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Some Procticql Observqtions on the

qnd Revision
Writing, lmplementotion,
of CollectionDevelopmentPolicy*
B. OssuRI.r
CHanlts
A ssistant U niv ersity Librarinn
for Collection Deue lopment
N orthw estern U niuersit't Libram
Evarutoi. Illinois

This paper uas conceiued in the context of the "RTSD Guidelines for the
Formulation of Collection Deueloprnmt Policies." It describesfundamental
quakties of poliry applicable to all kinds of libraries and recommendsa stepb1-stepprocessleading to the successfulrealization of policy planning. Placing
an emphasison the ualues of the processitself, the paper ako suggestsimplications for collection deulofment personnel and for the librory as an organxzation, when a u'orking Policy is adopted.

RTSD "Guidelines for the Formulation of Collection DeTHE
I velopment Policies" imply that a written policy serves several essential management functions. It serves as a planning guideline and
working tool for selectors; it serves as a communications medium between the library and external administrative bodies; and its serves as
the codified rationale for decisions in budgetary matters. These are
weighty demands to place upon a document of paper, but projections
for educational service agencies, including libraries, over the next two
decades are dismal at best and suggest strongly that the design of
some new mechanism will, indeed, be required in order to give coherent direction to an energy which-far
to be
too frequently-appears
unharnessed. At the same time, both logic and experience indicate
that a document of paper has no more value than a puff of smoke, if
it is merely an administrative gadget to be displayed on appropriate
occasions. The substance and format of library policy on collection
development are critical, and the RTSD "Guidelines" offer a sure
course to the establishment of a practical and rationally founded
*Edited version
of a paper presented at the Preconference Institute on Collection Development sponsored by Collection Development Committee, Resources Section, RTSD,
Detroit,June 1977.
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document. However, while considering the nature of the policy that is
recommended and the use to which it might be put, it is equally important to take into account the benefits accompanying the experience
of planning, creating, and first testing a policy of pervasive and longlasting influence. For, in the long run, it is the quality of these process
values that will determine the quality of the policy's relationship to the
collection development function.
There are three very important process values to be gained from
the drafting of policy on cbllection development: (l) the gaining of
knowledge about existing collections and related collection development aciivity; (2) the gaining of control over budget and over the influx of materials; and (3) the securing of enhanced participation and
interaction of a substantial portion of the professionals in the library.
Those who are engaged in the planning, drafting, and implementation of collection development policy will-have to be especially mindful
of these abstract values throughout the process of policy formulation,
lest they be forgotten in the wake of the more practical complexities
that are certain to be encountered in this undertaking.
A key element both in the efficient use of time devoted to the establishment of a comprehensive policy on library collection development
and in determining the quality of the finished product is adequate
planning. Fortunately, this stage of policy making has now been faciliiated, because the RTSD "Guidelines" constitute the basic planning
document. Since the responsibilities of almost every professional in
the library are affected in one way or another by collection development activity, an essential part of planning is to be found in making
widely known the intention to formulate a comprehensive policy.
Moreover, certain concerns felt by library staff and even the clientele
may advantageously be anticipated. Among them are: what a collection development policy can and cannot be expected to do, how it will
be used, wlio witl write it, why it is needed, and what it will look like.
Surprisingly little is commonly understood about collection development policy in the profession. Preconceptions and misconceptioni are abundant. Policy on collection development often has been
viewed through a cloud of mystery, which in part has arisen from the
formulation of policy by only one person or by very few Persons,
whose rationale could not be made clear to others. Indeed, one aPparent reason for the necessity of the RTSD "Guidelines" at this time
is precisely that relatively few libraries have bothered to formulate
written policies and because, in many cases,those policies that do exist
have proved to be ineffectual. The planning stage is the time when
fundamental questions should be raised and answered in a broad
forum, so that full advantage can be taken of the wide range of experience, knowledge, and insights that is to be found in almost any
large library staff. This is done in an effort to identify potential. problem areas, as well as to engender a widespread sense of commitment
to the project and an understanding of its goals.
o$.
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an organic whole rather than as individual parts or principles. Therefore, the RTSD "Guidelines" constitute a system, and it is crucial that
everyone involved in the project be mindful of this concept. However,
the heart of the policy clearly is to be found in the application of
codes for levels of collection density and of collecting intensity to the
classification scheme used in describing the collections. The significance of this complex combination depends, in turn, on the
definitions assigned to collection levels, since they must be based on
common interpretation among the authors of policy. This is an essential part of achieving whatever balance may be desirable in the collection. A logical extension of this "principle of common interpretation"
lies in the area of interlibrary cooperation, where meaningful coordination of acquisitions is very difficult at best, but impossible without
this specific commonality of understanding. Briefly, this is what is implied in the word comparability,which is one of the key words in the
RTSD "Guidelines." Some librarians may find fault with the definitions of levels recommended in the RTSD "Guidelines," but their
primary strength lies in their endorsement by a national organization
for adoption throughout the United States. Indeed, these definitions
are so critical to the future of the development of library resources
nationwide, that the RTSD Collection Development Committee should
be urged to consider definitions of a quantitative nature in order to
make these qualitative definitions more precise. This would be of
great assistance in interpreting the definitions and in furthering their
comparability.
Of equal importance in designing a collection development policy is
the scheme to be followed in describing the collection and its development. Just as the most advantageous context for the selection of
materials in a large, comprehensive collection is the entire universe of
selection possibilities, the most effective approach to the description of
collections and their development is from a universal perspective. The
primary function of a collection development policy is to guide the
systematic selection of the world's recorded knowledge, and it should
do so according to a rationale founded upon priorities that have been
identified to serve the community most effectively. Consequently, the
format for the central part of the collection development policy can
best match these needs if it is structured by a classification of world
knowledge. There are various such schemes in vogue, but the one that
is by far the most influential in the United States-and increasingly
abroad-is
the Library of Congress (LC) classification. Whatever
doubts may be expressed from a scholarly point of view about the validity of subject segmentation in the LC classification, one must bear in
mind that the essential principles behind the planned collection development policy are comparability, a system perspective, and flexibility. The last is a criterion generally neglected but can be accommodated with progressive facility as rhe detail of the scheme increases.
The specific modification of the LC classifrcation recommended in the

.
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conditioning, in conjunction with the oral transmission of a selection
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It is especially with the beginning of writing that consultation and
coordination become critical, for the long-standing problems of overlap and of gaps in selection finally have to be resolved. Before any of
the subject statements are discussed within the coordinating committee, each committee member should separately review these state-

all stages of writing is necessary. tt should involve other librarians and
members of the community wherever additional information or opinions can productively be found.

ment.

the project schedule.
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house or for the purpose of communicating with other libranans
elsewhere, but it is a desirable quality in communicating with the
layperson, whether administrator or clientele. For this reason, it also
may be useful to synthesize the subject statements by larger classesor
by departmental uniti in the library system. From a management
point of view, this synthesis of policy may have the value of providing
the kind of perspective that will facilitate review of the total collection
development program as well as its parts.
The finished policy on collection development is not in itself the solution to selection problems, for the degree of its utility is commensurate with the knowledge that is possessedand continuously upgraded
by those who implement it. Errors in selection caused by loose organization, a careless approach, or by uninformed decisions will no longer
be obscured quite so quickly as they were before policy became the
tangible standard against which collection development performance
could be measured. The selector will have to be a student of the current publishing industry in order to be aware of trends in publishing
and in scholarship, and to be informed about related developments
that will stimulate library interest in the community. In this connection, the selector must be especially attentive to activity in the fields of
collection development assignment. The selector will have to be apprised regularly about collection development in other libraries: lo-ally, regionally, and nationally. The selector will have to have a
rather good understanding of the strengths and weaknesses of the
collection-as it stands and as it develops-and of the areas where
theft and mutilation cause a special kind of problem. Above all, the
selector must have an undersianding of why and in what ways the
community might need the library, both currently and in the future.
And more than ever before, the selector whose work is to follow the
guidelines of explicit policy on collection development must be able to
select in the context of an assigned budget with a good idea of how
much material that budget may be expected to acquire during the
fiscal period.
Selection according to a precise guide to collection development has
implications, too, for.the library as an organization; the organization
must be able to adapt to the capabilities that have been built into the
policy if the goals of that policy are to be realized to their fullest. For
example, the capacity to control acquisitions by priorities is paramount. Moreover, the flexibility that is incorporated into the policy
must be adaptable throughout the library wherever workflow is dependent upon selection decisions. Flexibility may be required by
changing conditions of the budget, or of the publishing industry, or
of community priorities. Implementation of an exacting policy also
has implications for personnel, since the responsibilities of collection
development assignments will tend to be more rigorous. It will be important to reconsider the qualifications for those positions in order to
be certain that long-standing collection development assignments are
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ments.
. By way of summarizing the functional implications of a detailed policy, it may be observed that just as the collection development poticy
should be formulated both to reflect and to guide a system of organized activity, that activity must be accommodated into the overall
operations of the library as part of the larger sysrem. Logically, then,
all procedures that flow from the policy and conclude at rhe time the

and not simply to bring selection into conformity with writen policy.
. One aspect of collection development that is only recently receiving
its due attention is that of weeding the collection, or of deselection-.
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hindsight.
CollEction evaluation and the assessment of community

needs are

brary management, but they give evidence only about which materials
on hand are used and not about the materials which might have been

presenrs a new kind of challenge for collection development and calls
for a new kind of creativity. In fact, these are also the general requirements of the new era of librarianship we have already entered.
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CollectionEvqluqtion
in ReseqrchLibrqries:

The Seqrchfor Quolity, Consistenc/,
qnd SystemIn CollectionDevelopment*
Paul H. MoSHER
AssistantDir ectorfor CollectionD eaelopment
Stanford Uniuersitl
Stanford,Califurnia
The history, literature, and methodologyof collection eualuation or assessment
in American research libraries are reuieu,ed; current problems, tools, and
methodologyof eualuation are discussed;and an ongoing collection eualtntion
program at the Snnford Uniuersity Libraries is described.

OGERS AND WEBER remind us that
-

-a

distinguished collection of books is the sina qua non of a great research
library. Librarians and nonlibrarians alike may forget this because of the cur-

We would by now agree, I am sure, that the generic term "book" includes an impressive array of formats which aie not strictly books but
which serve the needs of our readers and scholars in ways still analogous to the rolls and codices which filled the libraries of Alexandria or
Rome.
"Evaluate" is an English word coming from the French term
eaaluer-to determine the value of something. In the case of collection
evaluation, the term has to do with measuring or assessing the qtnlity
*Edited version
of a paper presented at the Preconference Institute on Collection Development, sponsored by the collection Development committee, Resources Section,
RTSD, Detroit, June 1977.

.16

Library ResourcesLl Technical Seraices

lection development and should be related to the planning, selecrion,
an-d pruning of collections. The benefits of a well-pianned program of
collection evaluation are many, including the fbllowing- imporrant
A more accurate understanding of the scope, depth, and utility
of collections.
2 . A guide and basis for collection planning.
3 . An aid to the preparation of a collectiondevelopment policy.
4. A -yuy to measure the effectiveness of a collection development
policy.

5.
6.
,7

8.
9.

science at-this stage -of its development, and finally to describe the
theory and practice of some recent methodology.
History
Surveys were undertaken at a number of university libraries be-

tween
een 1933
1933 and
and 1950,
includins Chi
1950. including
Chicaoo.
i cago, Harvard,
Harvard. Pennsylvania,
Pennsvlvania-In-
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examination of Cornell, all of these were descriptive surveys rather
than analvtic or svstematic evaluations. The distinction between a survey as a descriptive overview and an evaluation as a systematic analysis
is important and should be kept in mind as we proceed.
The principal body of collection evaluators, describers, and selectors
during these decades consisted of the department faculties of each institution, and they were responsible for the descriptive or evaluative
portions of nearly all of these studies. The most comprehensive of the
three surveys that attempted evaluations of collections is the Chicago
study of 1933, which involved 200 faculty members checking some
400 bibliographies and a schematic master list compiled from the
Union List of Serials; a separate check of lists or bibliographies was
made by each department or school of the university. While the
methods and products were uneven, the overall result was very impressive. This mammoth enterprise, which was never again undertaken in the same scope and which may first have given collection
evaluation its reputation of being inordinately costly and timeconsuming, was orchestrated, though not carried out, by M. Llewellyn
Raney, the director of libraries. In retrospect, its achievement may
possibly have been worth the work involved. [t resulted in justification
of retrospective needs of 1,400,000 volumes, and expenditure of the
then staggering sum of $4,000,000, with a "fallback" core of 713,000
volumes costing $2,700,000 which Raney urged upon Chicago's trustees as the effort necessary to bring Chicago's collections to the level
of those at Harvard or Yale. The study also resulted in a vastly improved understanding of Chicago's library collections and needs and
set the university library on a path of development that created one of
the greatest library collections of the central United States.
Library surveys have remained a common form of simple evaluative
tool-especially in the area of accreditation, which I will not cover
here-and the 1930s had a distant echo in 1961 when the University
of Michigan conducted a faculty survey appraisal of the University Library collections, which appears to have had little more practical result
than most of its predecessors.a
All of the surveys before 1950, both.the analytic one by Chicago
and the purely descriptive ones elsewhere, were carried out by faculty
rather than librarians. During this period collection development was
regarded as a faculty preserve. Harry Bach reports that librarians did
not participate as "active agents in the selection of a majority of books
that went into the llbrary," and in 1930 a study of U.S. land grant
universities and colleges revealed that in thirty-three institutions librarians functioned in the collection development sphere only to prevent duplication. In ten other institutions, books were ordered by departments without any supervision by librarians.5 This pattern of faculty control of collection development in American academic libraries
continued into the 1960s, as Periam Danton has noted.6 It is still regarded as the natural order of things in qome libraries. In reporting
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on a survey of library resources carried out at Columbia in 1958,
Tauber reported that 2,250 faculty members were questioned about
collection scope and adequacy, and 644 responses were received "in
fairly complete shape." Tauber dealt with faculty as the proper principal selectors but expressed concern with the inconsistency, lack of
system, lack of agreement, and inadequate levels of interest and support such a faculty pattern provided. He suggested that the alternative
for a good research library would be to obtain subject and field specialists who could anticipate future collection requirements as well as
respond to faculty expression of need. He seems to have regarded this
possibility as remote, however, for he appealed to universities to get
their faculties, departments, and schools to assume a Breater collection
development responsibility, for libraries to involve them more, and
even exhorted departments to hire faculty members with respect to
their ability to strengthen library collections!7
During the next decade, academic libraries-especially large research libraries-found
Tauber's idealism increasingly impractical and
utopian. In addition to the fact that departments had come less and
less frequently to hire faculty because of their capacity to develop systematic library collections, university enrollments, faculties, and physical plants began the nearly unrestrained growth and expansion pattern of the 1960s. At the same time, the output of library materials
was growing rapidly, the "publish or perish" syndrome overtook U.S.
universities everywhere, and the "new professionalism" in American
scholarship resulted in greater demand on the materials resources of
libraries and, at the same time, less interest in "doing the library's
work for it," as the faculty said. The older pattern of library dependence on the faculty for collection development became increasingly
impractical and unrealistic, and many libraries began to build staffs of
subject area or language specialists in acquisitions or reference departments, as independent units, or a combination of these. In an important review article published in 1968, David Lane found that most
librarians had changed to the view that collection development was a
responsibility of librarians rather than faculty but that change in practice has followed rather more slowly.8
The value of having subject-educated specialist librarians responsible for collection development in research libraries had been demonstrated as early as 1936 by Waples and Lasswell in a study of holdings
of 573 notable titles in 4 social science fields by 6 major American research libraries. Excluding data for the Library of Congress, they discovered that the New York Public Library (NYPL) held 92 percent of
the titles compared to 68 percent at Harvard, the next highest ranking institution.e In commenting on the results of this study, Danton
inquired into the reasons why this should be so; he found that the
significant difference was that selection at NYPL, unlike the universities, was the ongoing responsibility of a corps of subject specialist librarians.lo The other libraries depended at that time entirely----or al-
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a less consistent and systematic pattern of faculty
most entirely-on
selection and recommendation.

