bemerkungen zur
bibliothekswissenschaftlichen Forschung

Charakter, Inhalt und Organisation der bibliotheks-
wissenschaftlichen Forschung werden aus dem Aspekt
der durch wirtschaftliche und soziale Faktoren be-
stimmten Entwicklung des Bibliothekswesens, im vorlie-
genden Fall des Bibliothekswesens in einem sozialisti-
schen Land mittleren wirtschaftlichen Entwicklungsstan-
des, untersucht. Zufolge des praktischen Charakters von
Forschung und Entwicklung (F + E) in Bibliotheken wird
zwecks Betonung ihrer Riickwirkung auf die Praxis, als
dritter Faktor die methodische Arbeit hinzugenommen
(F+E+M). Die Frage der Forschungsthematik behan-
delt Verfasser aus der Sicht der Entwicklungslinder und
der Linder mittleren Entwicklungsstandes und stellt
fest, dass in diesen selbstindige Forschungen in erster
Linie auf Gebieten unternommen werden kénnen, die
durch die nationalen Eigenarten (gesellschaftliche
Umgebung, Sprache usf.) definiert sind, auf sonstigen
Gebieten zweckmiissiger Forschungsergebnisse ibernom-
men und adaptiert werden sollten. Im Zusammenhang
mit der Organisierung der Forschung werden Fragen der
Arbeitskrifte, das zentrale Organ fiir die Organisierung
der Forschung, die Finanzierung der Forschung behan-
delt.
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