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Cemments re F. Colby Letter (3.20.80)

Y. T have confirmed that ceopies of the RED decurmernt printouts are
not being sent to all users. Dr. Cclby received tnis orintout sas
a result of a specific SDI request that he iniziztsc earlier this
vear. Printouts for Lec., Jan., Feb., and Mar. tzve *een sent
cut to-date (I understand that these printouts are zddressed to

Yax Crohn).

2. I believe Dr. Colby's goal with respect to thes2 printouts is
to mconitor our ongoling monthly identificaticn end iIrput of high-
pricrity articles (...the most impcriant 'new ic:u:ents entered
kv LED into the IPDB..."). If this is the cese, then ‘e are send-
ing him the wreng product. In addition to liszing all "new' input
for the menth of Februeary, the printout also reflezts a consider-
able amount of Library and Editorial Services raintenznce activi-
tv with vespect to articles which have been in the IPIB for scme
time [(this activity will be described in detail belcew}., VWhen

this activity 1is accounted for, the actuzl numters for new docu-

ments entered in February are:

1979 - 153

1980 - 11
These numbers co not seem out of line for this tirs oI vear. In
order to aveld this sert cof cenfusicn in the futurs, T recommend
that subseguent RED printcuts either be edited to refliect only
the new input ¢r annctatcd in Some ranner to mike this oroduct
moTe meaningful to the reciplents.
I am not certain about the thrust of the cerrent ¢ pzage length
of 1680 documents. I have identified and reviewsd six articles
of 3 pages or less which appear in the printcus Two are helpful
editorlals, four are important research papers (ses aitachment,
p.5 . I do not believe there should be any question regarding
their status zs high-pricrity documents nor sheuid their page
length be used as an index of trivielity, 17 ornlv "Ith respect to
processing effort. A very high percentage of Imncrtant, high-
prierity articles comes from these iocurnzls (lLznge:, Science,
Nature) and these articles are, as a rule, under I rages in length
Nernetiheless, the abstracting/indexing effort reauired is compar-
able to that for articles of greater page lengith, oublished in
less important journals. In anv case, T do rnot se2 neow these sia
articles demonstrate anv problem with respect to cur ldentifice-

ticen and input of RED documents.

Dr. Ceclbv also refers to 15 1978 docunents in the orintout. The
1878 documents fall in o three groups:

(a) A 19-part symposium on carcinogenicizyv t2sting. This
as ordered by us as a library reference iIn 15780

eful

item w n . Since it
proved to be very useful in connection with 2 vscent user reguest
Icr orientation in this area, we decided to fullv--ron-ecs this
Itom o osnd gavs It a2 RED designation svan thouzh it vazs onot Unew
(T=02C602-207 ) l
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Z) Three articles wilch could not be lcaded into the Per-

© Zatz Zase beceguse their indexing exceeded the LRD systen

tiitres.  These required extensive ar:tificlial = anipulation
tiing) ocefore further processing coulld occur and were part of

ngcing Trogram of reloading intc the IPDB (this prodlem will
scritec in detail below). (T#098716-23, 100057-61, 100151-53)

(z) An article which ollolnallv preteﬁLed proce:5110 p*ob-

lems 2t the scanning/accessicrning stage and was ba cklogged for a

pericd cf tine It was re-en tered as a RED to avoid anv further

proceszsing celay. (T#100177)

3. 2r. Colby has calculated an average processing time ("delav")
cf % 1o 10 weeks for RED decurments to be lgaded inte the IPDR. 1
em notl certzin how this was calculated from the printcut data hut
trese flgures mav very well be zccurate. Qur current processing
time iz related To twe factors:

(&) the well-documented packlog situation and

(=) the new, expanded cc oding procedure which delavs 1np”t
iritially, but significantiv increases the retrievability of a
czcument when it is loaded inte the IPDB.

2. A it of historical background is required to properly answer
Dr. Cclby's objecticn to the splitting of certain documents.,

In the Tast, we nave cccasionally enccountered the prcblem of &

2cument being rejectesd at the Preliminary Urcate stage of input
into the Per=anent Data Base (i.e., ”bO“\T“““j due to an exces-
sive numder of descriptors. When this occurred, we remedied the
preolem by choosing the rmost eappropriate of three avallable cp-
tieons: [a) Deleting the excess cescriptors and reloadlng as a
single cocument (this is only peossible when the excess is less
than abcut 23 terms)

(2} Maintaining the abstract intact but splitting off one
or more classes of descriptors and loading them in a related but
separate cccument or docurents,

() Splittlng the original article into a nunber of legical
ccmpenents (sub-chapters, rmaior headings, etc.’, providing speci-
fic abstracting and indexing for each cocmponent, and reloading
the article as a series of docunents.

