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一、前言 I. Introduction 

比較研究起源於十六世紀的比較解剖學，之後醫學、生物學、政治學、文學、語言學、法律及教育等學科也相繼發展出比較研究，並在該學門中形成一個子學科。 Comparative study originated in the sixteenth century, comparative anatomy, followed by medicine, biology, political science, literature, linguistics, law and education disciplines, have developed a comparative study and academic discipline in the formation of a sub-discipline. 其中比較教育學與比較圖書館學的性質是最相近的，因此比較圖書館學採用了許多比較教育學的研究方法。 The more education and more the nature of library science is the most similar, the comparison of library science with a lot of comparative education research methods. （註 1 ） (Note 1)  
比較圖書館學自 1954 年被提出後，於 1970 年代在歐美地區達到研究的高峰，中國大陸隨後在 1980 年代也形成對該學科的研究風潮，然而在台灣地區，雖然各圖書資訊研究所多有開設相關課程，但因缺乏系統性的研究，相關的論著始終不多。 Comparison of library science since 1954 has been moved, in the 1970s in Europe and America to research the peak, China also formed in the 1980s then the subject of fashion, but in Taiwan, though many have the Institute of Library and Information setting up relevant courses, but the lack of systematic research, writing was always much related. 本文由比較圖書館學的發展及定義談起，接著探討該學科中幾個頗具爭議的問題，最後闡述其研究模式及方法，期望能提供一些資料給有志於從事相關研究的同道做為參考。 In this article the development of library science and more about the definition, then explore the subject of several controversial issues, and finally explain the research model and methods, hoping to provide some information for those who want to engage in related research fellow as a reference. 

二、比較圖書館學的發展與定義 Second, compare the development and definition of library science 

（一）比較圖書館學的發展 (A) to compare the development of library science 

　　 Chase Dane 於 1954 年在 Australia Library Journal 發表“ The benefits of comparative librarianship” ，同年也在 Librarian 發表了 ”Comparative Librarianship” 等兩篇論文，其中首先提出了「比較圖書館學」的名稱，一般認為這是比較圖書館學的起源，但這個名稱在當時並沒有引起圖書館界的注意。 Chase Dane in 1954, published in the Australia Library Journal "The benefits of comparative librarianship", in the same year also published a Librarian "Comparative Librarianship" and other two papers, which first proposed the "comparative library science," the name is generally believed that this is compare the origin of library science, but the name did not lead to the library community's attention. 約莫十年之後， Carl M. White 、 DJ Faskett 及 Nasser Sharify 等學者才投入相關研究，成為 60 年代該學科研究的代表人物。 After about ten years, Carl M. White, DJ Faskett and Nasser Sharify investment research and other scholars, it has become the subject of 60's representative. 1965 年之後比較圖書館學的發展快速， Louis Shores 、 Miles M. Jackson 、 Syliva Simsove 、 Dorothy G. Collings 、 J. Periam Danton 、 John F. Harvey 、 Richare Krzys 等人都發表了相關著作。 Comparison of library science in 1965, after the development of rapid, Louis Shores, Miles M. Jackson, Syliva Simsove, Dorothy G. Collings, J. Periam Danton, John F. Harvey, Richare Krzys and others have published related work. （註 2 ） (Note 2) 

比較圖書館學研究的發展趨勢，亦可由下列的數字表現出來：（註 3 ） Comparative study of the development trend of library science, also shown by the following figures: (Note 3) 

· 50 年代時 Library and Information Science Abstracts (LISA) 中，只有一個相關的款目，然而 60 年代卻成長到 105 個相關款目。 50's when the Library and Information Science Abstracts (LISA), only one related entries, but the 60's has grown to 105 related entries. 此外，到了 1971 年，美國主要的圖書館學索引 Library Literature 為比較圖書館學成立了一個獨立的標目。 In addition, by 1971, major U.S. index Library Literature Library Science Library Science was established to compare a separate heading. 

· 1963 年時美國的圖書館學校中只有 3 所開設比較圖書館學的課程，到了 1975 年已有 56 所開設了此課程。 1963 American Library Association set up only three more courses of library science, to 56 in 1975, has opened the program. 此外，歐洲的一些圖書館學者校也相繼開設相關課程。 In addition, some European scholars, school libraries have also set up relevant courses. 

· 1976 年時與比較圖書館學相關的國際會議有 41 個，到了 1980 年時有 59 個。 Comparing 1976 with the International Conference on library science-related, 41, to 59 in 1980. 