the data available, the New York Public Library apPears more attentive to the future needs of American scholars in the'social sciences. It
greater deference to posterity."r2
pays
Tha move of primary collection development responsibility from
the faculty to the library, the increase of attention devoted to collec-

. . . than on any other facet of the library."'n
Literature and M ethodology
The two best and most comprehensive recent surveys of the literature of collection evaluation are those of George Bonn and F. W.
Lancaster.r5 The American Library Association has prepared
guidelines for the evaluation of collections that provide the ^most complete and helpful information on principles and methods of collection
inalysis, and the Association of Research Libraries has assembled a
useful collection of documents from libraries and organizations actively involved in collection evaluation efforts.16 Bonn provides a ge^n:
eral'literature survey with commentary, followed by some very useful
pages of summary and criticism. Lancaster has as his primary aim the
iviluation of collection use levels with the ultimate aim of "optimizing

ing collection evaluations. r7
Discussion of the purpose, goals, and methods of collection evaluation during the last fifte-en yeals has been plagued by controversy and

'20
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debate over two issues. The major debate concerns the issue of objectivity versus subjectivity, simplistically transformed by some inro an
apparent conflict between quantity versus quality, which itself resolves
into issues of methodology and philosophy: Should evaluation of collections be qualitative or quantitative in nature? Is quantitative study
or data more objective and "scientific" than evaluative or judgmental
data? The second issue revolves around matters of the purpose or
goal of an evaluation. Often techniques are interpreted as more
broadly useful or applicable than they were intended to be. A technique appropriate for an accreditation survey, for example, may convey little useful information to a librarian or faculty member concerned about a library's collection in classical studies, however easy the
data may be to gather.
The value of using statistical measurements in evaluating library colIections and services, and as a survey technique for purposes of accreditation or measuring gross collection adequacy, has been propounded by a number of librarians: perhaps the most important and
influential among them has been Robert Downs. In "Resources of
American Libraries: A Quantitative Picture," his first substantial statistical survey, Downs eschewed definitions of quality or of research materials, a term he said he was using "almost without definition." "No
differentiation is being made," he said, "between items on any basis of
quality or applicability to research needs."r8
Downs followed this initial survey with statistical evaluations of
many other libraries, library systems, and the research collection resources of Canada as well as the U.S. While Downs admitted that
large collections do not themselves a great library make, he nevertheless concluded that the absolute size of collections had been demonstrated to be an important factor in judging collection adequacy. He
also found strong correlation between the size of an academic library
and the prestige of a parent university or college and listed other correlations between library-or
even university-quality
and rate of annual collection growth, comparison of size with other universities, the
number of journal subscriptions, and the number of volumes in the
reference collection.le
Quantitative methods of evaluating library collections have become
increasingly popular in recent years for reasons other than Downs'influence. Quantification is currently in high fashion in the social sciences, and librarianship, calling itself "library science," sometimes
identifies closely with this development of the larger group of disciplines of which many librarians feel themselves a part.
Many scholars of librarianship have devised formula approaches to
library size, models to measure the effectiveness of collections, computer evaluation techniques, and a host of other statistical measures of
collection adequacy and quality that are described and debated in the
literature. George Bonn tends to favor "quantitative" as more realistic
than "qualitative" ones but ultimately argues for a balance of methods
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institution, he then goes on to argue that rate of growth of collection
size is a better indicator of collection quality, but that the rate of increase in the absolute number of volumes added plus the absolute size
of the library in number of volumes together correlate to the best indicator of "academic excellence of the university."2r Without regard
for the logical problems of trying to assessuniaersity excellence on the
basis of library iollection measures, one may question whether correla-

ing that
strong positivecorrelation between two setsof data does not in itself establish
causalconnection betweenthem. The existenceof a high correlation between
absolute size of library holdings and the academicquality of the institution
does not establishthat the former causesthe latter. . . . It does suggest
strongly, however, that the two are not independent-very likely cause and
effect are intertwined, as Clapp has concluded.23

it is. rather, a means to an end."24
Krikelas put his finger directly on the knot of the dispute: the issue
is not really one of "subjective" versus "objective," which even Bonn
has suggested. Quantitaiive data is not necessarily "more objective"
than qualitative or evaluative data. A statistic is susceptible of mislead-
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ing presentation and interpretation, just as a judgment may be based
on insufficient information. An accurate, soundly based judgment may
be as objective a datum as a set of statistics.
There is a useful adage about collection development librarians
which asserts: "In nature, it is the early bird which catches the worm;
in collection development the bird that catches rhe worm is the one
who recognizes a worm when he sees it!" The point is that librarianship is a profession that requires a capacity for discriminarion and
judgment. The acquisition, storage, and provision of access to
thousands or millions of items requires that librarians be capable of
making many judgments and discriminations each day. This is certainly true in collection development. These can be made /ess subjective by the use of appropriate criteria, policies, guidelines, and tools,
but the exercise of choice and judgment cannot be completely eliminated from the practice of librarianship. These judgments can and
should be as well informed as possible, based on evidence both quantitative and qualitative, on faculty and specialist opinion, upon statistics of size and growth rate, upon analysis of teaching and research
programs, and the study of research patterns in various disciplines.
The issue is not one of subjectivity versus objectivity or quantitative
versus qualitative measures; it is an issue of choosing the right methodological tools to produce the kind and quality of result needed.
Many tools are available to the librarian who wishes to evaluate library collections, and it is the librarian's business to ascertain on the
basis of the institution's nature, mission and goals, the collection development policy statement, and on the nature of the information
needed, what evaluative techniques will be most helpfut and meaningful.
I would like to endorse the view of the draft ALA "Guidelines" and of
Harry Bach that in most cases the best evaluation will normally involve the application of more than one technique and a comparison or
combination of the resulting data.25But the extent of one's means and
the length of time available for evaluation u'ill often provide exrernal
limits to the depth and length of an evaluation projecr, and these factors will have to contribute to the technique one chooses.
Conduct of Eualuations
One should begin any process of collection evaluation with ihe institution's missions and goals firmly in mind. Possession of a recent,
accurate collection development policy statement is vital for determining areas and objectives for the assessment of collections. An evaluation planner should also be sure to remember any coordinated collection arrangements or assignmentsamong branches, or with libraries at
other institutions.
It is important to identify the quesrions to be answered by the
evaluation or analysis. Is the collection of adequate size? Is it serving
the needs of the patrons? What materials can be pruned for storage?
Volume23, Number l, Winter 1979
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Does the library possess the most needed materials for graduate field
exam reading in anthropology? Can data be obtained on collection
adequacy as ammunition for the next budget go-around? What is the
quality, for research purposes, of the Latin American collections?
What is the adequacy of the undergraduate collections in history? An
evaluator should always keep in mind the nature of the library and
the nature of the need. For example, the Clapp-Jordan methodology
if you want to know
will supply useful data on collection size adequ,a,cy
if your collection is adequate in numbers, but it will provide no help
in ascertaining the qualiry of collections.26
With this material and these decisions in hand consult the ALA
"Guidelines," and guides such as Bonn and Lancaster, and develop a
plan or campaign of action. In consultation with an appropriate group
of informed users-or
administrators if budget justification is
desired-seek to measure the utility and the practicality of the plan
and tools; you will want to use those that will produce the most useful,
appropriate, practical, and beneficial results.
Research or large academic libraries usually consist of a congeries of
a central
branches-research, special, undergraduate, high-use-with
main core collection. Each branch or major collection of such an institution should normally be considered as a unique unit when planning an evaluation, and the methodology should be specially designed
around its nature and goals.
Evaluation of the humanities and social sciences collections of the

may be interpreted as a crude measure of adequacy if one keeps in
mind problems such as obsolescence, duplication, and erroneous or
omitted d.ata.z?Such comparative data does provide information for
some of the uses of collection evaluations mentioned at the beginning
of this paper, but it does not adequately address the issue of quality in
the subject collections of research libraries.
In 1958 Harry Bach addressed the issue of the difference in library
needs between colleges and universities, and the problems in evaluating quality in large research library collections. He concluded that
there was no single satisfactory method of collection evaluation and
called for the devising of sampling techniques, using specialized rather
than standard bibliographies, for evaluating research subject collections. He further suggested that some sort of "tiered" process might
be useful, beginning with a rapid sampling process as a "strainer" to
identify strength or weakness in areas of the collection.2s
Since that time there have been a number of evaluations of research
collections, and at least four such efforts have been reported in the
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literature. R. P. Coale undertook a systematic evaluation of the research utility of the Newberry Library's holdings in the colonial history of Latin America. He used the "monographic bibliography" approach, checking bibliographies of 100 to 400 titles in classic books
written by recognized scholars and, for current publications, subject
samples from the Hand.bookof Latin American Bibliograplry. The purpose
of the evaluation was to ascertain: (l) whether the scholars who had
written the sampled books could have done so at Newberry, (2)
whether the Newberry collection contained the significant printed
primary source material and the important secondary accounts, and
(3) whether the library had been keeping up with current scholarly
output. To give the resulting data greater meaning, Coale took comparative samples at the University of California, Berkeley, the University of Texas at Austin, and the Library of the Hispanic Society of
America.2e The study was successful, and its only significant failure
was the inability to develop a program of improvement based on the
findings.
Robert Burns conducted an evaluation of holdings in science and
technology at the University of ldaho in 1968. This evaluation updated and improved an earlier study and was designed both to measure the basic graduate research support adequacy of the collections
and to chart directions for future growth in support of a new Ph.D.
program. The survey was made against standard published lists and
guides in the various fields and concentrated on serials and professional society publications. The evaluation summarized the strengths
and weaknesses of the collection for each field and its capacity to support basic graduate instruction and research. Significantly, it developed a program for future acquisition, both current and retrospective, based upon the conclusions.so
Mary Cassata and Gene Dewey published some helpful and suggestive guidelines for the conduct of collection evaluations based upon
the results of an evaluation carried out by subject bibliographers at
SUNY-Buffalo in 1969. The Buffalo evaluation utilized a variety of
techniques. The faculty contributed subjective evaluations of the research collections in their fields. The bibliographers developed goals
statements for their areas of collection and examined the relationship
between these goals and academic program scope by gathering and
analyzing data on graduate and undergraduate course offerings and
enrollments, graduate programs, faculty staffing plans, reading lists,
etc. Undergraduate collections were measured against basic lists such
as Choice's Opening Day Collection and, Books for College Libraries. Research collections were tested by a number of means: checking the
bibliography and footnotes of definitive books or dissertations, checking the percentage of authors in the Library of Congress classification
schedule represented in the library's card catalog, and checking the library's holdings against the catalogs of special collections listed in Lee
Ash's Subject Collections. The results of each specific subject evaluation
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were stated in a report by the subject bibliographer who conducted or
supervised the evaluation.sr
The approach and methods suggested by Coale and Burns received
further improvement and refinement in the work of William Webb on
the process and results of a series of collection evaluations carried out
at the University of Colorado libraries.32 The approach used by Webb
has served as a foundation for a series of research collection evaluations at Stanford University.
The purposes of the Colorado assessmentswere to provide a foundation of collection knowledge for the development of a collection development program, to develop a campaign of more thorough evaluations of and improvements in areas of weakness, to use the findings as
support for the library's book budget requests, and to contribute to
the professional growth of subject specialist staff and their relationships with faculty.
Webb found that the "standard bibliographies" touted by most earlier articles on evaluation did not exist for most research collections in
the humanities, so that specialized bibliographies had to be chosen by
subject specialists and faculty working together. He also found that
different categories and fields require different approaches; a sampling approach was not appropriate for evaluating reference collections, for example, because they really wanted to find out what they
didn't have and develop a campaign to procure the material.
Webb's methodology was based upon a "tiered" approach, as is
Stanford's. After bibliographies were chosen for each field, samplings
were selected (for this purpose Webb argues that statistically correct
or random samples are not necessary) on the following basis: 10 percent of bibliographies containing 100 to 1,000 items, 5 percent from
1,000 to 2,000 items, and I percenr over 2,000 items. The data were
tabulated and reported subfield by subfield, providing meaningful information without telling in detail what was or was not possessed.The
data gave a good indication of strength and weakness and in some
cases shocked the librarians who had very different perceptions of Iibrary holdings in certain areas. At this stage, graduate student assistants did the checking, and the average evaluation took sixty to
seventy-five hours. When areas of weakness were thus identified, or
when title-by-title checks of bibliographies were needed, trained support staff were used to guarantee greater accuracy, and they produced lists of lacunae and desiderata for focused collection building
efforts.
The Colorado evaluations showed that economies of effort are appropriate to research collection evaluation: percentages of acceptable
error are great enough in broad sampling evaluations to allow the use
of graduate student assistance at relatively low cost with a high yield
of useful data. I should mention, however, that both at Colorado and
Stanford it has proved desirable to give graduate assistants some basic
training and orientation in catalog, serial record, and government
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document searching. Corporate entries, as might be expected, are
especially problematic.
The fesults of the Colorado experience were heartening: a solid
basis of information and direction for collection building was laid; a
great deal of useful information about collection strengths and weakiesses was gained at reasonable cost; excellent data were obtained for
budget preJentations to university administrators and the legislature;
and-the-administration was persuaded that something was being done
about the "bottomless piC' of library acquisitions budgets.
Collection Eaalutti.on Program at Stanford
A series of evaluations similar to the Webb model has been carried
out at Stanford during the Iast year and a half and will be continued
during the next few years in order to gain a lairly systematic picture
is, the research and teaching adequacy-of the
of thJ quality-that
collections. Funded by a portion of special endowment revenues, the
evaluations are intended:-(l) to provide us with means for our bibliographers to learn and to know better their own portions of.the multiriittibn volume research collecrions, (2) to establish useful bases for
the revision of Stanford's collection development policy statement, (3)
to 'stanford's
provide data for us to use in attempting to coordinate some aspects
collection development process with the University.of
of
California at Berkeley, (4) to provide lnformation on which to build
recommendations for the
deliberate and shaped plans ind specific
-collections,
and to do so in the
lib.a.y
of
improvement
Sfanfoid's
most rapid, useful, and efficient way, (5) to add support to our book
and, (6) to make possible the most productive and
budget ..qn.ttt,
cost-efficient expenditure of library resources.
The program is tiered in a manner similar to that developed by
Webb at Cdlorado. The need for evaluation is sometimes suggested by
faculty responses to collection development staff interviews in which
faculty are'asked to evaluate the adequacy of the library collection in
their own fields for teaching and res-earch.33At other times, evaluations are undertaken ut pa.t-of a systematic effort to sample collection
effectiveness in large sub;ect fields within the library's collections,
especially where ora[ tradition or complaint suggest problems.
Normally a sampling is first search-ed, with a srarisrically significant
number of titles in eath of a number of subfields. For example, to
evaluate the collections in early modern French history, we searched
165 titles from Robert Mandrou's Introduction d, la France Moderne, divided into categories such as humanism, philosophy, -history of science, religious [fe, art and artists, political and social theory, popular
life, etc. frh.n, by consulting the aiademic program needs and collection development'policy statEment levels, *e have found that holdings
are substanlially lower than programs warrant, we mount more thorough searches and develop bbth current and retrospective acquisitions
campaigns to rectify the inadequacies discovered.
Volume2). Number I , Winter 1979
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In other instances, such as the sciences or "hard" social sciences,
evaluative techniques are specially developed or borrowed from the
literature to provide information about specific problems of collection
availability or quality.
Evaluations have been completed or are underway in over twentytwo different subjects in the humanities and social sciences, and effort
in the sciences is underway. Graduate students who have completed
their comprehensive examinations in the field of study being evaluated are normally used to conduct the evaluations and, as indicated
above, we have found it useful to provide some orientation and training for them. Graduate student bibliographers are currently paid at
the upper levels of the hourly student range depending on training
and experience. To date, Stanford has completed about fifty evaluations at an average cost of about $400 which, to put it in scale, is
about the same as the cost of acquiring and processing a dozen books.
I would agree with Webb that the benefits have far outweighed the
costs. Each graduate student is supervised by a Iibrary subject specialist in the area being evaluated. The subject specialist, the department faculty, and, in many cases, the graduate student, join in evaluating and selecting bibliographies for searching, keeping in mind the
goals and scope of the academic program, the mission of the library
collection, and the collection development policy statement parameters. The choice of bibliographies or other tools used for evaluation is
a crucial one.
Four basic survey techniques for evaluation have thus far been
used, each having a rather different goal:
l. A check of a sampling chosen from one or more accepted important subject bibliographies.
2. A check of one or more monographic or journal article bibliographies of works on the cutting edge of research in a discipline
or subject.
3. A careful search of all titles in a significant subject bibliography
in areas where weakness was revealed by methods one or two
above.
4. For initial surveys in the social sciences,checks of basic lists of
most-used and valuable titles to determine collection adequacy
for graduate instruction and the availability of basic materials.
Methods one, two, or three often also involve checking holdings at
Berkeley to provide comparable data and to take advantage of the
Berkeley-Stanford Research Library Program cooperation. If Berkeley
has an item we may well decide not to purchase it; if it is an expensive
item, a journal, or a series, the two libraries may agree on a single
location or share the purchase.
Each evaluation must result in a formal report submitted through
the supervising subject specialist to the assistant director for collection
development. The report is normally divided into two sections. The
first consists of evaluative information and a description of the evalua-
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should be stronger than the findings indicate that they are). Often a
Iist of desiderata-,ranked in importanceis included, but this is usually an
appendix rather than the substance of the plan for .improvement.
Normally the subject specialist, and perhaps faculty, will be involved