In late 1972, we began a major effort to eliminate the babklcg of
RzD dzcfuments In doing se¢, we found that manv of the older RED
arcunents (primarily e\ten<1we reviews and nencgraph materlals
c¢ealing with carcinogenesis) were being rejected at the Prelinin-
ary Ucdate stage because the nurmber of descriptors sign ificantly
erxceecel the document storage capability (by 100-200 % in somne
cases, so that optiecn {a) was not available to us and (bl did noz
szlve trne problem readily either).
we were thern fzced with the task of reproces<i1g about 20 docu-
ments bith vstrospectively (those that had 21 .ready been gbstrazted
arl oInfemzd. but memheld) 2@ oczll a3 prosrmecsioela Tthose thaot nad
LG 2024245
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not been abstracted and indexed but which woul , -ased on our ex-
rerience, definitely c¢r very probahly bomb) ince this task
involives a great deal of time and effort, it S staggered over a
pevica of about five rmonths to mininize its irzact on normal pro-
cessing This activity was reflected in the EZD I12DE Drintouts
for these months, aleong with the routine input ¢ new RED docu-
ments
Tt 1s important to note that this splitting is not dore to allow
fer "rmore thorough indexing and closer rinpointing of the indexing"
tut to provide a mechanisn for our routine incszxing standards to
ve applied to important papers whose user-rele--ant information
content is extremely high,

It muast be admitted that there isc scrme "excessive' splitting when
cption (c) 1s selected {eplitting the originel article) because we
try to fellow a logical structure in addition -o simply estimating
the nunber of additicnzl parts needed to hancls +he totel nurter
of descriptors {for example, if an article neess to he split inte
3 parts to load all de~LV1ptor= but 1¢ compesel of 5 distinct sub-
headings, we will generally split it into 2 sevies of § decuments)
We feel that this 1s preferable to a purely rmecharnical approach
which could lead to searching and retrieval prcblems.
5. The first specific exampnle of excessive splitiing given by Dr.
Cclby refers to a series of documents in which the CO“mentar1e
have been "separated from the decurent, even trnouzgh such & cor-
entary comprises only 1 or 2 pages.'
This 1s 2 situation unrelated to the discussior civectly above in
that this is not a case of an excessive numhey o< descriptors.
It is, however, related to an abstracting/indening problem which
wes detected 1ﬂ & number of 31 and early LRD d:izusents, both b
our own stafl and by Dr. Colby, where a formal z2r—erntarv or panel
discussion section fol lowing an article was mechanically ¢rmbined
with the original article znd not given its cowr Tiblicgraphic
identity. In many of these cases, the opinions o7 the varicus
discussants contradicted the f‘ndlﬂg: and oninions expressed in
the original articles, but this was either los- oy ctscured when
the cormmentary of other autheors was abstra cted znd, more imper-
tantly, indexed as part of the coriginal articls. As z result of
this e\Derle“ce we have been, for well over <ive vears, consci-
EFul“U 1\ treatln"I separate cormen;ar} and discuzsion sections
as individual documentc, integrally related to +he original ar-
ticles by a formal "“SERIES™ designaticn, even in cases where these
secticns comprise only 1 or 2 paragraphs. The validity of this
procedure is even more readily apparent when tre Commentary sect-
icn folleows two or more a1t1c1€5 Oor presentaticns znd refers to
21l of them. In the specific example cited, furizermore, the com-
mentery sections stand alcne and have their ow- cesignation in
the table of contents. This is a geod indicatisn that thevy will
ceocited separately in sesondary souvoes me walll TEC0R0A0Z-IT
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28t seriss of exarples is 2 good illustration of the types
les we have been reprccessing {splitting in ovrder 1o 1loa
¢ the Permanent Data Ezse All five ite-s noted by Dr.,
€ mejJor veviews dealing with carcinogenesis:
‘z) Qccupationa? carcinczens (Schottenfeld]: 21 ;s
{b} Vitamin C and cancer fCarercngFauling); 19 pgs.
{z; Chermiczl carcinccenesis {(*iller); 19 pzs.
(d) Occupational carcincgzens (Schottenfeld): 13 pgs.
e} Alr pollutants and czncer (Cederlof&Doll); 10 pgs.
none ¢l these items can in anv way be conszidered “relativelv shore.™
In addition, the user-relevant information content of 211 five of
these reviews is o high that e are almest fcrced to index every
Iine cr text with several descriptors.
Iwouls like to siress once again that these articles sinmply zan-
nct ve lcaded into the Per-anent Data Base as single docurents,
Using sur routine indexing standards
©. As Zar as productivity calculations are cencerned, it should
be stressed that the total number of articles which require split-
ting is very low. Recent printcuts which shew a relatively high
nunber of these iterms are not tvpical, but are reflecting a cur-
vent special effort to fullvy process all sacklcogged RED Jocunents
Crn @ prospective basis, the nu-ber of such articles is ahout 10
pET vear Tne additicnal docurents generated 2y splitting these
10 articles have a neglicible =7<ect on rrecuctiviey czlculaticons:
thelr contributizn to the znnuzl productivity figures is betwesn
cere-half and one jercent, deperding on vwhethor the splitting is
being deone mecharically or by zn editor.
. crendantoy
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