由此可知，歐美各國比較圖書館學的研究在 1970 年代達到高峰，到了 1980 年代雖已普遍被接受，但對此學科的研究熱潮逐漸冷卻。 From this, Europe and the United States to study library science compare the 1970 peak to 1980 Although generally accepted, but the research on this subject has gradually cooled. 但在中國大陸地區， 1980 年代卻是比較圖書館學研究的高峰時期，倪波、荀昌榮、陳博夫、吳慰慈等人為當時主要的研究者。 But in mainland China in the 1980s are more the peak of Library Science, Ni wave of wisdom with Chenbo Fu, Wu Weici and other man-made and the chief researcher. （註 4 ）之後，鍾守真可說是大陸地區最致力於此學科研究的學者。 (Note 4), the clock keep arguably the most committed to the mainland scholars in this interdisciplinary research. 

（二）比較圖書館學的定義 (B) compare the definition of library science 

關於比較圖書館學的定義，薛理桂在其專著中做了詳細的整理，茲分別敘述如下：（註 5 ） Comparing the definition of library science, Xue Gui in his treatise in detail in the order, it is shown as follows: (Note 5) 

· 民 24 年時，程伯群所下的定義 – 中西各有所長，取名比較圖書館學，所以示其綱領而作綜合之比較，以為研究圖書館學之門徑。 People 24 years, the process defined by the group Peter - Western strong points, called comparative library science, so show its program and make a comprehensive comparison, that of library science of the Path. 

· 1954 年， Dane 所下的定義 – 1954, Dane's definition - 

比較圖書館學是研究許多國家之發展，以發現那些發展是成功的，且可為其他國家所仿效。 Comparative study of library science is the development of many countries to discover that the development is successful, and can be replicated in other countries. 它是從國際觀點來檢視圖書館事業的哲學與政策，以決定長期趨向，評估其缺失，並查出理論和實務之間的矛盾與不一致。 It is the view from the international point of view the cause of philosophy and policy library to determine the long-term trends, assess their loss and find out the contradiction between theory and practice and inconsistent. 正如比較人類學、比較宗教，比較圖書館學是尋求擴展我們的容忍及加深我們的了解。 As the comparative anthropology, comparative religion, comparative library science is to seek to expand our tolerance and deepen our understanding. 它是邁向國際圖書館合作的第一步。 It is the first step towards international library cooperation. 

· 1965 年， Foskett 所下的定義 – 1965, Foskett's definition - 

比較圖書館學主要的價值在於使用科學的方法，以供圖書館專業的進展 ….. 蒐集資料、觀察現有系統、評量某些假設或實際情況，以供參考。 Comparison of the value of library science major is to use scientific methods for the progress of library professional collection of information ... .. observe the existing system, assess the situation of some hypothetical or actual, for reference. 

· 1966 年， Shores 所下的定義 – In 1966, Shores's definition - 

比較圖書館學是研究與比較世界上所有不同國家的圖書館理論與事業，其目的在擴展並深入了解專業問題及解決之道。 Comparison of library science is the study and comparison of all the different countries in the world, Library Theory and career, its aim is to expand and in-depth understanding of professional issues and solutions. 

· 1971 年， Collings 所下的定義 – In 1971, Collings's definition - 

比較圖書館學可定義為有系統地分析在不同環境下（通常在不同的國家）圖書館的發展、實務或問題，考慮其相關的歷史、地理、政治、經濟、社會、文化及其他決定性的背景因素。 Comparison of library science can be defined as a systematic analysis in different settings (usually in different countries) library development, practice or problem, to consider the relevant historical, geographical, political, economic, social, cultural and other decisive background. 尤其重要的是，它著重在圖書館發展因果及圖書館問題的研究。 Particularly important is that it focuses on the development of cause and effect in the Library and Library of the problem. 

· 1973 年， Danton 所下的定義 – In 1973, Danton's definition - 

從社會、政治、經濟、文化、意識形態和歷史的觀點，分析二個或多個國家、文化或社會環境之圖書館、圖書館系統和圖書館事業。 From the social, political, economic, cultural, ideological and historical perspective, analysis of two or more countries, cultural or social environment of the library, library system and library. 此種分析之目的，是為了解其異同處，對不同處做出解釋，並從中獲得一般性的通則。 The purpose of this analysis is to understand the similarities and differences between office, explain the different office, and derive general General. 

