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PREFACE 

This volume continues the account of the Aslib-Cranfield project as given 

in the "Final Report of the F i r s t Stage of an Investigation into the Comparative 

Efficiency of Indexing Systems11. The major portion of the two years spent on 

this present stage has been involved with the analysis of the considerable amount 

of data which was obtained from the main test p rogramme, A difficulty in this 

work was in deciding on the type of analysis which would be most likely to yield 

valuable information. In order to keep this volume within reasonable l imi ts , it 

has been necessary to select from the analysis that was done, and even so in many 

cases only brief examples are given. The major emphasis has been placed on 

the reasons for failure to re t r ieve source documents, for this is considered to 

give some of the most interest ing resu l t s of the project and has not, to our 

knowledge, been previously attempted. Of possible equal importance, but certainly 

more difficult to evaluate, is the reason for the re t r ieva l of non-relevant re fe rences . 

This analysis has not been attempted within the present work, but will be one of the 

ma t t e r s to be investigated in the continuation of the project . 

The interest in this work has been widespread, and a large number of people 

ei ther personally or in correspondence, have made many interest ing and useful 

comments . To all these , as well as many others who have taken an active part in 

the work, I would acknowledge my debt. In par t icular , however, I would express 

my s incere thanks to the National Science Foundation for their support which alone 

made the project possible, and in par t icular to Dr . B. Adkinson and M r s . Helen 

Brownson for their co-operation, advice and encouragement, I am also indebted to 

the Principal and Senate of The College of Aeronautics for their permiss ion for the 

work to be undertaken at Cranfield and to Mr . L. Wilson, Direc tor of Aslib, for 

coping so admirably with the administrat ion of the project . 

Cranfield, September 1962. Cyril W. Cleverdon. 
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