held.
As a result of its collection evaluation program, Stanford shares in
the benefits suggested at the beginning of this paper. We have certainly found the effort worthwhile.
An ongoing, consistent, and well-thought-out c,ampaignof collection
evaluatio-n .a-tt be carried out over a number of years as need, time,
and resources dictate and can assist a library to obtain and maintain
the excellent and responsive collection that is its goal. A sound collecVoLume23, Number I, Winter 1979

.29

tion evaluation program interacrs with the collection development policy, with the allocation of funds in support of collection development,
and with the pruning of collecrions in forming the principal and most
useful constituents of any library's collection development program.
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SelectionMethodology
In Acqdemic Librqries*
Hrxorur EDELMAN
Li.brarian
Rutgers, The State Uniaersity
New Bruruwick,NewJersq
An altempt is made to describe the elements of a selection decision mod,el.
Definitioru are prouided and an outline for a classifcatian of library materiak fu source of origin is d,eueloped.There are destiptions of shmt- and
long-term goak for collection deuelopmmt as uell as an outline of macro- and
microsek ction d,ecision making,

yN THIS PAPER I will attempt to identify and describe the different
Iconcepts and activities that make up what is usually called book
selection. Definition of terminology is the basis for any scholarly and
scientific discipline, and I would tike to propose a model designed to
help us understand the concepts and activities involved in selection,
i.e., a model that would help us to understand the decision-making
processes in book selection. I further propose that such a model is
worthy of more than just casual consideration. There have been serious and successful efforts over the past fifty year$ to deal with book
selection in public libraries. In sharp contrast, the literature on book
selection in academic libraries is on the whole uninteresting. The
Western Europeans have produced some thoughtful studies, but in
America very little scholarly work has been published on the subject
of book selection. This is ironic since the United States is the country
where collections have been built, have developed, or have grown on
an unprecedented scale and in an unprecedented way. It is only recently that systematic studies have begun to appear, but it would seem
that James Wellard's conclusion in 1937 that there is no theory of
book selection still holds.l
Let us first try to set in logical order a number of basic terms that
are sometimes used interchangeably: collection development, selection,
*Edited version of a paper presented at the Preconference Institute on Collection Development sponsored by Collection Development Committee, Resources Section, RTSD,
Detroit,June 1977.
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and acquisition. I suggest that there is a distinguishable hierarchy
among these terms.
The first level is collection development, which, although it can be
interpreted as a passive term when it describes collection growth,
should in fact be seen in the active Sense. It is, in the words of Keyes
Metcalf, "the most important single task for which a librarian is responsible."2 Collection development is a planning function. A collection development plan or policy describes the short- and long-term
goals of the library as far as the collections are concerned, taking
them into account and correlating them with the environmental aspects such as audience demand, need, and expectation, the information world, fiscal plans, and the history of the collections. From the
collection development plan flows the budget allocation in broad
terms.
The second level is selection, which is a direct function of collection
development. It is the decision-making process concerned with implementing the goals stated earlier. Criteria and methodology for the
identification and selection of library materials should be seen separately from the collection development plan.
The third level of this hierarchy is acquisition. The acquisition
process implements in turn the selection decisions. It is the process
that actually gets the material into the library. Although I fully recognize that in practice these three levels interact and often even overlap
it is important for our discussion that we keep them, at least conceptually, separate.
In other papers from this meeting the basic considerations leading
to a collection development plan have'been spelled out and discussed.
In order to arrive at a better understanding of the selection criteria
and dilemmas, it is necessary to go into much further detail than the
collection development policy guidelines indicate. Actually, decision
making is the final step in the selection process. First we must describe
and categorize the universe from which selections are to be made.
Let us start with a brief description of what may be called an outline
of a classification of library materials by source. This outline may
serve to describe existing collections as well. Eliminating, for the time
being, materials needed strictly for curriculum and teaching support,
as well as special collections in one form or another, I would like to
suggest that the general reference and research collections in all
academic libraries include the following components:
l. The primary data published by governmental, intergovernmental, official, and semiofficial agencies throughout the world.
2. The major cultural, social, and political expressions of world
societies of various historical periods.
3. The published outputs of the major academic, scholarly, professional, and research groupings in the world.
4. The secondary sources, critical or descriptive in nature, reflecting scholarly as well as popular evaluation over various time periods.
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5. A range- of introduclo-ry materials providing an encyclopedic
view of the universe of knowledge.

6 . A comprehensive collection of the bibliographic and orher reference sources needed to provide access to available materials here
and in other collections.
There are obvious refinements possible in this scheme, but we can
apply it in its present form to almost any section of the collection, and
il.rhg-process of doing so we can categorize and break up the published literature in order to give smaller frameworks for deiision making. If we correlate these source categories to subject fields and/or geographic and linguistic areas as well as historical
periods. we see a
historicil periods,
substantial difference in the mix of each literature-. For instance. in
classical literature we have an identifiable number of authors whose
work, in whatever edition (textual, critical, or translation) should be
considered for the library collections. we can leave manuscripts, unpublished or published in facsimile, out of consideration for ihe mo-

ondary. sources are not extensive if we apply language restrictions, but
we notice substantial literature in categoiy five,-thJintroductory
and
encyclopedic range, from which actual- choices will have to be made.
Reference and bibliographical tools are well defined and represent a
necessarily expensive pait of the literature package. The ideritificarion
p-rocessas described here is actually a negative selection process. By
eliminating types and blocks of material we narrow down bur choices
substantially.
I hope that I also have demonstrated here that a universal or even
consolidated selection practice statement is out of the question. Each
field, or type of literature, has its own character, and the mix of
media will be determined by audience needs, which in rurn differ lo.
cally from field to field. Moreover, rhe selection will be made by different people or even groups of people. This lack of compatibility in
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are likely to be requested. This utilitarian selection takes place mainly
on the lower level of the earlier defined scale but it is geared to specific needs of a specific audience. These demands fluctuate with the
coming and going of individuals as well as topics of current interest. I
do noi have to elaborate here on the fact that the heaviest traffic in
any collection is on a very small number of titles. This bread-andbutter aspect of the collection, which I prefer to call the "supermarket" collection. needs careful attention from a selection as well as a

know what they can and can't expect. In this case, it is useful to remember that the demand most often is created by the supply or the
availability. Policy priorities as well as collection history will determine
the mix of current and older publications. This may be a good place
to mention the old but still current dilemma between selectivity and
comprehensiveness. The Europeans often claim to select only th-e
"good" books in a discipline. In America we have learned to differentiate. We know that so called "ephemera," or gray literature, can
be the primary source of information in a number of disciplines,
especially in non-Western studies. There are, or at least there should
be, substantial differences between different types of libraries as well
as different collections within each library. The well-developed collection development plan will have determined these differences and assigned relative priorities to them. For instance, a library may want to
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be comprehensive in American poerry' but may be able to achieve the
goal only if extra funds are avail-able.
I now would like to consider the identificarion process. In academic
libraries, identification is a function of the selection process. As a matter of fact, identification is the most importanr factoi in selection decisions in academic libraries. Sometimes identificar.ion is all that is

quired in that fashion, and if we recognize thar much of the quality of
the nation's best libraries has been developed by en-bloc purihases of
scholars' private collections, then it is at least understandable that a

times in selection discussions at home or at ALA I am reminded of
one of Parkinson's laws. Professor Parkinson expounds on his Law of
Triviality, which is briefly stared as "the time spent on any item of the
agenda will be in inverse proportion ro the sum involved.t'This seems

the short and quick review in the library and book industry trade
press. Blanket orders fall into this category as well. In the second
stage we recognize audience requests and evaluate reviews in the subject joulnals, which can often come as late as two or three years after
publication. The second stage serves as a quality check on the first
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here.
I hope that I have not given the impression that the selection process can be reduced to such small deciiion-making frameworks that it
is possible to program them for automatic decision making. The selectoi, however,-should be aware as well as familiar with the many fixed
items and variables in the subject world. The model should be constructed and actual selection decisions as well as use Patterns should
be tested against it at regular intervals. The selector, the director of
libraries, aJ well as the audience should have the benefit of these

strengths in collections, at least as perceived by generations of users'
have-been the result of the composite of such macro- and microdecisions. Much more work is needed in this area, especially for
each of the subject fields.
References
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The Necessityfor o Collection
DevelopmentPolicy Stotement*

Librarian,

Y. T. FENG
W ellesley College Library
W elle sley, M assachus etts

The heart of the library lies in its collections, and collections haue to be built
contbwously. Budgetary constrainilsperforce stressthe needfor better defined
collection deuelopm.entpolicy, although the ultimnte goal should be an zmprouement of library seruice rather than any reduction of library cost. A w"itten collection deaelopmentpolicy facil;intes a consistentand balanced growth
of library resources,and a dynamic poliry is one that euoluesas the institution
grous. Such a policy is based on the understanding of the needs of the com'
munity it seraesand seehsto dzf.ne and delimit the goals and objectiuesof the
institution. A collection deuelopment stalernent is not a substitute for book
selection; it charts theforest but does not plnnt the trees.It should.be used as a
guidepost, not a crutch. Book selection requiresjudgment and the courage to
choose.A sound,collection druelopment poliq, on the other hand, proui.d,esthe
necessaryrationale without uhich a collection ma) grou amoebalike,fo means
of pseudopodia.

667TIHE

LIBRARY

is the heart

of education,"

we are told.

When

I the Widener Memorial Library was first built in the midst of
Harvard Yard, there were some professorial grumblings about its
"ungainly size" which prompted the famous and beloved (at least by
librarians) retort from George Kittredge: "You could destroy all the
other Harvard buildings and, with Widener left standing, still have a
university." But I am sure even the architect of that building would
not mistake Professor Kittredge's remark for an aesthetic appreciation
of his edifice. True, buildings are important, just as clothes are important. "The basic elements of any library are books, people, and buildings," and, to quote Lawrence S. Thompson, "in precisely that order
of importance." In other words, the heart of the library lies in its collections.
The foundations of the Bostorr Public Library were not made of
*Edited version of
a paper presented at the Preconference Institute on Collection Development, sponsored by the Collection Development Committee, Resources Section,
RTSD, Detroit, June 1977.
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bricks and mortar but rather the private colleccions of books and
documents from Edward Everett, George Ticknor, Theodore Parker,

or the user.

blessing in disguise in that it forces us to think. Here, at the very outset, I slould like to say that I don't believe we should formulate collection development policy to save mohey. [n fact, I don't believe the
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prime purpose of the library is to save money. Consortia, networks,
resource sharing all are important, but the purpose of librarianship is
to provide better library service, not to reduce library expenditure. If
library A chooses not to subscribe to certain journals or purchase
other books because it can rely on the holdings in library B, it can
claim to have improved its service only when it thereby can use the
money "saved" to subscribe to other journals or purchase other books
which otherwise would not be available to its users. Resource sharing
must be progressive, not regressive. Library consortia as well as
technological innovation may very well cost money instead of saving
money, but the governing criterion lies in the services increased and
improved, not in the dollar figure decreased. If saving money be the
primary goal, there is no surer way than simply to close down the
library.
Returning to the rationale for a collection development policy, one
may ask whv it should be desirable to have a written statement. First
of all, the very process of writing one affords the opportunity for
self-examination and reflection, two essential ingredients for growth
and renewal. All work, however creative or interesting at the beginning, can easily settle down to a routine that sometimes breeds boredom and blurs, if not kills, vision. Times change, people change, our
needs change, and our resources change. What's best for the past may
not always be best for the present, not to mention the future. Collection development policy, once defined, must serve at once as a base
for current operation and as a springboard for future growth.
The second reason, which is the raison d'btre for any collection development policy, is that such a statement assures a consistent and
balanced growth of library resources. Book selectors, be they faculty
members or librarians, specialists or generalists, are, like the rest of
us, susceptible to personal preoccupations and not immune from the
temptations of the popular and the trendy. Sound development of a
collection must pay due attention to long-term needs as well as immediate demands, from the smallest popular library to the largest resear:ch institution. The difference lies mainly in the kinds of materials
collected and in the degree of intensity in collecting. In referring to
"the temptations of the popular and the trendy," I am concerned not
merely with best-sellers and gadgetry. The "temptations" can be
scholarly and serious but nonetheless inappropriate in terms of the
goals and objectives of the specific institution. And consistency also
means a continuous commitment to a set of policies regardless of the
personal interests and specialties of those who select the books. Professors and librarians come and go, but the books in the libraries stay.
A library collection is not merely an assembly of books, not even an
assembly of good books; they have to relate to each other. There has
to be a rationale for the presence of these, but not others. And that
rationale is provided in the collection development policy statement.
And that statement also seeks to insure the desired balance between
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the subject matters covered. This, of course, does not mean equal
depth of coverage, nor equal allocation of book funds; it does mean a
considered definition of emphasis from the perspective of the whole.
Furthermore, a clearly stated policy serves to remind and alert the
book selectors of the legitimate needs of the inarticulate as well as the
articulate members of the community, and this is equally important in
an academic library and public library.
Two supplementary, and perhaps practical, reasons for the formal
establishment of collection development policy are:
l. To provide a guarantee against undue special interest pressure.
This is perhaps particularly, but by no means exclusively, true in
public libraries. A well-defined policy statement should serve to
resist undue pressure to include irrelevant materials as well as to
exclu.deunpopular or controversial materials. How many of us
can recall with relief the occasions on which we could graciously
refuse a gift or request for material of limited value on the
grounds that the subject matter, or the format, or the language
fell outside of the library's established collection development
policy? And how often-we-.have pointed with-pride and conviction to our credo that the library "must provide free access to all
points of view on public questions."
2. To serve as a vehicle to facilitate interlibrary cooperation and resource sharing. Union lists provide the means by which libraries
share what they already own. Coordinated collection development policies provide the means by which the libraries can share
their future resources. And in order that such cooperation can
be operable, terminologies need to be standardized, and criteria
need to be comparable. Hence the RTSD "Guidelines".
However, the standardization of guidelines does not mean uniformity of goals and objectives. Each library serves a unique community, be it a township, metropolitan city, high school, multiuniversity,
or the United Nations. The library must therefore firsc of all know its
community and assess the needs of all segments of the community,
not merely the conspicuous and the vocal. For the objectives and goals
of the library must be to serve the whole community. Merely meeting
the demands of the known and the articulate cannot assure the development of a collection that will serve the immediate present and
the long-term future. Perhaps I should add here a word of caution.
In setting goals and objectives, it behooves us to be realistic-realistic
in seeking the attainable, realistic in accepting what's needed, not
what's attractive, and realistic in defining one's own role, not somebody else's.
No man is an island, and no library is totally self-sufficient. But
there are degrees of self-sufficiency, and libraries are fundamenrally
different from one another. As a result, each library needs to assessits
own resources. Collection development requires not only maintaining
a balanced growth but also building on strength. A strong collection
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needs to grow to retain its eminence. This is no vainglorious
dulgence. Scholarship is better served by one great collection than
or_three incomplete ones. And in our days oflibrary cooperation,
only logical that we take into consideration the resources of other