· 1973 年， Harvey 所下的定義 – In 1973, Harvey's definition - 

比較圖書館學是一個別及明確的領域，針對兩個或兩個以上國家〔圖書館事業相關的〕某一主題，客觀與有系統的比較和對比，以達成結論，並助於了解。 Comparison of library science is a field of individual and specific for two or more countries relevant to librarianship〕 〔a theme, objective and systematic comparison and contrast, to reach a conclusion, and help understanding. 

· 1974 年， Simsova 所下的定義 – 1974, Simsova's definition - 

比較圖書館學是以圖書館事業中一切可比較的事物為研究內容的一門學科。 Comparative Library Science Library is the cause of all things can be compared to study the content of a discipline. 比較方法是比較圖書館學領域裏的重要組成部份。 Comparison is more important in the field of library science component. 因此，比較圖書館學在過去一直被視為一種方法、一種認識事務的途徑，而未被看作是一門學科。 Therefore, the comparison of library science in the past has been seen as a way and a means of understanding issues, and not as a discipline. 

· 1981 年，倪波和荀昌榮所下的定義 – In 1981, Ni waves and wisdom with which the definition - 

比較圖書館學就是對不同國家的圖書館事業和圖書館學，比較其異同、追溯其淵源、探究其原因，以為借鑒。 Comparison of Library Science is the cause of libraries in different countries, and library science, to compare their similarities and differences, trace their origins to explore the reasons that draw. 比較圖書館學從某種意義上來說，實際上是研究圖書館事業和理論的方法。 Comparison of library science in a sense, the fact is Library and theoretical research methods. 

· 1983 年，陳博夫所下的定義 – In 1983, Chen Bofu's definition - 

通過比較不同環境下、不同類型圖書館，而達到使全中國圖書館事業和工作更符合科學管理標準的要求，並在這個基礎上，達到促進國際圖書館發展的共同目的。 By comparing the different environment, different types of libraries, and to make all the Chinese Library and work more in line with scientific management standards, and on this basis, to promote the common objective of the international library development. （此定義是針對中國的多民族、多語言、城市農村差異大、地理差異大等特點，提出中國式比較圖書館學的定義） (This definition is aimed at China's multi-ethnic, multi-language, big difference between urban and rural areas, large geographic differences in the characteristics of Chinese comparative proposed definition of library science) 

· 1985 年，王秦所下的定義 – In 1985, the King of Qin's definition - 

比較圖書館學涉及兩個或兩個以上的國家、文化、或社會的環境；它是可比較性的比較研究 (comparable comparison) ；是圖書館事業在各種不同環境下，透過哲學或理論的概念，分析其相同或相異之處。 Two or more library science involves more than two countries, cultural, or social environment; it is comparable Comparative study (comparable comparison); is the Library in a variety of different environments, through the concept of philosophy or theory analyzed the same or differences. 

· 1987 年，吳慰慈所下的定義 – In 1987, Wu Weici's definition - 

比較圖書館學具有三項特徵： 1. 跨國性 : 研究兩個或兩個以上國家的圖書館事業。 Comparison of Library Science has three characteristics: 1. Transnational in nature: two or more countries of the Library. 同時，它是跨文化的，即研究不同文化的國家的圖書館事業； 2. 跨學科性 : 研究比較圖書館學時，首先必須對比較對象國的經濟、政治和科學文化教育的狀況有充分的理解； 3. 可比性 : 對兩個以上國家的同一個圖書館事業發展中的問題進行比較。 At the same time, it is cross-culture, that countries of different cultures Library; 2. Interdisciplinary: To compare the library hours, the first target country must be more economic, political and scientific education of the state have sufficient understanding; 3. comparability: two or more countries on the development of libraries in the same issue of comparison. 

· 1990 年， Harrod's Librarians' Glossary 所下的定義 – In 1990, Harrod's Librarians' Glossary's definition - 

· 比較圖書館學是不同國家間圖書館服務的研究，反映出各國家文化、政治或社會環境間的差異。 Comparison between different countries of Library Science is the study of library services, reflecting the country's cultural, political or social environment of the differences. 透過比較分析比較，對各國圖書館事業的相同或相異之處有較充分的了解及成熟的思考。 By comparing the analysis and comparison, the same cause of national libraries or differences between the full understanding and a more mature thinking. 

