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states “... the topic of relevance, [is] acknowledged as the most fundamental

and much debated concern for information science ...".

An interesting fact underscored by Saracevic (1996; 1999) is that relevance
did not necessarily have to be chosen as the key notion. Uncertainty (both in
information thecry and decision-making theory) was also one of the options
that could have been studied as the basis for information retrieval (IR), but
instead, uncertainty became the focus area for expert systems, and this
differentiation is still the main factor that divides IR and expert systems.
According to Saracevic (1999), if the pioneers had embraced uncertainty
instead of relevance as a base for IR "we would have today a very different

IR, and probably not as successful'”.

The second point to stress is that the concept of relevance is not well
understood at all. It has also been stated that “... an enormous body of IS
literature is based on work that uses relevance, without thoroughly
understanding what it means” (Schamber et al, 1990) and “... there was little
agreement as to the exact nature of relevance and even less that it could be

operationalized in systems or for the evaluation of systems” (Froelich, 1994).

2.2.1. Definitions and conceptions of relevance

Relevance is defined in the major dictionaries such as the Shorter Oxford
English Dicticnary (1973) as “... pertaining to the matter at hand”. Relevance
is also understood intuitively in that people can judge relevance without the
concept having to be defined for them. A wide variety of subject fields such
as psychology, communication science and computer science have tried to
deal with the concept of relevance (Mizzaro, 1998; Saracevic, 1996).
Theoretical frameworks abound, and yet, although relevance is a concept that

is intuitively understood, it is very difficult to define.

The meaning of relevance has changed significantly since Vannevar Bush

published “As we may think” in 1945, He proposed a very simplistic systems
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similar phenomena. Furthermore, all teleological explanations are merely
species of explanation in terms of intentional causation. The latter may be
further described by means of intrinsic intentional phenomena, which are
those beliefs and visual experiences (states and events) that really exist in the
minds of the agents and are to be taken literally. Further to this there may be
a derived intentionality, namely a more specific level of intentionality derived
from intrinsic intentionality. This is in agreement with Saracevic's definition of

the intent attribute of relevance.

As motivational relevance alsc deals with the intents, goals and motivations of
the user, it can be argued that motivational relevance might be redundant if
defined as a relevance type, as all the elements thereof are already included

in the intent attribute.

Affective relevance, under various labels, has been studied in the literature for
quite some time (Schamber, 1994) and it is clear that it is an important
manifestation of relevance. It is not clear, however, why this type of relevance
should be classed as a separate category, or as the ultimate subjective
relevance on a scale of relevance. Judging from current literature it seems
that the level of influence of affective relevance differs from those of the other
subjective relevance types. It may therefore be argued that affective relevance
acts rather as another dimension, influencing all the previous subjective

relevance types.

3.4. The modified relevance model
The revised model of atiributes and manifestations of relevance is shown in

Table 3.4. From an IR evaluation perspective the algorithmic and topical
relevance types have been applied mainly to the non-Boolean (best match)
experiments whilst topicality and pertinence are predominant in interactive
investigations based on Boolean systems. It is only recently that situational
relevance has become an issue in information retrieval, also in connection

with interactive best match systems evaluation (Borlund & Ingwersen, 1998;
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