intwo
it is
ac-

most all library tools, the usefulness of such an instrument, especially
if it is a detailed one, will be greatly enhanced if an index is provided.
And now, some thoughts on what a collection development policy
statement is not or should not be..First, a collection development
statement is not a substitute for book selection. At best, it defines a
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And sometimes it may be more appropriate to give up or transfer
some responsibilities to other institutions which are better equipped to
assume them. One must not be afraid to admit past errors or to
change directions when good judgment so indicates; nor should one
be trapped in one's own past virtues. We need constantly to use our
judgment and exercise our right-indeed,
think, and someduty-to
times having a piece of paper in front of us may make us forget that
duty.
To confuse what's good for one library with what's good for
another is to be intellectually lazy or socially irresponsible. Many factors come into play. What's adequate for one first-rate library may not
be adequate for another. For years I watched with considerable concern some undergraduate libraries dutifully acquiring titles listed in
t}re Lamont Library Catalog, thinking perhaps that if they had everything Lamont had, they too would serve their students well. But
Lamont has Widener next door, not to mention Houghton and the
dozens of other library facilities in the Harvard University system.
Often what's unwanted by one library may well be treasured by
another. A collection of third-rate novels adds little to the quality of a
suburban public library, but the same collection may fit in well in a
special collection which makes a large research library great.
And speaking of large libraries, perhaps we should remind ourselves once more that size is not synonymous with excellence, maybe
not even eminence. Quantity does not uirr.r quality, although neitirer
does it preclude it. The nineteenth-century pipe dream of acquiring
every worthwhile book has long evaporated in the puff of twentiethcentury information explosion. True, very large collections of books
are necessary to scholars, whether the books are used frequently or
not, and indeed many will not be used frequently. And libraries, at
least some libraries, are repositories as well as circulating entities and
as such need to be both diverse and deep. But just as no newspaper
can really print "all the news that's fit to print,'i neither can any library collect all the books that seem desirable to collect. Indeed, to
seek and even to acquire everything is not to have the best. Harvard
University Library prizes the preeminence of its collections by their
excellence, not their size. Its book collection is always selective. And a
well-coordinated smaller collection is indeed much more useful than a
topsy-turvy mass of unguided growth. Acquisition requires skill, and
book selection requires judgment. Collection development policy
statement is a guidepost, not a crutch. A good collection development
policy statement does not guarantee a good library collection, but it
helps. To decide what to select and what not to select requires the
courage to choose-to choose what to have, and what not to have,
however tempting. And a sound collection development policy provides both a rationale and a reminder, lest vanity or timidity should
lead us astray.
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Allocotionof Fundsin Supportof
Collection Development
*
in Public Librqries
ANN BENDER
Branch Libraria,n
Walt Whitrnan Branch
Brooklyn Public Library

A discussion of allocation of funds in support of collection d.nelopment in
public libraries basedprimarily on interuiews held with administraliae fficers
of the Broohlyn Public Library and Tompkins County (Neu York) Publir Library i's presenled. The author concludes that no materiak budget, houeuer
strong, can be used elfectiuely without qtnlitl seraice at the leuel where the
ind.iuidual librarian brings material and panon tugether.

PAPER is concerned with the allocation of available funds,
nrHtS
I rather than collection development, in public libraries serving
populations of over 50,000. Libraries serving less than 50,000 are
excluded because their budgets are generally too small to include allocations for collection development and they must concentrate on the
minimum amount of books and materials necessary to stock the library.
Public library collections are divided into adult and juvenile materials, with juvenile materials defined as those for children to age thirteen or fourteen. Present public library standards suggest an allocation of two-thirds of the materials budget for adult and one-third for
juvenile.l
In some cases a further distinction is made for "young teen" or
"young adult" materials, with the standards recommending that "at
least 5 percent of the annual additions should be materials of specific
interest to young adults."2 When staffing is available, young adult materials may be housed separately, with an identifying symbol, and serviced by a "young adult" librarian. When staffing is less adequate, this
*Edited version of a paper presented at the Preconference Institute on Collection Development, sponsored by the Collection Development Committee, Resources Section,
RTSD, Detroit, June 1977.
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category may be subsumed under either the adult or juvenile collectron.
Some libraries budget separately for reference books and materials.

The number and location of branches are based on policy decisions.
Brooklyn's policy is to have a branch no farther than a half mile from
any point so that everyone can theoretically reach a branch on foot.
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with various publishers or on-approval plans from others, blanket ordering is less common than in a university or college setting. Some libraries prefer to order multiple copies through rental plans like the
McNaughton Plan or in paperback to avoid filling shelves permanently with multiple copies of best-sellers or other ephemera.
An important aspect of collection development in public libraries is
the selection agent. By and large the selectors in public libraries are
generalists. Very little selection is done by subject specialists except in
subject divisions of very large or central libraries. Selection is usually
divided between adult and children's librarians, but some public libraries have found it beneficial to broaden the concept of generalist to
include service to all ages.
The book selection process may vary from highly centralized to
greatly dispersed. Sometimes the center of power remains with the
specialists in adult or children's services in central libraries or larger
Iibraries that service other smaller libraries. In some systems, branches
can only select books after they have been selected for the central
library.
At Brooklyn, all professional staff share in book selection as a matter of policy. In the golden era of the late 1960s, each book for adults
or young adults was reviewed in writing and sometimes orally as well
at a central meeting for book selection chaired by the adult services
coordinator. The meeting was also attended by the assistant coordinator for young adult services and the Materials Selection Committee, which reviewed the ordering, suggested items for heavier ordering, and called attention to significant titles.
Lists were sent to the branches prior to those meetings to be initialed for preferences by the branch heads and the entire professional
staff. Each librarian attended the central meetings in turn. The person whose turn it was to attend the meeting each week had complete
responsibility for the titles chosen for his agency that week and repoited back to the branch at a book meeting held at the branch level
after the weekly central meeting. Later the central book meetings
were dispensed with as the library started ordering through Brodart
and Bookazine Companies in an attempt to get more books on the
shelves faster. Central book order days were still scheduled but without a meeting for oral reviews. Librarians came individually to order
the miscellaneous books received on Greenaway Plan or on approval
and individual new editions, paperbacks, pamphlets, etc. For the most
part these titles lacked written reviews and were ordered on the basis
of information on the jackets, knowledge of the author, or inspection
of the books.
Under Brodart and Bookazine each branch ordered adult and
young adult books in the manner determined by its head. In some
agencies all librarians were expected to read reviews and submit
suggestions to the branch librarian. In other instances book order lists
were divided up among the professional staff. Each librarian searched
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reviews in his section, then all came together at a book order meeting
or meetings to discuss the monthly order. The first assistant to the
branch librarian often had the final authority to coordinate what was
suggested for purchase at the meetings with the budget allotments.
In Brooklyn, children's books still receiye individual reviews. In
addition the Book Evaluation Committee composed of the most experienced and or capable children's librarians go over the reviews and
suggest another review where advisable. The assistant children's coordinator and the children's coordinator also see the reviews.a
In the Tompkins County Public Library, the assistant director is responsible for the book collection, with input from general staff meetings, regular professional meetings, and regular reference meetings as
to what is needed particularly in regard to big sets. All librarians share
the reviewing media and are expected to initial choices in their area of
competence.5
Probably the most heavily used book reviewing sources in public libraries are Library Journal and School Library Jutm,al, Publishers' Weeklg,
Neu Yorh Times Book Reuiew, ALA Boohlifi, and Kirhus.6 The selection
aids for periodicals, audiovisual materials, and other forms have been
discussed in Katz and Ford.7
The reviewing sources used in public libraries are, as a whole, less
scholarly and less specialized than those available to selectors in
academic libraries. In addition, it is essential for public librarians to
read the newspapers. Often ads, notes of forthcoming author appearances on television, or notices of books or plays to be made into
movies provide practical aids for selection of material for popular appeal. Librarians may feel obliged to supply materials in splte of poor
critical reviews because of large anticipated demand.s While connoisseurs of books and culture may be against this in principle, it is
difficult for anyone who works in a public library to be against it in
practice.
Some public libraries have written selection policies as advocated by
the American Library Association.e Many libraries do not. Some libraries have policies that are inadequate or tacitly ignored. Some librarians, e.g., Eric Moon, are skeptical as to how one applies a written
policy in practice.lo
The selection policy issued by the Brooklyn Public Library in 1969,
discussed widely in library literature, encompassed adult and juvenile
selection, took into consideration newly vocal inner city residents, and
included all types of materials, not juit books.rr But as I recall being
on the spot, we librarians were not so much influenced by what was
written down as by the whole ethos of our communities and the professional milieu in which we worked. Community concerns, sometimes
with political implications, formed our mandate. Book selection
policies may be, however, a definite asset, even a crucial necessity, in
preventing or ameliorating attempts at censorship by some group
within the community. If the policies provide a procedure for the re.48o
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view of materials, they can provide a safeguard against the zealots of
whatever persuasion *no miy wish to remove certain materials from

information networks.
In any case rhe preparation of a collection development policy involves more than tire mere writing down of general principles. It involves:
1. Knowing the community and its needs, actual and projected'
2. Careful"analysis of the existing collection and determining its
strengths and weaknesses'
3. Establishing a weeding PolicY.
4. An estimaie of possi"bie or likely fluctuations in the materials
budget.
b. Coniidering the rates of inflation in books and materials pnces.
6. Considerin[ which items may be deemed-part of a core collection,
which -rrrf b. replaced continually, and-how much to set aside
for new materials.
7. Considering what and how much to purchase--in nonprint forms
and whar tf,e relationship of such maierials will be to the existing
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in their consideration for the Central Library is the information provided by the chief of the Central Library as ro how active rhe divisions
have been over the past few years as compared to the funds they have
received. If one division has received less. it mav receive more. or vice
versa. Records of figures are kept for six or seven years.
For branch allocations various factors enter into consideration:
l. Circulation.
2. The knowledge of the adult and children's coordinators about
the branches based on their visits to the branches.
3. The views of the branch librarian.
4. Noticeable changes in the size and composition of a community.
5. The physical state of the collections. A statistical expert may be
consulted for advice on the amount of inventory loss at each
agency.
6. Special activities, past and forthcoming.
In the Brooklyn Public Library there is a guideline that 70 percent
of the materials budget should go for replacements (including retrospective purchasing) and 30 percent for new titles, but the degree to
which this guideline is adhered to in all branches is not known.
Audiovisual materials were to have l0 percent of the matbrials
budget, but losses have been so great that the figure has been cut to 5
percent. Funds for expenses like binding, plasticleers for periodicals,
pamphlets, micromaterials, standing orders, on approvals are taken
off the top of the funds before allocations are made to the branches
and the central library. The administration has smaller funds for unanticipated needs. Special programs, e.g., Spanish, Reading Improvement, Homebound, Senior Citizens Office, Job Information Center,
Learn Your Way, etc., get small sums for materials.
In Tompkins County for January-December 1977, books were allocated $35,943, audiovisual materials 96,600, periodicals $4,050, and
pamphlets $814. The library conducted two extensive surveys of library use that seemed to indicate that "people do not read what librarians think they read."ra The circulation of audiovisual items was
particularly heavy.
So we see that the ALA Minimum Standards may be used as a
guideline for collection developmenr in public libraries, but there may
be deviations. lt is difficult to formulate a model of allocation of funds
for collection development because of the variety of considerations,
sometimes political, which are involved. Because of the differences in
practices in public libraries, predictability is not possible. In the last
analysis it is the flexibility and commitmenr that librarians have that is
crucial. For they have the most impact on the use to which materials
will be put. No materials budget, however strong, can be used effectively without quality service at rhe level where the individual librarian
brings material and patron together.
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Collection Development:
A Summoryof WorkshopDiscussions
NonueN DunLey
A ssistant U niv ersity Librarian
for Collection Deaelopment
U niu ersity of Calfornia
Los Angeles, Califumia,
1 T THE PRECONFERENCE Institute on Collection Development
flin
June 1977, five workshop sessions were held on various aspects
of collection de-velopment. Highlights of those workshops are reported
here. Copies of the "Guidelines for 9he Formulation of Collection Development Policies"l and drafts of more specialized guidelines relating
to the selection process, allocation, evaluation, and weeding were considered and formed the basis of much discussion in the workshops, as
noted below.
, The workshop on collection development policy statements noted
that:
l. A collection development policy statement must take into account the realities of who controls the budget when it isn't the
library- Specifically, "How do you deal with-faculty groups that
control their own funds?"
2. Quantitative standards for levels of coverage need further study
in view of the difficulties and possible pitfalls of such standards.
3. The specification-of subjects presented in the "Guidelines" was
subject to considerable criticism on the basis of unevenness. In
addition to the breakdown by LC classification, there is need for
a good set of descriptions.
4. The objectives of the parenr institution should be included as
part of the policy sratemenr.
5. Irrterdisciplinary areas present special and difficult problems of
description by LC class, as do area studies.
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8. The public librarians' group thought that the policy guidelines
could be adapted to public libraries. They also mentioned the
need for flexibility, specificallyto be able to respond to special
opportunities as they arrse.

9 . Developing a collection development statement takes more time
than you think it will take, no matter how much time you think
it will take. By far the most effecrive way to go about it is to
have a part-time or full-time person who has full responsibility
for at least the gathering and organization of the basic data.
1 0 .The problems of curatorship by departments of special collections, as they affect and conflict with subject responsibilities,
should be clearly delineated, if possible.
The guidelines seem to be more focused on monographs than
serials and are slanted toward the humanities and social sciences.
The workshop that discussed the draft "Guide to Selection Tools"
concluded that:
l. The development of lists of reviewing journals in specific subject
fields and of a guide to selection tools for foreign materials
should be encouraged.
2. Both Appendix l, the checklist for describing and evaluating
selection tools, and Appendix 2, suggested elements for inclusion
in a review, are good, and Appendix 2 should be sent to as many
editors of reviewing tools as possible.
The workshop on the allocation of library materials budgets generated these comments:
l. The guidelines on the allocation of library materials budgets
seemed to be pushing the formula approach unduly. (Not all
agreed with this assessment.)
2 . There was general approval of the openness and organization of
the guidelines.
3 . It is important not to confuse formulas for internal allocations in
libraries with formulas for total dollar allocation to libraries, e.g.,
the Clapp-Jordan and Voigt formulas, and the latter should be
removed from this set of guidelines.
4 . A concern was expressed th4t a formula can be used adversely
by one who fared worse in the formula than his/her present
budget reflects.
5 . There is a danger of overallocating, i.e., of allocating to too
many very small, specialized departments or units, with a resulting loss of flexibility.
6. There is need to allocate in a way that reflects actual selection
and selecting patterns.
7. There was a sentiment for a strong statement naming collection
developing officers as those responsible for collection development. This was largely for smaller libraries, to establish their
credentials with faculty.