· 1991 年，周文駿及邵獻圖所下的定義 – In 1991, Zhou Wenjun, and Shao Xian map defined - 

比較圖書館學是以世界各國的圖書館事業為研究對象，從社會政治、經濟、文化、思想和歷史的角度出發，對兩個或以上國家的圖書館、圖書館體制、圖書館事業發展的經驗或問題進行比較研究、了解、掌握其共同和差異點，並對這些差異作出科學的解釋，從而得出正確發展圖書館事業的準則。 Comparative Library Science Library is the cause of the world as the object of study, from the social, political, economic, cultural, ideological and historical point of view, two or more countries, library, library system, Library Development experience or a comparative study of the problem, to understand and grasp their common points and differences, and make a scientific explanation of these differences to arrive at the correct criteria for the development of librarianship. 比較圖書館學以調查研究為主要的方法，以探索各國、各地區圖書館事業的發展規律、特點以及國際圖書館事業的協作為主要目標。 Comparative Study of Library Science to investigate the main ways to explore the national, regional library development in the law, characteristics and the cause of international library cooperation as the main target. 

最後，薛理桂也由這些定義中，歸納出比較圖書館學的定義為：研究兩個或以上國家（地區、文化實體）的圖書館事業，選擇可供比較的事物為研究的項目，經由敘述、解釋、並列、比較等過程，研究其相同及相異之處，以供參考及借鑑。 Finally, Xue Gui from these definitions, summarized comparative library science is defined as: of two or more countries (regions, cultural entities) of the Library, select for more things for the research project, through narrative, explained, parallel, comparison of the process, to study the similarities and differences between, for information and reference. 

三、比較圖書館學的幾個問題 Third, a few more problems of library science 

比較圖書館學雖然至今已有近五十年的歷史，但在學術的領域中仍屬相當年輕的學科，因此學者對一些問題尚未獲得共識。 Although the comparison of library science has been nearly five years of history, but in the field of academic disciplines is still very young, so scholars have not yet reached a consensus on some issues. 其中以其與國際圖書館學的關係、是獨立學科還是研究方法和其研究對象及範圍三點，引起最大的爭議。 Including its relations with the international library science, is an independent academic or research methods and the scope of their study and three, aroused the greatest controversy. 以下簡略地說明各家的看法。 The following brief, various views. 

1. 與國際圖書館學的關係 Relationship with the International Library Science 

比較圖書館學與國際圖書館學的關係至今尚未有共識，一般來說有下列三種主張，茲分別說明之： Comparison of library science and international relations library science has not yet reached a consensus on the following three general proposition, it is illustrative, respectively: 

1. 國際圖書館學包括比較圖書館學 （註 6 ） International Comparison of library science library science, including (Note 6) 

Harvey 主張國際圖書館學（ International library science ）包括外國圖書館學（ foreign library science ）、國際機構圖書館學（ International institutional library science ）及比較圖書館學（ Comparative library science ）等三個分支，因此比較圖書館學是國際圖書館學的一個分支，圖一為 Harvey 的看法： Harvey argued that the international library science (International library science), including foreign library science (foreign library science), international agencies, library science (International institutional library science) and comparison of Library Science (Comparative library science) in three branches, the comparison Library Science is a branch of the international library science, as Harvey's view Figure 1: 


【圖一：國際圖書館學包括比較圖書館學】 【Figure 1: International Comparison of Library Science Library Science including】 

2. 國際圖書館學和比較圖書館學是兩個獨立的學科 （註 7 ） International Comparison of Library Science and Library Science are two separate disciplines (Note 7) 

　　 Jackson 則認為國際圖書館學和比較圖書館學是兩個獨立的學科，因此兩者之間沒有任何的從屬關係。 Jackson believes that the international comparison of library science and library science are the two separate disciplines, so between them there is no affiliation. 比較圖書館學是一種跨文化之研究，不一定是國際的範圍；而國際圖書館學只限於超越國界之圖書館事業，不包括比較。 Comparison of Library Science is a cross-cultural research, is not necessarily an international scope; and International Library and the library only cause that transcends national boundaries, does not include more. 圖二為 Jackson 的看法： Figure 2 for the Jackson's view: 

[image: image1]
【圖二：國際圖書館學和比較圖書館學是兩個獨立的學科】 【Figure 2: International Comparison of Library Science and Library Science are two separate disciplines】 

3. 比較圖書館學包括國際圖書館學 （註 8 ） Comparison of library science, including the International Library Science (8) 

　　 Danton 認為比較圖書館學包括所有關於圖書館及圖書館事業的比較研究，例如：區域及個案研究、在其他國家教授圖書館學、國際圖書館學 ….. 等等。 Danton that the comparison of library science, including all libraries and librarianship on comparative studies, such as: regional and case studies, professor of library science in other countries, international library science ... .. and so on. 因此以他的觀點，比較圖書館學包括國際圖書館學。 Therefore, in his view, comparative library science, including international library science. 圖三為 Danton 的看法： Figure 3 is Danton's view: 

[image: image2]
【圖三：比較圖書館學包括國際圖書館學】 【Figure 3: Comparison of Library Science, including the International Library Science】 

對於以上的三種看法，筆者較贊成 Danton 的主張。 For the above three viewpoints, the author preferred the idea of Danton. 筆者也認為凡是關於圖書館及圖書館事業的比較研究，都可以說是比較圖書館學的範圍，因此國際圖書館學應是比較圖書館學的一個研究主題。 I also think that all libraries and librarianship on a comparative study can be said to compare the scope of library science, it is more international library science library science should be a research subject. 

（二）研究的對象及範圍 (B) of the object and scope of 

  由前文比較圖書館學的各個定義中可以發現，一般學者認為比較圖書館學的研究應該是要“跨國度”的。 Comparison of library science from the earlier definition can be found in all, most scholars believe that more study of library science should be to "transnational" in. 但也有人主張同國之內“跨文化”或“跨社會”的圖書館事業比較研究，也應該是屬於該學科的研究範疇。 But some advocates within the same country, "cross-cultural" or "cross community" Comparative Study of librarianship, it should belong to the subject of research areas. 特別是一國之內若有不同的民族，其不同的文化背景，也會影響到該區域的圖書館事業。 Especially within a country if different nations, their different cultural backgrounds will affect the region's Library. Simsova 所做的調查中，就有 71% 的受訪者認為比較圖書館學的研究不一家要跨越國界。 Simsova survey done, there is 71% of respondents believe that more research is not a library science to transcend national boundaries. （註 9 ） (Note 9) 

甚至有學者主張只要是比較研究，不論是否跨國、跨文化，也都是比較圖書館學的研究範圍。 Some scholars even claim as long as comparative studies, whether cross-border, cross-cultural, comparative library science are also areas of study. 例如 Collings 在「圖書館學與資訊科學百科全書」中，就將比較圖書館學的研究分為： 1) 區域研究； 2) 跨國或跨文化研究； 3) 個案研究（一國之內）等三種。 For example, Collings in the "Encyclopedia of Library and Information Science", the study of library science will be more divided into: 1) regional studies; 2) cross-border or cross-cultural research; 3) case studies (within a country), etc. of three. （註 10 ） (Note 10) 

筆者也贊成從寬界定比較圖書館學的研究對象和範疇，因為該學科的主要目的在比較異同、探索原因、引以借鏡，因此只要是能達到此目的的研究，都值得鼓勵，而不應拘泥於研究對象是本國或跨國。 I also agree that more liberal definition of the object and library science research areas, because the main purpose of the subject to compare the similarities and differences to explore the reasons cited to learn, so long as they are able to achieve this study, are to be encouraged, not rigidly adhere to a national or multinational study. 

（三）是獨立學科，還是研究方法 (C) is an independent subject or research methods 

長期以來，學術界中對於比較圖書館學是一門獨立的學科，還是一種圖書館學的研究方法存有爭議。 For a long time, academics in the comparative Library is a separate discipline, or a library science research methods in dispute. 茲分述其觀點如下：（註 11 ） Here we will state its view as follows: (Note 11) 

1. 方法派 – 這派學者主張比較圖書館只是研究圖書館學的一種方法，如同比較文學本身並不是什麼「文學」，而是一種文學研究方法的名稱。 The allocation of school - the more scholars advocate of Library Science Library is a method of comparative literature itself is not as "literature", but a literature method name. 

2. 學科派 – 這派學者主張比較圖書館學是圖書館學中的一門獨立分支學科。 School discipline - that more scholars advocate of library science library science in an independent branch. 他們認為比較圖書館學已累積一定數量的刊物及理論專著、有該學科的專門學術團體、已納入高等教育的課程、並且擁有一定數量的專家和學者，因此雖然尚未發展成熟，但其符合形成一門學科的標準。 They believe that more library science has accumulated a certain number of publications and theoretical treatise, there is the subject of special academic groups have been incorporated into the curriculum of higher education, and has a number of experts and scholars, so although not yet mature, but consistent with the formation of a discipline standards. 它絕對不是“圖書館事業”加上“比較方法”而已。 It is not a "Library" with "comparative method" only. （註 12 ） (Note 12) 

3. 折中派 – 這派學者主張比較圖書館學不僅是一門獨立的分支學科，也是一種研究方法。 Compromise faction - which claims more library science scholars is not only an independent branch, is also a research method. 他們認為比較圖書館學既可作為一個特殊的研究領域，也可以利用比較方法來作各種研究，因此採取中庸之道。 They believe that more library science can be used as a special area of research, comparison can also be used for various research methods, so take the middle road. 