F
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lng:
l. There is a need for overall evaluations or irnpressions of collections by users,-in addition to the detailed statements on separare
pafts of the collection
2. Guidelines should give more help as to what should be evaruated
and how a field should be defined.
3. criteria for estab[ishing adequacy of an evaluarion should be ser
befo19 starting. Is a holding of b0 percenr of irems on a list to be
considered "good"?
4. A great need was expressed for sample lists on specific subjects,
for.evaluative purpos-es, wich a clear itatemenr of iheir scopJ and
quality.
The workshop on the role of weeding of library materiars for srorage or discard noted that:
l. Weeding for discard is a very emotional subject, and the term
weeding should not be used in the guidelines, especially when rererrtng to storage.
2. The-guidelines have a generally negative tone, with an excessive
emphasis on discarding. Rewriting for clarification as well as for
a change of tone was suggested.
References
I. "Guidelines for the Formularion of collection Development
sourcesU Technical Seruices 2l:4047
(Winter lgTZ).
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Specificityin SubiectHeqdings
Hrroe t

"r;rh"r"O

Madi,son, Wisconsin
In addition to d,Lscrete
terminologyfor morespecfficheadings,Library of Congress a,chieue.s
specificityby meansof adjectiual and phrase modif.ers, compound headings,dates, and subdiuisions.Examplzsand problernsof subject
hcading specificityare presentedand discussed.
ATROM CUTTER to the present time, writers on subject heading
-a'theory have recommended that subject headings be as specific for a
given work as the material in the work. Reversely stated, the specificity
of the subject covered by the work should be matched by the specificity of the subject heading to cover it. Generally speaking, this concept is accepted and is questioned only occasionally by someone who
objects to the dispersal of subject material in subject headings to the
point where subject headings are represented by few items for a particular subject heading. This paper presupposes the desirability of
specific headings, even when it results in headings having only one or
two titles entered under them. Subject heading usage has developed
so that headings are not only specific but also direct in form; that is, a
work on the Canada goose is entered under the heading Canada
goose, not under Zoology-Ornithology-Birds-Water-birdsGeese-Canada goose.
This study is an examination of the methods by which specificity is
achieved in Library of Congress subject headings, examples of the application of these methods in particular headings, and a brief discussion of problems of consistency and level of specificity. The study was
based on the eighth edition of Library of Congress Subject Headings
(LCSH). A sample used for the study consisted of the boldface headings on pages ending with the cipher 4, thus covering approximately
one-tenth of the headings in LCSH, but the study was not limited to
the sample. To determine how the headings are applied, the 1965-69
cumulation of Library of CongressCatalog: Books; Subjects (LCCBS) was
consulted.
The most obvious way to achieve specificity is to use terminology
Manuscript received January 1978; accepted for publication April 1978.
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appropriate to the various levels, of which the example of Canada
gq)se being five steps more specific than Zoology is pointed out in a
previous paragraph. Four other examples of series of headings in
order of specificity are:
Recreationl Amusements; PIay; Games; Cards; Poker
Translrcrtation;
Vehicles; Automobiles; Ford automobile
Language and languages; Speech; Phonetics; Consonants
Agriculture; Dairying; Dairy products; Cheese; Swiss cheese.
Sometimes the degree of specificity is not apparent from the termi_nology. One might assume that the heading Buildings is more specific than Architecture, but the reverse is true. According to an LC
scope note, Buildings is used for general works on structures while
Architecture is used for works on style and design and Building for
works on construction.
Many subject headings are formulated as modified forms of other
headings. The English language lacks enough unique terminology for
every subject treated in books, so much use is made of modified terminology. In the foregoing examples such modified headings as
Water-birds, Ford automobile, and Dairy products appear. The
modifiers may be adjectives or nouns used as adjectives, and the form
may be direct or inverted. Two-word headings are very common. In
the sample from LCS.Ff there are 1,742 two-word direct headings and
189 two-word inverted headings, the direct headings outnumbering
the inverted headings approximately 9 to l. Some of the headings are
repetitious in that the first word is repeated in a variety of headings.
For example, there are thirteen direct two-word headings beginning
with animal on the page chosen for the sample; there pre eighteen
more such headings on adjoining pages not counted in the sample.
Other direct two-word headings of which a number of cases occui include the first words Business, Educational, Mine, and Social.
Many two-word direct headings begin with a national, linguistic, or
ethnic modifier, such as Flemish drama, Hungarian fiction, Indic lit9f1tur9, Japanese poetry, Latvian language, Malayan languages,
Nabaloi dialect, Persian philology, Polish newspapers, and RusJian
periodicals. Of the above forms drarna, f,ction, and poetry are more
specific th.an literature, and, all are modified by a proper adjective. In
the sample there are 124 modifications of langtage, 23 of langtnges, 34
of literature, and 22 of poetry.
Grammatically some of the two-word direct headings are nouns
modified by adjectives, but they are not instances of headings modified to make them more specific. Distinction must be made between
true modifiers and modifiers that are part of usage. Examples of the
latter are Alimentary canal, Black death, Dust devils, Fancy work,
Specific gravity, and Worthier title, all terms that have becorne established usage in particular fields.
When nouns are used in two-word direct headings, the meaning of
the heading can be translated in various ways. Bookbinding machin-
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headings-are: Buddhist sermonsl Chinese; Emperor worship, Roman; Folk literature, Arabic; Processional cr,osses, Coptic; and Talking books, Swedish.

In the sample from LCSFI there are sixteen four-word

direct mod-

wqapgn: systems and Multiple independently
targetable reentry
vehicles).
In addition to noun and adjective modifiers, a noun may be modified by a prepositional phrase. There are 441 insrances of such head-

forty-nine headings the in prepositional phrase specifies the ap.In
plication of a process or a matCrial in a pariicular fi-eld, e.g., Ec[o
sounding in fishing, Explosives in forestry, and Radio in fire prevention. Other prepositional phrases with in include Amines in-the
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In a few headings the in prepositional phrase does not seem to
make the first word more specifit but rather the reverse in that the
first word is the more specific term. In Duplicates in libraries the
prepositional phrase doei not make Duplicales more specific^by^dis[rom other duplicates but rather names a specific facet
tinguishing-practice.
it from
"practice.
Damp
placed on Damp
plac
be placed
could be
could
interPretation could
interPretation
tice. A similar
similar interPretation
similar
Iibrary
of library

ness in buitdings. Herding behavior in animals does not distinguish
it from herding"behavior i-n other creatures, but
Habits and behavior
heading than-Animals,
analysij in education the prepositional phrase is
ing ihe context. In the tre-aaihg Dedications (in
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of. In Interaction
useful for establishbooks) the preposi-
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lines, syllabi, etc. The person interested in words may consult the
subdivisions Concordances; Dictionaries; and Glossaries, vocabularies, etc. These are only a sample, and not all are used under
any heading.
Entering a work under a heading with a form subdivision not only
sets it apart for the user who wanrs it but also for the user who
doesn't want it; one can ignore forms in which one is not interested. A
few subdivisions are included as form subdivisions although they are
discussions of the subject because ir is assumed they may hive particular appeal for certain users. They include Early works to 1800,
Juvenile literature, and Popular works.
Topical subdivisions in LC's list of most commonly used subdivisions
number 431. The variety of the subdivisions can hardly be imagined,
and they cover the span of human thought and activity. Some can be
categorized as events followed by the year in which they occurred
(Avalanche, Ilood, Storm); structures (Churches; Hotels, motels, etc.l
I{alls); public facilities (Bathing beaches, Hospitals, Schools); and
procedures (Abstracting and indexing, Cooling, Street-cleaning). But
m-any resist categorization and include such diverse subject aspects as
Biblical teachingr Diseases and pests, Seal, and Valuation.
Many of the topical subdivisions are peculiar to a particular field of
study or category of main heading. LC furnishes two lists for subdivision under place-names, one of 179 subdivisions to be used under
names of regions, countries, states, etc., and the other, 217 subdivisions, under names of cities. Each list includes both form and topical
subdivisions and subdivisions that are further subdivided. Many of the
subdivisions in the two lists are identical.
The topical subdivision History can be modified to make it more
spe_c1!c: Church history; Constitutional
history; History, Military;
and History, Naval.

marks.
_Place or geographic subdivision is added to a subject heading
whenever it is appropriate. This pertains ro any subject that is treated
from a local point of view or when the data is limited to thar of a local
area. The greatest problem in place subdivision is whether to make it
direct or indirect. In indirect subdivision the name of a larger geographic area is inserted berween the subject heading and rhe smaller
geographic area, as in Music-Wisconsin-Milwaukee,
the direct
form being Music-Milwaukee.
Examples of subject fields for which
LCSH specifies indirect subdivision are Botany, Folk literature, Geology, and Music, while Architecture, Opera, Taxation, and Theater
are given direct place subdivision. The tiend in recenr years is to use
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more direct than indirect subdivision.
An interesting example of place specification being achieved in several ways is exemplified by the heading Negroes. No place designation
is added when the subject covered is Negroes in the United States.
When the subject is Negroes in a specific location in the United States,
and
the subject is subdivided by place: Negroes-Alabama
Negroes-Philadelphia.
When the subject covered is an area outside
of the United States an in phrase is added: Negroes in Canada.
Subject headings that lend themselves to chronological, usually historical, treatment have subdivisions to reflect the subject content of
works dealing with a particular time era. The specific time divisions
are chosen to reflect the appropriate time divisions of the particular
subject.
Time subdivisions are listed under the United States topical subdivisions Church history; Civilization; Description and travell Economic
conditions; Economic policy; Foreign relations; History; History,
Military; History, Naval; Politics and government; Religion; Social
conditions; and Social life and customs. Examples of the form are
StatesUnited
States-Civilization-l9th
century;
United
History-Colonial
period, ca.l600-1775; United States-HistoryCivil War, f 86f-f 865; United States-Religion-To
1800; and
United States-Social life and customs-l 865- l9l 8.
Period subdivision is used under all subjects that are treated from a
historical point of view and in which the treatment of a particular
treatise may relate to one particular period of time. Even the heading
History, Modern is subdivided by the various centuries, such as l6th
century. The heading Music is subdivided by History and criticism,
which has period subdivisions: To 400; Medieval, 400-1500; l6th
century; etc. Examples of time subdivisions in which history is implied
but not stated include: Bibliography-Early
cenprinted books-lGth
tury; English language-Middle
English (f f00-1500); English
language-Q'1ap6a1-1500-1800;
and Religious thought-Middle
Ages, 600-1500.
A topic on which much has been written will have subdivisions of all
four types. American literature is divided directly for geographic
subdivision; a list of chronological subdivisions is included; and the
form subdivision Bibliography with further subdivisions and several
topical subdivisions is listed. The wide range of subdivisions actually
used is shown in LCCBS for 1965-69. Form subdivisions include Addresses, essays, lectures; Bibliography;
Dictionaries; Outlinesn syllabi, etc.; and Translations from French. There are topical subdivisions such as Catholic authors; History and criticistn; and Study and
teaching. The period subdivisions include Colonial period, Revolutionary period, l9th century, Early l9th century, and 20th century. The heading American literature is subdivided geographically
by cities, states, counties, and areas, e.g., Boston; North Carolinal San
Diego Countyr Calif.; and Southern States. All of the subdivisions

Volume23, NumberI , Winter 1979

.63.

may be further subdivided. For example, the form subdivision Bibliography is further subdivided by the form subdivisions First editions
and Periodicals. The topical subdivision Jewish authors is subdivided
by the form subdivision Addresses, essays, lectures and the topical
subdivision History and criticism. The period subdivisions have iuch
form subdivisions as Bibliography
and Addresses, essays, lectures
and most of them have the topical suMivision History and criticism.
Several of the geographic subdivisions are further subdivided by His.
tory and criticism and form subdivisions such as Addresses, essays,
lectures and Bibliography.
To this point, this study has been concerned with methods of
achieving specificity. The applications of these methods to the subject
fields of architecture, cookery, and children will now be shown.
In the field of architecture the more specific headings by terminology include headings for particular kinds of buildings (Castles, Clubhouses, Factories, Monuments, Theaters); parts of buildings (I)omes,
Floors, Gables, Walls); and concepts in architecture (Modular coordination (Architecture) ); Orientation
(Architecture) ). The buildings
may be specified by their use: Archive buildings, Farm buildings,
and Office buildings.
The heading Architecture is modified in direct headings such as
Church architecture, Landscape architecture, Library architecture,
and Military architecture and in inverted headings such as Archi.
tecture, Domestic and Architecture,
Industrial. The inverted modified headings include those with national adjectives, styles of architecture, and cultural modifiers: Architecture,
Italian; Architecture,
Egyptian; Architecture, Gothic; and Architecture, Shaker.
The adjective architectural is used as a modifier in !,oth direct and
inverted forms: Architectural
acousticsl Architectural
drawing; Architectural models; Architectural
societies; Decoration and ornament, Architectural;
Lighting, Architectural and decorative; Photography, Architectural.
There are a few compound headings with the conjunction and, such
as Architecture and climate, Architecture and religion, and Architecture and society. Others have the order reversed: Liturgy and architecture, Music and architecture. Another kind of compound heading relates architecture to persons having special needs: Architecture
and mentally handicapped children, Architecture and the aged,
Architecture and the physically handicapped.
Comparatively few prepositional phrases are used. They include
Architecture as a profession, Architecture in art, Architecture in literature, Color in architecture, and Light in architecture. In one
heading the phrase is in parentheses: Architecture (in numismatics).
The subdivisions under Architecture include form subdivisionsCollected works, Congresses, and Designs and plans-and
topical
subdivisions appropriate to the field, such as Conservation and restoration, Orders, and Psychologicat aspects.
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Architecture is subdivided geographically, with various place subdivisions further subdivided by an assortment of suMivisions similar
The word architecture may be a
to those listed under Architecture.
subdivision under Indians and similar headings like Indians of North

heading is Architectureltaly-History.
Histo-ry of architecture is designated in various ways. -For ggnel4
overall histories of architecture ihe suMivision History is used with

to

ethnic

headings:

Eskimos-Children;
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America--{hildren;
and Maoris.{hildren.
Some inverted modified
headings are: Children, Adopted; Children, Blind; and Children,
Vagrant. Some headings include a gloss in parentheses for specific
kinds of law: Children (Hindu law), Children (International law),
and Children (Islamic law).
The relationship of children to other subjects is expressed by compound headings: Children and animals, Children and death, and
Children and politics. In some headings the wording is reversed:
Comic books and children, Dancing and children, and Traffic safety
and children.
Prepositional phrase headings include Children as actors, Children
as musicians, Children as witnesses, Children in art, Children in
classical antiquity, Children in Egypt, Children in foreign countries,
and Children in the Bible. Headings including the preposition of relate to the kind of parents: Children of immigrants, Children of the
rich, Children of working mothers. In some headings children is the
object of the preposition: Books and reading for children, Education
of children, Etiquette for children and youth, and Social work with
children.
Two similar headings with somewhat different meanings are Radio
and children and Radio programs for children. Analogous headings
are used for television and moving-pictures.
There are a number of headings in direct form with the possessive
children's modifying a noun, as in Children's clothing, Children's
dreams, Children's museums, and Children's rights. These can be
reworded with o/ or for as "Clothing for children"; "Dreams of children"; "Museums for children"; and "Rights of children." Children's
literature is literature for children; Childien's writings are writings of
or by children. Occasionally the order is reversed: Children's librarians, but Libraries, Children's. Library of Congress uses Portraits
and Prayer-books and devotions as subdivisions under Children. Why
not "Children's portraits" and "Children's prayer-books and devotions"? There is a heading Children's missals.
The word children is a topical subdivision in \forld lilar, 1939fg45-Children.
Another subdivision with a somewhat different
meaning is United States-History-Civil
War, l86l-1865-Juvenile
participants.
In addition to headings with children phraseology, there are a few
with child or juaenile: Child study; Child welfare; Juvenile courts;
Juvenile detention homes; Opera, Juvenile; and Press, Juvenile. The
word juaenile is also used in some form subdivisions: Dictionaries,
Juvenile and Juvenile literature.
There is a lack of consistency in the formation of specific headings
in some facets. In formulating headings relating to research, perhaps
the most common form is a modified direct phrase: Botanical research, Historical research, and Linguistic research. Three-word
headings are also relatively common: Small business research, Social
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sciences research, and Solar energy research. There is only one
heading in which the heading is inverted: Research, Industrial. Instances in which research is a subdivision are common: Banks and
banking-Researchl
Childrerr-Researchl
and Nutrition-Research.
In the field of music the pertinent heading is Musicology to which
there are cross-references from Musical research and Research, Musical.
For exhibitions the form is usually the subdivided subject: Book industries and trade-Exhibitions;
Engineering-Exhibitions;
and
Photography-Exhibitions.
A few headings are modified and direct:
Agricultural
exhibitions, Horticultural
exhibitions, and Livestock
exhibitions. There are no inverted headings relating to exhibitions.
Specialized headings are I)og-shows, Flower shows, and Horseshows. There are see references from Libraries-Exhibitions
and Library displays to Library exhibits. The heading Library exhibits apparently relates to exhibits in libraries, rather than to exhibits concerning libraries.
Some headings are not as direct as one might expect. Branch banks
is a subdivision of Banks and banking. It might well be a subject by
itself, just as Chain banks and Savings-banks are separate headings.
Likewise Children's dances is a subdivision of Dancing and could be a
separate heading like Children's art and Children's songs.
We may be inclined to smile when we encounter a heading as specific as Ieaflets dropped from aircraft. On the other hand, there are
some wnrcn
which are less speclhc
specific than we mlght
might expect. Sometrmes
Sometimes two topics that are related are covered in a compound heading, as in Clocks
and watcnesa
ano
watches. altnougn
watches,
althoush more speclhc
although
specific neadlngs
headinss are lrsted
tor each.
sucn
listed for
eacn, such
as Calendar watches and Tower-clocks. LCSH combines Encyclopedias and dictionaries instead of making two separate headings. A
heading may consist of two opposites, as Belief and doubt. This heading treats belief from a philosophical standpoint; works relating to religious belief and doubt are assigned the one-word heading Faith. In
some headings an object and a process may be combined, as in Wine
and wine making, or an establishment and its business, as in Banks
and banking. In each case there are more specific headings that indicate the subject could be divided.
Some subdivisions are worded
worde to lump various designations together, and, when the subdivision closes with etc.,
etc.. the subdivision can
be quite broad. Examples are Auditoriums,
Auditoriums. convention facilities,
facilities. etc.
and Stores, shopping centers, etc. There is a subdivision Cases, clinical reports, statistics to be used under medical headings, but Statistics is the subdivision to be used when the work consists of only a
compilation of statistics. Subdivisions dealing with two aspects that
could presumably be treated as two separate subdivisions include Collectors and collecting, Diseases and pests, and Emigration and immigration.
Formulation of broad headings is sometimes a difficult problem.
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LCCBS cumulations covering 1950-69 do not include the heading
Children's paraphernalia, but in the more recent cumulation it is
used for two titles: Antiques of Amnban Childhood and, The Age of Innocence; An Exhibition of the Child and His Worl.d. The heading is subdivided by Collectors and collecting and Exhibitions. Other Cxamples
of broad headings used by LC are Earth sciences and Life sciences,
but not Behauiaral sciences.
The problem of achieving specificity is very real and urgenr for the
cataloger who must assign one or more headings to a work. With the
subject of the book and its usefulness in mind, the cataloger must establish the degree..of specificity- and then express that specificity by
appropriate terminology, which may be specific terminolog/, terminology with adjectival or phrase modifiers in direct or inverred
form or added in parentheses, or subdivision appropriate for form,
topic, place, and/or period, or by a combination of methods. The user
of the catalog must be aware of the variations in specificity and the
terminology, with the added realization that search under a less speci6c heading may be rewarding. Specificity is a major problem in subject heading formulation.
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Exqminingthe Libraryof Congress
SubjecfCofolog
Devtu F. KoHIHead, H olland Centralized Circulation
W ashington Snte U niuersity
Pullman, Washington

rfrHE
PRINTED catalogs of the Library of Coyrgress have been a
I familiar feature in most libraries for over three decades. Begin-
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technology of the MARC bibliographic record.
The impact of automation at the Library of Congress is not expected to eliminate the printed book catalog program there, but it will
substantially affect the publishing program. The speed with which
events are progressing is perhaps shown by the fact that hearings
were held at Midwinter 1978 on the projected freezing of the Library
of Congress card catalogs January I, 1980, in order to go to an automated system (now postponed to January l, 1981, because of pressure
from the library community). With the production of LC printed
catalogs from MARC records a new era will open in terms of format,
content, organization, and cost of LC-produced book catalogs.
It was in anticipation of these developments that the Catalog Use
Committee of RASD undertook a study of the Library of Congress
SubjectCatalog to determine how this book catalog presently was being
used in libraries and which changes in format, content, organization,
and cost would be most beneficial to libraries and their patrons.
T}oe Subject Catalog was selected because it was a major LC book
catalog and because adapting it to automation based publishing presented some unique challenges. A chance to consider changes in the
SubjectCatalog is somewhat unusual for it has undergone little substantive change of scope or design since it was first proposed by Seymour
Lubetzky in 1948. This lack of change has been due to the foresight
and thoroughness with which Lubetzky proposed and implemented
production of the catalog and in part to the inflexibility of the
photo-offset production process.
Hi.story of the Subject Catalog
The successful publication and wide acceptance of the Library of
Congress 1942 book catalog not only led to a proposal for its continuation in 1947 under the title Cumulatiae Catalog of CongressPrinted
Cards but began to stir interest in a subject version of the catalog as
well. The LC book catalogs generated to this point had been essentially an author record. In 1948 the Library of CongressInforma,tion Bulletin reported a plan by Seymour Lubetzky to "produce a subject list
of optimum value at the most economical cost."1
Although offered only as a proposal for comment and criticism, the
plan showed characteristic Lubetzky thoroughness and outlined what
were later to be the basic features of the Subject Catalog. In terms of
scope, Lubetzky's proposal stated that:
Thesubiect index'would intain
the same entries as the CumuLatiaeCatalog, including
the cooperative cataloging entries and also those which are not assigned subject headings, so that all titles recorded in the Cumulatite Catalog would be recorded also in the
subject index.'z

Entries were to be alphabetical under their subject headings, and although entries from libraries other than LC would be included, only
the LC form of subject headings would be used. Entries for publications not normally aisigned subject headings-fiction, autobiogiaphies,
administrative reports, and the like-were
to be supplied with spe-
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Method
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TABLE I
MetN Usr,s MADEoF rnnSunlrcr
Task
Checking classification numbers
Subject heading authority
Literature search
Determining parallel subject
headings
Use by patrons
Check of material available
in a specific discipline
Verification of references
Interlibrary Loan
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Ctr,tLoc

Department

Number

Percent

Cataloging
Cataloging
Reference

59
59
49

86
86

Cataloging
Reference

4l
4l

59
59

Bibliography
Reference
Reference

34
3l
30

49
45
43
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tions made use of their SzbiectCatalog, and almost half (48 Percent)
reported. they gave supersededissuesbf the catalog to other libraries
or agencres.
F indings-Specinl F eatures
Both the non-English languageli
ings of the SubjectCatalogconstitutt
the catalog.The non-English langu
tifiable group of listings that we fe
many libraries. Also, the MARC d
ings in a nonroman alphabet and s,
Sibject Catalog is generated from MARC tapes would require extra
.*fetts. and iime.*the special subject headings are those assigned to
cataloged items which do not in the normal course of cataloging receive iubject headings. Generating these speciatsubject headings for
belles letires, €.g.r Fiench Fiction, Fiction in English, etc., solely that
a.n item may bE entered in the.SubjectCatalogis.an expensive and
ume-consumrngprocess.There is, hbwever, no other way to include
these items in ine SubjectCatalog. We were, therefore, curious to know
how important these aspectswere to user libraries.
More'important to hbraries were the non-English-language-listings.
Seventy-fivepercent of the libraries reported that-they used the nonEnglisti language listings,and 57 percent indicated that they would be
sigiifi cantl/ ha-ndicappld withouf them. The .specialsubjectheadings
wEreconsideredmuih lessimportant. Forty-nine percent_of the libraries said they used them, but only 20 percent reported they would be
significantlyhandicappedwithout them.
"wh.tt
uik.d if tlidv would buv a separatevolume of either the
non-English language'listings or the special subject listings,-r9spor1dconsidErableinterest-48 percent.would U"y tltl
ing libriries sholwed''
would buy the special
no"n-Englishlanguage volume and 33 Percent
-in
"volume."Bu-t
each case-rePo^rtedthat it
only one library
subject
*oifd buy the separate'volume in itace of th' SubjectCatalog.The
overwhelming majority-96 percent of the institutions interested in
the specialen"tries'voluheand 94 Percent of the institutions interested
in thi non-English volumes-indicited that they would buy the special
volumes in addition to the SubjectCatalog'
F indings-A lternatiaes
The third purpose of the questionnaire was to determine what
kinds of changeswould be acciptable ro or welcomed by users. Since
it was felt that cost would be imP<
within varying cost contexts. For
both formats were available, woulc
microform rather than your Prest
The same,(B) l0 percentless,(C)
The most surprising finding in
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Resourcesqnd TechnicolServices
Division:Annuql Reports
, 1977178
President'sReporl
Nonlrnu

DUDLEY, P r esilent

The completion of the second edition of the Anglo-American Cataloguing
Rules and the Library of Congress'decision to adopt these rules onJanuary l,
1980, precipitated several of the most important activities undertaken by the,
division in 1977-78. The RTSD board first had to consider the question of
the most effective structure for the ongoing revision of the rules after the
publication of the second edition, as well as the appointment of the ALA representative to the Joint Steering Committee.
When the ad hoc Catalog Code Revision Committee was created in 1974, its
charge included the proviiion that, upon publication of AACR 2, authority
within ALA for code revision would revert to the Descriptive Cataloging
Committee (DCC) of the Cataloging and Classification Section (CCS). The
board asked its International Cataloging Consultation Committee to make
recommendations as to whether this was the most appropriate path to follow,
and at the 1978 Midwinter Meeting that committee recommended that
authority for code revision and maintenance be vested in either an RTSD divisional level committee or in DCC.
It recommended further that these two options be placed on the RTSD ballot for the election of 1978-79 officers for expressions of preflerence by the
membership. The board tabled this recommendation until the 1978 ,Annual
Conference, but it also instructed the RTSD president to solicit opinions on
the matter from those who were involved and interested in it and to repprt on
the response to this solicitation at the Annual Conference. An open Ietter
from the RTSD president was therefore sent to a number of RTSD and
non-RTSD members, and it also appeared in the RTSD Newsletterand the LC
Information Bulletin.
A total of 128 responses was received by the time of the Annual Conference, with opinion being divided almost exactly evenly between a divisional
committee and the DCC. This was reported at an open meeting of the RTSD
board at the 1978 Annual Conference, and, after considerable discussion by
board members and others in attendance, the board voted to assign the au-
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Doralyn Hickey, and at the 1978 Annual conference approved the following
recommendationsfrom that committee.
l. An introductory audiovisual presentation, consisting of four videotapes and a se-with
ries of graphics, would be designed under the guidance of RTSD,
negotiations being undertaken with ALA Publishing Seivices to produce and marke"t the
Presentauon.

.The_RTSD Planning Committee has deferred completion of its ALA planning Chart,- pending clearer guidelines from the ALA planning Committee,
and devoted its energiesin 1977-78 ro revising the RTSD Goals for Action,
which were last revised in 1974.
_In the last general election, ALA membership ratified an amendment to the
ALA Bylaws,Article IV, Section 2(b), which riads: ',Each division of rhe As-
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sociation shall be entitled to one Councilor

to be elected for a term of four

tee, in order to provide for a staggering of terms for divisional councilors,
drew lots for the ierms for the initial diviiional councilor elections, and RTSD
was one of those assigned a four-year term. The RTSD divisional Councilor
will therefore be elected for the 1979-83 term.
At the Midwinter Meeting the board adopted a policy on the copyrighting
of works published in lfiTs, rhe contenrs of which had no_t been_previously
copyright6d. Under the new law, however, copyright exists from the. moment
of-crea-tion of a work and remains with the author unless assigned elsewhere.

the RTSD president to appoint a representative to GODORT, at their request.
RTSD's Budget outlooi< for 1978:79 is bright. It was anticipated at the time
of the 1978 M-idwinter Meeting that the division would start the year with a
balance of more than $29,000 ib be carried forward. At that time revenues of
$65,100 and expenses of $71,600 were projected for 1977-78, which would
have resulted in a year-end balance of approximately $23,000. Expenses in
lg77-78 have been'less than anticipated, however, and revenues have been
grearer, so the beginning balance for 1978-79 should be even greater than

University

Library,

as interim

executive secretary. The division owes Mrs.
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Harlan an enormous debt of gratitude for the outstanding job
she did in
- holding things together during that difficult interim period.
At its Midwinter Meeting, the RTSD board adopted a resolution expressing
regret for Mrs. Kelm's resignarion and commending her for her "dedication
to the goals of the Division, for her intelligent and efficient fulfillment of the
respon_sibilitiesof the position, and for hCr never-failing courtesy in serving
the officers and members of RTSD."
On May 16, 1978, Pauline Arherron, RTSD vice-president/president-elect,
resigned that position, effective immediately. The newly elected vicepresident/president-elect, William Gosling, assistanr univeriity librarian at
Duke-University, assumed the duties of the presidency immediately following
the 1978 Annual Conference and will hold ihat office for rwo years, in addi-tion to discharging the duties of the vice-presidenr for the firsr year, lg78-79.
Other new RTSD board members are the four newly elected section vicechairpersons, Julie Nilson (CCS), Jeffrey Heynen (RLMS),
Jean Boyer Hamlin
!RS), a.1d_Dorolhy Pearson (SS), and the newly elected vice-chairperson of rhe
Corrncil of Regional Groups, David Remington.
In December 1977 Mary Pound, editor of the RTSD Neusletter since its inception
.in January 1976, submitted her resignation from that position. The
resignation was originally to have taken effect on June 30, 1978, but she later
indicated that she would be glad ro continue until a successor could be found.
The RTSD board adopted a resolution at the Annual Conference commending Mary Pound for iervices as editor and recognizing her significant contribution to the promotion of the activities of the Resources and rechnical
Services Division.
_In June 1978 Wesley Simonton, nearing completion of two terms as editor
of Library Resources€l Technical Seruices, aiked fhe board to seek a successor
and indicated that he would continue unril a successor could be found. The
RTSD board
ldgpted a resolution recognizing his contributions to advancing
the interests of the division.
At the Annual Conference the board also appointed an ad hoc commirree
to prepar-e announcements of these two vacancies, to invite applications for
them, and to present the resulrs to the board at the l9?9 Midwiirier Meeting.
is quite possible that every RTSD presidenr, in looking back over the year
^Ir
of his or her incumbency, has felt thai it has been a particularly challenging,
lively,-even hectic year. Whether or nor this is so, and i strongly suspecr tharlr
is, 1977-78 can certainly be characterized in those terms. It was a-wild time.
and I wouldn't have missed it for anything.