學者之間無法取得共識是新興學科的特性，這個爭議可以留待時間來證明。 Unable to obtain a consensus among scholars is the emerging discipline of features, this controversy could be left with time. 但審視近五十年來的相關著作，以探討其定義、研究範圍、研究性質等問題的文獻為多，而為數較少的比較研究卻又多偏重於研究對象的敘述，而沒有做出高品質的分析比較，因此該學科的研究成果對圖書館界並沒有產生重大影響（註 13 ），筆者認為這才是比較圖書館學較大的問題所在。 But look at the past fifty years of related work, to explore the definition, the scope, nature of the problem of multi-document, while the relatively small number of comparative studies of the object but more emphasis on the narrative, not to make high-quality analysis and comparison, so the research subjects on the library world do not have a significant impact (13), I believe that this is a more library science major problem. 

四、比較圖書館學之研究方法 4, comparative study of library science methods 

（一）比較圖書館學的研究目的 (A) to compare the objective study of library science 

相關文獻之中提出研究比較圖書館學的目的如下： Among the proposed comparative literature study of library science the following objectives: 

1. 歐美各國學者的看法： （註 14 ） Europe and the United States scholars view: (14) 

· 對圖書館系統及所研究的問題，尋求完整的了解及正確的解釋。 Research on the library system and the problem of seeking a complete understanding and proper interpretation. 

· 對本國或外國新的圖書館計畫提供指引。 Domestic or foreign, to provide guidelines for the new library project. 

· 對普遍性的圖書館問題提供批判性分析及解決方案。 General library issues on the critical analysis and solutions. 

· 剌激對各地圖書館的問題做明智的考量，並提供適用的實務建議及解決方案。 Stimulation of the problems around the library to do wise to consider, and provide for practical advice and solutions. 

· 提供到國外圖書館參觀或服務的背景資料。 Abroad to visit or to provide library services to background information. 

· 加強圖書館學教育及訓練的學術內容及實務作業。 Library science education and training to strengthen the academic content and practical work. 

· 促進國際圖書館事業的相互了解及合作。 To promote mutual understanding of international librarianship and cooperation. 

· 從所觀察到的現象之彼此關係中獲得知識。 From the observed phenomenon in the relationship between access to knowledge. 

· 促使想法及觀念的自由交換。 To promote the free exchange of ideas and concepts. 

· 提倡世界各國的和平共處及相互了解。 Countries in the world to promote peaceful coexistence and mutual understanding. 

· 由充分了解他國圖書館事業的情況，發展有用的政策或法規。 Understanding of other countries by the situation in librarianship, the development of useful policies or regulations. 

· 形成泛圖書館學（ metalibrarianship ），以整合世界各國圖書館事業的哲學及理論。 The formation of the Pan-Library (metalibrarianship), to integrate the countries of the world Library of philosophy and theory. 

2. 中國大陸學者的看法： Chinese scholars view: 

· 科學地探討圖書館規律（註 15 ） Library of scientific laws (15) 

· 增進世界信息交流，推動圖書館學的發展。 Promote information exchange in the world to promote the development of library science. （註 16 ） (Note 16) 

· 掌握本國圖書館事業的特點（註 17 ） Grasp the characteristics of their library career (Note 17) 

· 促進本國圖書館事業的改革（註 18 ） To promote the cause of reform and national library (18) 

· 不斷拓寬圖書館學的研究領域（註 19 ） Continually expand the field of library science (19) 

· 揭示圖書館事業的發展規律（註 20 ） Reveal the laws of library development (Note 20) 

以上是以列舉的方式來說明研究比較圖書館學的目的，亦可以從中歸納出其三大研究目的：（註 21 ） Listed above is the way to explain the purpose of comparative study of library science, but also summarizes its three main purposes are: (Note 21) 

1. 報導描述 – 透過對各國圖書館事業的研究，可以了解各國圖書館事業的現況。 Report describing - through research on the cause of national libraries, to understand the cause of the status of national libraries. 

2. 歷史功能 – 透過對各國圖書館事業的研究，可以了解圖書館事業在各國的發展及功能。 Historical features - through research on the cause of national libraries, to understand the development of librarianship in various countries and functions. 

3. 借鑑改善 – 透過對各國圖書館事業的研究，可以思考是否有值得引用之處，以改善本國的圖書館事業。 Learn to improve - through research on the cause of national libraries, and can be considered if there is reference to the Department to improve the country's Library. 

2. 研究主題的選取 The selection of research topics 

Krzys 建議初涉及比較圖書館學研究的人在選擇研究主題時，可以由以下幾點著手：（註 22 ） Krzys proposal involve the comparison of the beginning of the study of library science in the selection of studies, you can start from the following: (Note 22) 

1. 選擇你感興趣的、或有經驗的某一領域、或某一個地區。 Select your interest, or experienced a particular field, or a certain area. 

2. 重複前人曾做過且你感興趣、或對其結果質疑的主題。 Duplicate predecessors have done and you are interested in, or subject to challenge its results. 

3. 檢視他人論文的最後部份，找出需要進一步研究的圖書館事業領域。 View the last part of another paper to identify further areas of research librarianship. 

4. 檢視他人的論文，試著形成另一個假設。 View other people's papers, try to form another hypothesis. 

5. 選擇現行實務工作中的假設，並對其進行驗證。 Select the assumption that the current work practice, and validate. 

6. 大量閱讀相關文獻，以求從中獲得靈感。 A large number of references, in order to derive inspiration. 

（三）研究時的障礙 (C) barriers to study 

在從事比較圖書館學研究時，研究者最好能： 1) 了解將研究地區的語文； 2) 了解該地區的歷史、經濟、政治和社會； 3) 到將進行研究的圖書館事業之所在國家實際查訪； 4) 不因自己的文化背景或個人好惡而有成見。 Engaged in comparative study of library science, the researchers best able to: 1) understand the language of the study area; 2) to understand the region's historical, economic, political and social; 3) to study the cause of the library where actual visits to the State; 4) not because of their cultural background or personal likes and dislikes and have preconceived ideas. （註 23 ）以上的要求看起來很清楚，但實際上卻因難重重。 (23) The above requirements seem clear, but in fact because of numerous difficulties. 

此外， Burnett 也提出了個人、證據及方法學三個因素，說明進行比較圖書館學研究時可能遇到的障礙。 In addition, Burnett has made a personal, evidence and methods of three factors, indicating comparative study of library science may encounter obstacles. 茲簡述如下：（註 24 ） Summarized as follows: (Note 24) 

1. 個人因素 – 包括實地探訪花錢耗時、文化及政治上的限制、經費補助不夠、戰爭或革命、個人對某些區域的偏好、缺乏背景知識、個人能力不足或偏見等等。 Personal factors - including site visits to spend time-consuming, cultural and political constraints, financial assistance is not enough, war or revolution, individual preferences for certain regions, the lack of background knowledge, personal capacity or prejudice and so on. 

2. 證據因素 – 包括無法取得相關資料、出版的相關文獻不足、無法判斷資料的可信度等等。 Evidence of factors - including the inability to obtain relevant information, lack of published literature, and so can not judge the credibility of the information. 

3. 方法學 – 包括選擇適當的研究主題、組織呈現資料、解釋分析資料等等的能力。 Methodology - including the selection of appropriate research topics, organize the information presented to explain the ability of data and so on. 

（四）研究方法 （註 25 ） (D) research methods (25) 

科學的研究方法一般來說是以有目標的立意蒐集事實資料，研究者要在演繹及歸納法之間反覆思考。 Scientific research methods in general conception is targeted to collect the facts, the researchers deductive and inductive method in between to mull over. 杜威 (John Dewey) 曾提出以下步驟，可以做為從事研究時遵循的基本法則： 1) 選定研究問題， 2) 建立研究假設， 3) 選定對標明變項， 4) 建構操作性的定義， 5) 操縱與控制變項， 6) 擬定研究設計， 7) 選定並建立觀察與測量的方法， 8) 設計問卷與訪問表式， 9) 從事統計分析， 10) 撰寫研究報告。 Dewey (John Dewey) has proposed the following steps can be used as research followed the basic rules: 1) selection of research questions, 2) the establishment of hypotheses, 3) selection of the identified variables, 4) construction of operational definition, 5 ) manipulation and control variables, 6) development of research and design, 7) and the establishment of observation and measurement of the selected method, 8) to design the questionnaire and visit the table type, 9) are engaged in statistical analysis, 10) to write research reports. 