Cotologingond ClqssificotionSectionReport
ELrzesr.rs L. Terr, Chnirperson
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with some modifications and has referred it to the RTSD Board for approval
prior to dissemination to the professional press. In its continuing efforts to
tackle specific problems in subject analysis, SAC has decided to create a subcommittee on subject headings consisting of names other than persons, places,
or corporate bodies, a problem that is particularly troublesome for catalogers
in art libraries.

an ad hoc committee to make recommendations about the future functions
and structure of DCC. The Board delegated to CCS the privilege of nominating the ALA representative to rhe Joinr Steering Committee for Revision of
AACR, as now reconstituted, and concurred with the Executive Committee's
selection of Frances Hinton.
One other question was a primary concern to the Executive Committee. It
has become increasingly apparent thar catalogers specializing in area materials
feel the need for an opportunity to discuss and seek soluti,ons to their areaoriented problems. Various organizational patterns by which CCS could accommodate this interest were explored at a well-attended meeting on June 27.
Rejecting the discussion group as a solution, the Executive Commiitee concluded that either the subcommittee or committee pattern should be selected
in terms of the specific interests of the members asking for representation. To
solve the problem that placed the issue on the agenda, the Executive Committee established a standing committee ro succeed the two ad hoc subcommittees
on the cataloging of Asian and African materials.

ResourcesSection Report
SHUI-I T. Dowr, Clnirperson
The Resources Section's accomplishments are the sum of the work of its
several committees: Bookdealer-Library Relations (Edna Laughrey, Chait);
Collection Development (Jean Boyer Hamlin, Chair); Library Materials Price
Index (Noreen Gilb Alldredge, Chair); Micropublishing (Francis Spreitzer,
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Bookdealer-Library
Relations Committee. The section collaborated with the
LAD LOMS Budgeting, Accounting and Costs Committee to produce a fourhour session on "Budgetary Planning for Libraries."
One of the pleasant responsibilities of the Resources Section is the naming
of the recipient of the National Library Services/ResourcesSection Scholarship
Award. The award is given in recognition of the best article or book in the
field of acquisitions, collection development, and related areas of resources
development in libraries. T}re 1977178 Scholarship Jury (Joe Hewitt, Chair;
Frank McGowan and William Webb) awarded the honor to J. Michael Bruer
for his article, "Resources in 1976," Library ResourcesU Technical Seruices,
Summer 1977 (v.21, no.3, p.232-248). The jury acknowledged the profession's debt to Bruer not only for this but for five excellent annual review articles in the series.
At the end of the Chicago Annual Conference of 1978 Frederick C. Lynden, Brown University, assumed the chair of the Resources Section. Jean
Boyer Hamlin, Rutgers University, Newark, is the new vice-chair/chair-elect.
Their capable leadership and the continuing interest and enthusiasm of the
members should assure the Resources Section a productive year.

Seriols SectionReport
LoIs N. UpHnru, Cfui,irberson
The 1977178 activities of the RTSD Serials Section proceeded relatively
smoothly despite the fact that several of its officers either moved during the
year or were preparing to move at year's end.
The two chief activities during the ye4r were a partial realignment of the
section committee structure and the presentation of a very successful program
at the Annual Conference in Chicago.
The ad hoc committee to study the progress of the CCRC (Catalog Code
Revision Committee) was dissolved, and a standing committee to study serials.
cataloging was established in its place. A new ad hoc committee was set up to
study the feasibility of creating dynamic lists of core serials. The future of the
Serials Section ad hoc Committee on Library School Education is uncertain,
and the section is waiting to see what effect the newly-created division-level
committee may have on the entire area of library education for technical services when it begins ro meet at Midwinter 1979.
The Annual Conference program was of great. interest to many people, and
several hundred showed up to hear C. Lee Jones (director of the Council on
Library Resources project to create technical specifications for a National Periodicals Center) speak about plans for the proposed center. Three reactors
commented on the presentation before questions were received from the audience. The reactors were: Robert L. Clark, Jr., director of the Oklahoma
Department of Libraries; James Michael, manager of the Main Branch, St.
Louis Public Library; and l-arry X. Besant, assistant director for public services, Ohio State University.
The section's Duplicate Exchange Union also had a program meeting at the
Chicago summer cqnference.
Regular section business was, of course, conducted as usual, and after having served a two-year term as section chairperson following the unexpected
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resignation in January 1977 of Elizabeth Greer, Lois Upham passedthe chair
into the able hands of Judith Kharbas. Dorothy Pearson was elected vicechairperson/chairpersonelect,and Anita Farber was electedmember-at-large.

Cotofog Code RevisionCommifteeReport, 1976178*
JoHN D. Butuu,

Chairperson

The ALA/RTSD Catalog Code Revision Committee (CCRC) restructured itself internally for its September 1976 meeting, abolishing the Rule Review
and Revision Proposal Teams which had been effective in an earlier stage of
revision in favor of four larger teams that could more comprehensively review
the drafts of rules and chapters, which were beginning to appear at that time.
Thereafter CCRC met only as a single group to insure that each committee
member would be involved throughout the final phase of the'exercise, which
was devoted to consideration of the final drafts of the text.
At its fall 1976 meeting, the committee undertook further to recommend
that the code revision timetable be extended to allow for a comprehensive examination of the second edition by the national committees and their constituents during the six-month period following the editors' end-of-year deadline. This proposal was appioved by the Joint Steering Committee (JSC), and
funding for an additional JSC meeting to follow this exercise was secured.
CCRC administered the Draft Review Program within the American library
community and invited all groups that had been involved in any way with the
code revision effort-as well as several RTSD units, including its discussion
groups-to participate. Most units contacted chose to cooPerate in the review.
The committee devoted the major part of the agenda for its winter 1977
sessions to consideration of the text which had been prepared and submitted
to the author organizations to determine whether it was sufficient for the
purposes of the Draft Review Program. Although CCRC approved the text
comprising Part I (Bibliographic Description), it recommended that Part II
(Access Points) be rewritten to improve its style, clarity, and usability and further that the rewritten chapters be subject to the committee's approval before
its distribution to U.S. reviewers. As a result of this decision, participants in
the Draft Review Program received their copies in three separate mailings and
had less time to consider the provisions of Part II than was originally intended. Nevertheless, of fifty-eight review copies issued to representatives of
participating groups, thirty-seven were returned or partially returned; only
three of these included no comment whatsoever.

*Regrettably, becauseof editorial oversight, Mr. Byrum's report for 1976177did not
appear in the Winter 1978 issue of LRTS, as scheduled.He has kindly consentedto
prepare this two-year repoft to complete the historical record.
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themselves needed explanation. Finally, many points of confusion would have
been avoided had the introductions to the code and to its parts been distributed for review with the text of the rules.
In discussing Draft Review comments and CCRC members' reactions, the
committee came to several recommendations, among them:
l. Examples displaying romanized forms of names should be in the form
approved by ALA/LC as in the presenr text.
2. The general material designation "multimedia" should not be used, nor
should the "GMD + GMD" technique be allowed. An item consisting of
more than one type of material should be described in terms of the predominant form or, if there is no predominant form, as "Kit."
3. Microforms should be described as such, whether they are original publications or reproductions of printed material.
4. An artist could be considered as the author of a reproduction or a collection of reproductions of his or her work.
5. The rules for legal materials should enter laws enacted or promulgated
by one jurisdiction for another under the jurisdiction governed by the
laws.
6. The rule prescribing for additions to place names should not include the
name of the country as well as the name of the state, province, county,
etc.
7. The criteria for government bodies to be entered subordinately should
be reconsidered and tightened.
8. Uniform titles for music should be made an exception to the rule entering a part of a work under the title of the part.
These proposals together with several hundred additional suggestions of a lesser magnitude, which were approved for transmittal to JSC, were forwarded

in July 1977.

Following extensive consideration of the proposed text. and reviewers' reaction to it, the committee (with one member absent) unanimously recommended to the RTSD Board of Directors that it endorse publication of the
second edition of AACR. In response the Board held an open meeting, at
which representatives of ALA units and other organizations participating in
the review presented their views. In addition, the Board requested and received a statement summarizing the amendments to the draft text which the
committee intended to propose. The deliberations were often heated, inasmuch as those favoring and those opposing publication felt very strongly
about their respective positions. By a vote of eight to two in favor of the
CCRC recommendation to approve publication of AACR 2, the Board finally
resolved the issue on June 20, 1977.
The Joint Steering Committee held its final meeting August 7-12 in Washington, D.C., at which time it considered recommendations deriving from the
various review programs and submitted by the organizations represented on
the committee. The JSC approved many changes in the draft text, several of
which were directed toward tightening definitions and clarifying rule provisions; among the major substantive changes that were agreed upon were all
that are enumerated above. At the end of this session it was agreed that JSC
has considered all recommendations, either editorially or by formal deliberation of the committee. The editors were instructed to incorporate these decisions in the final text. In addition the JSC required that the text be delivered
to the printer by January 2, 1978, in the expectation that AACR 2 would
thereby be published later that year; this timetable was observed.
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Also looking to the future, the RTSD Board has conducred exrensive inves-

IFLA Office for UBC as "Provisional Drafts." The ISBD for Serials and the
ISBD for Non-Book Materials were reviewed, and a joint position on their
contents wa-s developed with the Library of Congress. The generalized
framework for the description of all media, known as ISBD(G),-which to a
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Iarge extent was generated as a result of the AACR revision effort, had been
endorsed by the committee at its spring meeting; further consideration of this
standard at the July 1976 meeting consisted of open hearings for those attending the ALA Annual Conference during which the chairman of CCRC
presented a brief history of the development of ISBD(G) and joint editor of
AACR, Michael Gorman, responded to comments from the audience. The
committee's position on the contenr of the ISBD(G), ISBD(S), and ISBD(NBM)
was conveyed to the appropriate IFLA units by the CCRC chairperson, who
attended their August 1976 meetings in Lausanne, Switzerland, as the RTSD
representative.
In completing its work, CCRC has paid arrenrion to rhe need for a policy to
govern disposition of the documentation which comprises its archive. With
CCRC's approval, the chairperson appointed Helen Schmierer, commirree
member and representative of ALA's Library Research Round Table, to collaborate with the RTSD execurive secretary in reviewing this material and
identifying that part of it which merits rerenrion for future reference. At the
committee's final session, it was reported that this undertaking is currently in
progress and would go forward.

DecimolClossificolionEditoriqlPolicy
CommitteeReport
JoHN P. CoMARoMr, Chairmnn
The Decimal Classification Editorial Policy Committee held irs annual meering (no. 77) at the Library of Congress on March 3, 1978. All members were

Forest Press Committee.
Discussion without action took place on several heads. (l) The index to Ed.
19, which will be approximately 25 percent longer than that to Ed. 18, has
been modified in several wavs: manv references to "built" numbers have been
deleted, noticeably those to ;'prod. econ."; many long sequences have been replaced by cross-references; cross-references have been replaced by full information when the information referred to is limited to only two or three items.
(2) The manual of application of the DDC, which is to be published shortly
after Ed. l9 and is to be a fuller guide than rhar prepared shortly after Ed. 16
(Guide to Use of Deuey Decimal Classifcation, Lake Placid Club, New York:
Forest Press, 1962), is to be writren by John Comaromi with input from the
committee, the Decimal Classification Division, British and Canadian experts,
Forest Press staff, and perhaps an advisory group. The manual will probably
not,exceed 200 pages in length, may be used as part of the curricula for the
workshops and ieminars foiEd.
19, and will be iomposed of a unit on general principles; one on a class-by-classanalysis of citation orders and problem
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areas, one on a discussion of problems crossing disciplinary lines, and one including a glossary and index.
After discussion the committee acted upon the following matters: (l)
Phoenix 780 was sent to the editor to bring it into line with DDC pracrice so
that the committee can make its final recommendation. (2) The committee
affirmed the policy of true abridgment for the abridged edition. (3) Resolutions were made in thanks to Richard Sealock for his work while executive
director of Forest Press in contributing to rhe successful execution of the work
of the committee, in honor of Frances Hinton for her exemplary work as
member and chairman of the committee, and in honor of the late Godfrey
Dewey for his contributions to the conrinuity and development of the DDC, a
copy of the last resolurion to be senr ro the daughters of Godfrey Dewey.
The committee recommended to Forest Press Committee that in order to
alleviate the problems that librarians will meet upon the publication of Ed. 19,
the Forest Press Committee consider publishing a conversion table for numbers changed from Ed. 18 to Ed. 19. Such a conversion rable would be in Ed.
19 order, would be of a temporary nature, and would serve librarians for a
period of about two years after the publication of Ed. 19.
John Comaromi was reelected chairman of the committee. Its next meeting
(no. 78) is scheduled for April 6, 1979, at the Library of Congress.
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RTSDNominees-

| 979 Election

Resources
and,TechnicalSeruices
Diaision
Vice-president(President-elect)( 1979-8l):
John D. Byrum, Jr., ProcessingDepartment, Library of Congress,
Washington,D.C.
Karen Horny, Northwestern University Library, Evanston,Illinois.
Director-at-Large( I 979-82):
SuzanneMassonnneau,University of Vermont, Bailey Library, Burlington, Vermont.
Robert Sullivan, Library of Congress,Order Department, Washington, D.C.
Councillor (1979-83):
Elizabeth Herman, University of California-Los Angeles, University ResearchLibrary, Los Angeles,California.
Karin A. Trainer, New York University, Elmer Holmes Bobst Library, New York, New York.
[Nominating Committee: Rose Mary Magrill, chairperson; Abigail
Dahl-Hansen (RS);Judith Hopkins (CCS); Neal L. Edgar (SS);Joseph
Z. Nitecki (RLMS); SusanK. Martin;Joseph S. Pulsifer.l
Cataloging and ClassifcationSection
Vice-Chairperson(Chairperson-elect)( 1979-8l):
Michael Fitzgerald, Harvard University, Flarvard College Library,
Cambridge, Massachusetts.
Nancy J. Williamson, University of Toronto, Faculty of Library Science,Toronto. Ontario. Canada.
Member-at-Large( 1979-82):
Barbara A. Gates, Brown University Library, Providence, Rhode
Island.
Robert N. Hiatt, Library of Congress, Assistant to the Director for
Cataloging, Washington, D.C.
Patricia G. Oyler, Simmons College, School of Library Science, Boston. Massachusetts.
Jerome Pennington, Stockton-San Joaquin County Public Library,
Assistant Director of Library Services, Stockton, California.
lNominating Committee, CCS: Judith Hopkins, chairperson; Lizbeth
J. Bishoff; Helen H. Britton; Bruce E. Langdon; Richard F. Woods.l
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Reproductionof Library Materials Section
Vice-Chairperson(Chairperson-elect)( l97L8l):
Harriet k. Rebuldela, University of Colorado Libraries, Boulder,
Colorado.
Charles Willard, Princeton Theological Seminary Speer Library,
Princeton, New Jersey.
Secretary(1979-82):
Jack E. Pontius, PennsylvaniaState University, E5 Pattee Library,
University Park, Pennsylvania.
Deborah A. Raikes, Princeton University Library, Princeton' New
Jersey.
[Nominaiing Committee: J. Z. Nitecki, chairperson; Margaret M.
Byrnes; Mary Lou Lucy.J
Section
Resources
Vice-Chairperson(Chairperson-elect)(1979-8l):
George i]. Mille., Jr.,- University of New Mexico, Zimmerman Library, Albuquerque, New Mexico.
Paul Fi. Mosher, Stanford University Libraries, Stanford, California.
Member-at-Large( I 979-82):
Robert Gra/Cole, University of Missour'i-Columbia, Columbia,
Missouri.
Linda F. Crismond, University of Southern California, Doheny Library, Los Angeles,California.
Barry Fast,Taylor-Carlisle,Inc., New York, New York.
Thomas W. Leonhardt, Boise State University Library, Boise,
Idaho.
Marion T. Reid, Louisiana State University Library, Baton Rouge,
I-ouisiana.
[Nominating Committee: Abigail Dahl-Hansen, chairperson; Michael
Bruer; Sara C. Heitshu.l
Seriak Section
Vice-Chairperson(Chairperson-elect)( 1979-8l):
Charlotti C. Hensley, University of Colorado Libraries, Boulder,
Colorado.
Marcia Tuttle, University of North Carolina-Chapel Hill, Wilson
Library, Chapel Hill, North Carolina.
Secretary(1979-82):
Doris Anne Bradley, University of North Carolina at Charlotte, J.
Murrey Atkins Library, Charlotte, North Carolina.
Judith A. Kuhagen, Library of Congress, Serial Record Division,
Washington,D.C.
[Nominating Committee: Neal L. Edgar, chairperson; Mary E'
Jackson;Patricia O. Rice.l
'89'
Volume23, Numberl, Winter 1979

EMBER INPUTSYSTEM(MONOGRAPHS)

.
.a simple, economical way to create
machine-reaclablebibliographic recorcls for
COM catalogs or any automated library
system.

CHECXTHESE]EATURES
n
!
_
Ll
Ll
Ll
I
_
Ll
D
E

Contains pre-programmecl MARC tags
ancl record structure
Available in specific MARC formats for
monographs, serials, media
Accepts any length record
Inclucles complete OO8 fielcl
Conforms to all MARC stanclards
No on-line equipment or communication
expense
Processed on available IBM Selectric
typewriter
Costs a fraction of comparable methods
Easily integratecl with existing bibliographic control systems

SENDTOTTIORI INTORIIAT|()NOR CALLCOLLECT

Ember Associetes, Inc.
P.O.Box80666
San Diego,California92138
[714] 233-6s91

C@PYBIGHT
PO 80X8ffi

1978 €MBER NSOCIATES

92r38
SANDTEGO,il
FORM NO 778 SAC

Labor SavingDevices
from ABC-Clio

Our historicaldata basescan save you time, effort, and expense.
A M E R I C AH
: I S T O R YA N D L I F E
to current
lf your searchtopicis relatedto the U.S.or Canada,from prehistory
and book reviews
dissertations,
events,you'llfindthe relevantjournalliterature,
HISTORY
ANDLIFEdatabase,file#38on the
throughtheAMERICA:
accessible
lnformationRetrieval
System.
Lockheed/DIALOGo
ABSTRACTS
HISTORICAL
Whenyour searchconcernsworld historyoutsideCanadaand the U.S.,HISDIALOGfile #39, will affordquickaccessto article
TORICALABSTRACTS,
in history,areastudies,social
fromcurrentperiodicals
abstracts
andannotations
sciences,
andthe humanities.
Our toolsenhancethe practiceof yourveryspecialtrade.
6 DIALOG is a tndemark registered by L@kheed Missiles& Space Company, lnc

Publishersof: HistoricalAbstncts . America:Historyand Life '
ABC POL SCI. A?Tbibliographies.OnlineData Bases. ReferenceBooks

i;|.-trcf-el
nur."c"#uT"r"&3'lF.S:Tll"xlgfl
3j"i3'l'"',J3ff
,cAe3losf

"Seruicing
t,Orofr,ot;rrnru0hout
the,

l,i

'18

2

'tional
OUNIVERSITYOCUSTOM
PRESS
APPROVAL
DIVISION
PROGRAMS
OFIRMORDERSOCONTINUATIONS
gRDERS
oRUSH./RESERVE
3STANDING
M A I NO F F I C E
6 6A u s t i nB l v d .
C o m m o cNk.,Y . l l 7 2 5
(516)543-5600

T O L LF R E EW A T SL I N E
800-645-5237

P.0. Box 9561
E x e c u t i v eP o r kS t o .
Atlonto,Georgio30347

(404)298-8811

So me Thin g s
You
Count
.
.
.
.

Can
On.....

Inadequate book budget
Priority orders
Books wanted "Yesterday"
THE BOOK HOUSE

Call 517-849-2"117 Collect

BOOIT
IIOUSE
stNcE 1962
J O A A E R SS E R V I N GL I B R A R I E S
W I T HA N Y A O O K I N P R I N T
208 WESTCHICAGOSTREET
J O N E S V I L L EM T C H I G A4N9 2 5 0

otn
I flrh

It paysto jointheAmerican
LibraryAssociation.
Theinvestment
is small.
Thereturn:a betterfuture
for youandbetterlibraries
for everyone.
Write:
Public Information
Office
American
LibraryAssociation
50 EastHuronStreet
Chicago,
lL 60611

c.c.P.
( K o n i n k l i j kBei b l i o t h e e ki n)
T h eR O Y A L I B R A R Y
T h eH a g u ea n n o u n c et h
..
s es e c o n d
e d i t i o no f C . CP
( C e n t r a l eC a t a l o g u sv a n P e r i o d i e k e ne n s e r i e w e r k einn N e d e r l a n d sbei b l i o t h e k e n ) .
A D u t c hU n i o nC a t a l o g uoef p e r i o d i c aal sn ds e r i a l s
in 7 volumes.
R e p l a c e st h e f i r s t e d i t i o n o f I 9 7 I a n d t h e
c u m u l a t i v es u p p l e m e n tpsu b l i s h e di n t h e y e a r s
following.
C .C .P . i sa c o m p u t epr r o c e s s eUdn i o nC a t a l o g uoef
160,000extensived
l ye s c r i b e d
t i t l e so f p e r i o d i c a l sa n d s e r i a w
l o r k si n D u t c hl i b r a r i e s .
C . C . P .i s a n i m p o r t a nitn s t r u m e nf to r i n t e r l i b r a r y
l e n d i n gi n t h e N e t h e r l a n dasn d i s o f i n c r e a s i n g
v a l u ei n i n t e r n a t i o n al el n d i n g .C u m u l a t i v seu p plementw
s i l l b e i s s u e dr e g u l a r l y
O n e o f t h e m o s t a t t r a c t i v et r a i t s o f t h i s U n i o n
C a t a l o g ui sei t s " i n c l u s i v e n e s sn"o: l i m i t a t i o an st o
p e r i o dp, l a c eo f i s s u eo r t y p eo f s e r i apl u b l i c a t i o n .
A n a b r i d g e di n t r o d u c t i oinn E n g l i s hi s a d d e df o r
f o r e i g nu s e r sc' o n v e n i e n c e .
P r i c e :D f l . 5 0 0 . 0 0 ( p o s t a g ien c l u d e d ) .
F o ro r d e r sa p p l yt o : K o n i n k l i j kBei b l i o t h e e k
P.0.Box30469
DenHaag
2500 Gt
TheNetherlands

Forthe ultimate
listeninglearning
expenence:

PlHWireless

Library
Broadcaster
. . . transmits2 lo j2 separate pro_
gramssimultaneously
to unlimitednum_
bers of students using wirelesshead_
phone/receivers.
Theycan select,or be
assigned,any programby turning the
programselectorknob on their headset
to a specificchannel.Consolesaccom_

modate
standard
cassettes;.an
auxitiarv p/H

ELECTROI|rcS
input panel accepts sound
A Division
of-Duncan
.from any
Etectric
Company
source. Becausethe
is
wireless,
117
'"onVror.r,
E. HELENASTREET,
.system
=lygells may sit anywhere.
For a dramatic,free, nooHto45404
obligationdemonstration,
contactpzH Electron(513)461-5g9g
ics . . . manufacturerof MONI-COM@
ll, the patented
two-waywirelesslanguagelaboratory.

SUBSCRIPTION
SERVICE
Every customer ls assigned an experienced "Home Office" representative. you
correspond direct;- any title needs, changes, canceltations or problems can be
h3ndled prompdy. by letter or phone. This makes Wur irb easiir and keeps pu
abrealit ot your subscription needs at all 6mes.
wth orcr tlS yean experi€rEe,t'lcGregor hasbuilt a repr.rtafirnof prompt and courreous
serui:e on both dom€stk and interrnti<iral tioes.we plpay srbeciiptois atreaaof me.
Or customers, l.S",und sma!, like the prompt aftention u,e gr?rethem. We think
lrou lod$ toollsk about McGregor's "Auromatic Reneural" fbn descrlbed in or
neur brochure. Write today for yow free copy.

tlgGkEGOil

il/
C>'llaga/rca{r.a4!

ouR46rhYEAR
MOUNT MORRIS, ILL|NOIS 5lOS4

Ioulfeed0nly0ne.
When selecttag
ar acquisitiou
agent
or changing
froE yout c[rrent
agent,
what are yout nee.rt and who should yol
lookhgfotr

be

Doesyoulibraryneed.. ?
n l. Fgononical progrm
specially designed to aid
librily budgets.
n 2. Complete U.S.ad EuoDem sales/swice stalfs
md fiJllillnent ceilers.
Ll 3- Periodicals, continErioN, ild monographs,
dome*ic ud foreign.
! ,l- Freguent bibliographic ild seryica publicatioE
n 5. Coordimted progrm
for conversion tom ,,direct
ordering'' or other agents.
! G. Worldwide resuces
It these de you needs, then Stechen Macmilla, tnc is
you one sowce - one seryice acquiaitioro agency!
wlth over 100yea6 of acquEltiom experience, Slechert's
tradltronoIexcellence (startedway back ln I8?2by

Stechert-Hafner)offersyou a total,compreheNtve
servlce, whether you hbrary F large or small;
academic,pubhcor spectal,domestlcor[orelgn
Couplinq thesesx Slechert Macmillanservlces wrth our
annual 'HoldingsRenewalLEt"and quarterly clairo
report for periodlcals;"StandrngOrder" program for
conhnuations;PublEher Relatlom Proqramtand BOPFA
(BldnketOrder hogram for FrenchACqusnlore)and
PONTA(PopularNew'Dtles From Abroad) plaN-rt's
esy to see why when youselect Stechert Macmillan,
"Yor Nccd ODly On.!"
W'hy lot vdtc ou Salcr houodol
Muager
todry for btonado!
abod the oDplGtc
lbc ol$tehcrt
Macnlllu
nrvleri

stechert

A

v
,$,agml!lan,lnc.
866Third Avenue / New York. N Y t0022USA

axon makes the
differcnce.
{i1crE'4d
4v
SEN,VICE

'J-r, plans, wilh one
r:;i' yearly invoice and a
i tull range of valuable

Above...iustoneol
Z"lWays to Stole Dlagazlncs
- Sntle Higfismith Utslog
Highsmilh oflers you an expanded
selection of protective and well.
organized homes for magazines,
pamphlets, photos, reports
Scores
of colors and
styles in a
wide range ot
sizes, all guar.
anteed lo lasl
i ndefi nitely.
They're in the
new Highsmilh Library,
AV calalog.
Wrile loday
lor yourcopy.

H1&trnfiAt
P.O.Box 25,Forl Atkinson,Wl 53538

Faxon offers access
to more than 95,000
titles throughthree
renewar servrces

, subscriDtionservices.

serials
, enabling
: librarians throughout
t
h
e
w
o
r
l
d
t
o
operale
,r

their departments
w i t h e ff i c i e n c y a n d

f,f'

Faxon combines the

computerizedserviceslibrariansneed
w i t h t h e o e r s o n a l i z e da t t e n t i o n
librariansappreciate.
Write or call Faxon today lor our
L I B R A R I A N SG' U I D E a n d S E R V T C E
BROCHURE.
rffir

|@rf.llf.tRX0n
C0mPRnT,
mC
Library Magazin6 Subscription AgGncy
15 SouthwestPark.Westwood.Mass 02090
(toll free)
Tel: 800-225-7894
(collectin Mass and Canadaonly)
617.329.3350

flpruffi*#F*{Fff
$h,ffie$

ffiruwffiffiffiffiffiwtuw

EXGLUSIVELYFROM
RESEARGHPUBLIGATIONSINC.
The Washington Post is a
newspaper
of record,essential
for a complete presentation
and interpretationof national
and internationalnews. Beginning January 1, 1979,
current and retrospectiveissuesof The WashingtonPost
w i l l b e a v a i l a b l eo n 3 5 m m
microfilm exclusively from
Research Publications. Inc.

A new and more comprehensive index to the newspaper
will also be available.The
index will serveas a guide to
this vital sourcefor modern
and contemporary history,
nationaland world news,and
oprnrons.
For detailed information.
pleasecontact:

CustomerOrderDepartment,Research
Publications,
Inc.
12 Lunar Drive,Woodbridge,Connecticut06525 (203) 397-2600

SEARSLIST OF SUBJECTHEADINGS:

CanadianCompanion
Compiled By Ken Haycock And Lynne Isberg
This list of Canadian subject headings
complements and is based on the principles used to develop Sears List of Subject Headings, Eleventh Edition. As in
Sears List, classification numbers have
been assigned to each heading and the
one-column page provides ample space
for the addition of new or modified subject headings according to the needs of
individual libraries.
In the basic edition of. Sears the State
of Ohio and the City of Chicago serve as
"keys" to display the subdivisions that
can be used under any state or city. In
the Canadian Companion the Province
of Manitoba and the City of Vancouver
serye as "key" province and city. Entries
under Canada are given in full, inctuding
historical subdivisions, and the historical
periods are displayed under each province.
Primary sources for the development
of the Canadian Companion include I
List of Canadisn Subject Headings (Canadian Library Association, 1968), Co-

lumbo's Canadian References (Oxford
University Press, 1976), and of course,
the Eleventh Edition of Sears List of Subiect Headings. Where desirable and pos'
sible, headings which appeared in the
now out-of-print A List of Canadiqn
Subject Headings have been retained for
the sake of consistency and precedent.
Sears List of Subiect Headings: Canadian Companion is expected to be useful
to school and public libraries, faculty of
Library Sciencestudents, Ministry of Education courses for 0eacher-librarians,
and as a reference tool for book wholesalers in Canada as well as in the United
States.
Mr. Ken Haycock is the current president of the Canadian Library Association. and is Coordinator of Library Services, Vancouver School Board. Ms.
Lynne Isberg is Manager, Central Processing Centre, Library Services Department, Vancouver School Board50p. 1978. (U8242-M29-0). $5.s0, U.S.
and Canada: $6.50, other countries.

SAMPLEENTRIESFROMCANADIANCOMPANIOI{
Acr.lir
971.01
Use for materials dealing with France's
Atlantic
seaboard possessions in the
New World including what is now
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince
'atrd
parts of Maine
Edward Island
and Quebec
Aodtanc
971.01
971.01
Acadians-E4pulsim,
1755
x Winslow's Expedition for thc Expulsion
of the Acadiaas, 1755
971.04
Act of Union (1841)
r: Canada-Hlstory -1841-1t67
Actom atrd acheses; Cuadian
920i 927
Canadian; Canada-Actors
*Actresses,
and actresses; Canadian actors agd
actresses
ud
See Actors
acActresses, Canadian.
tresses, Crnodim
53O'97l
Agrtculture-enarh
* Canada-A8riculture

IntdgoverDme[trl
tax relatlons-Canath
336.2
tax relations; Fedl Dominion-provincial
tu
relations-Canada;
eral-provincial
tax relations
Provincial-municipal
970.3
Inult-Csnada
May bc subdivided as appropriate like In
dlrns of North Anerica-Canada
Esqui'
Indians-Canada;
* EsUmaum
Innuit-Cmada
maux-Canada;
lftcr'
See Cmdian
Inuit-Canada-Literature.
Innit NuttoB
aturFcatredim
See Canailian lit'
Inuit literature (Canadian).
Inuit authorg
errture{anadian
333.9; 631.7
Irrtgation-Canaila
.* Canada-Irigation
Ioual.
,See French langoage in Cuaih
,See Canada Day
July First.
t69.4
fuiorAchievement
Klondike gold fields. See Gold dlscoY€riesCrnaah
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