比較圖書館學與國際圖書館學的研究，通常採用： 1) 歷史法， 2) 調查法， 3) 個案法， 4) 統計法， 5) 實驗法， 6) 混合法或 7) 比較法。 Comparison of Library Science and Library Science International Studies, usually: 1) historical method, 2) investigation, 3) case law, 4) statistical method, 5) experiment, 6) mixed or 7) comparison. 然而比較圖書館學雖可以用前六個方法取得相關資料，但應該要嚴格地使用比較法，以幫助兩個或更多可以比較的圖書館現象的資料之研究。 However, although library science can compare the six methods to obtain information before, but should be strictly comparative method used to help two or more comparable information on the phenomenon of Research Libraries. 此外，要特別注意的是，比較圖書館學研究所要蒐集的資料不可只侷限在圖書館學文獻，研究國家的背景資訊及與研究現象相關的圖書館學之外的學科領域資料，也是一個好的研究的重要資料來源。 In addition, with particular note that the Institute Library to collect more data can not be confined to school in the library literature, background information and study countries with research Xianxiangxiangguan the Library of Xuekelingyu Zi Liao Zhi Wai, is also a good of the important sources of information. 

比較圖書館學的所謂「比較」，並不是一個單純的步驟，而是由一系列的步驟所構成。 Comparison of library science so-called "comparison" is not a simple step, but by a series of steps constituted. 如果沒有經過分別解釋，就直接做比較，必會導致錯誤的結論。 If they do not explain them to compare directly, will lead to wrong conclusions. Danton 根據比較教育學的方法，將比較圖書館學的步驟分為六項： 1) 建立假設， 2) 有系統地蒐集和正確的資敘述有關問題的資料， 3) 解釋資料， 4) 並列資料， 5) 比較資料， 6) 試圖得到原因、說明及原則。 Danton according to the method of comparative education, will compare the Library is divided into six steps: 1) the establishment of assumptions, 2) systematically collect and correct information on capital account issues, 3) interpretation, 4) parallel data , 5) to compare the data, 6) the reasons for trying to get shows and principles. 我們可以更精簡地將比較圖書館學的研究分為敘述、解釋、並列、比較等四個步驟，圖四分別表示之。 We will compare more concise study of library science into narrative, interpretation, parallel, comparison of the four steps of Figure 4 respectively. 

五、結語 V. Conclusion 

比較圖書館學的研究宗旨，在於研究多個可比較的圖書館事業之現象，比較其異同、追溯其淵源、探究其原因，引以為借鑒。 Purpose of comparative study of library science is studied by the comparable phenomenon Library, compare the differences between their origins and explores the reasons cited that reference. 因此單純地描述說明多個研究對象的狀況，嚴格來說並不屬於比較圖書館學的範疇。 Therefore, many studies simply describe on the status of objects, strictly speaking, does not belong to more areas of library science. 然而，由於個人因素、證據因素及方法學方面的障礙，要完成一個優良的比較圖書館學研究並不容易，研究者應該避免我族中心主義及錯誤的比較，並對文化相對論及比較結果適用程度有所認識（註 26 ），以時時警惕自己免於各種錯誤。 However, due to personal reasons, the evidence factors and methodological obstacles to complete a good comparative study of library science is not easy, researchers should avoid my ethnocentrism and false comparison, and application of cultural relativism and the results of the comparison be aware of the extent (Note 26) to remind myself from time to time various errors. 

此外，雖然比較圖書館學的研究熱潮已不復從前，但近來由於網際網路及資訊科技的興起，世界各國之間的距離縮短，在可見的未來極可能形成虛擬的地球村，因此世界各國的圖書館事業更應該相互了解、相同學習，以促成進一步的合作，而比較圖書館學的研究，正是達到這個理想的途徑。 In addition, although the wave comparative study of library science no longer the past, but recently the internet and the rise of information technology, shortening the distance between countries in the world, in the foreseeable future is likely to form a virtual global village, therefore the world Libraries should understand each other, the same study, in order to facilitate further cooperation, but more study of library science, is the ideal way to achieve this. 
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【圖四：比較圖書館學的步驟】 【Figure 4: Comparison of Library Science of the steps】 
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