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ABSTRACT - L \

This study attemﬁfed to analyze methods of c¢llec fdn building

in seven western Canadian university libraries and o dcto‘miﬁe how

their procedures- may, have been-influenced by~ contcwmorary ipproaches

-

to collection buxldiny, developed since the middle of this century.

<

These approaches include: /

1. ﬁcveloping officiai sélectiou policies in academic libraries.
These policié; have to be revised reguldrly to snga as
guiaelines to book selectors.

2, 'ﬁﬁilding scpafate départments.in acédemic libraries to over-
see ali selection activities.

3. Employing qualified librar}ans with either advanced 1ibrary.

4 .
degreecs inAsubject-fiél s>or-£asic library degrees plus
sﬁbstantial experience i acaéeﬁic liﬁrgries,.to be'cntrustéd

with collections development fespon§ibilities.

4. Promoting cooperation in book selection between librarians and

faculty.

5. Awarding final responsibility for collection building to the

- chief librarian.ﬂ

Mail-back questionnaires followed by visits and interviews were

-]
used to obtain data.

Results of the study indicate that five of the seven uhiversity
libraries studied have modernized or are modernizing their book
selection mechanics in the light of the points listed above. Three of

the seven have completed selection policiles, two of which have been

-

publicized. Two of the libraries are in the process of completing

) . Feaes . i
e Gt B



b -
»

\ ' J

- . o .
theirs. One library has just started to collect data for formulating

its policy?

The two librarids which follow traditional practice are
attached to two of the older institutionts in Western Canada. These
libraries rely mainly on faculty recommendations for building their

collections. The five libraries which have changed include onekplder

+ ldbrary and four new ones, products of the higher education boom of

. PANESIN
: -~

the nineteen-sixties.

ju——

Librarians who have modernized their techniques find faculties'
: coopefative. Book selection poliqies”so far completed are found to be

useful to all book selectors.‘ r

vi
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CHAPTEK 1
THE STATE OF THE ART.

The area of book sclection in academic libraries has been a
relatively neglected fie}d#?n North American library sorviCel untile

recently. Dantqef has pointed out that, prior to 1875, one could

hardly speak of systematic book selection ‘in American academic
. - . N

libraries. Book budgets were small and collectjon development

haphazard, dependlng heavily on gifts. Brubacher and Rudy3 have
3
maintained that at this.time higher education was largely dependent

4

on lectures and text books. Thus the library and book collection in

the universities played only marginal roles.

Danton showed that the median increasesof volumes in the
largest Americag university lib¥aries between 1850 and 1875 was only

a ‘

823 volumes per year per library. During that perlod only the
Harvard collectlon could be described as a university- callble
11brary.4 ‘ B T

Towards the end of the nideXeenth century, university
education in North America began gd.beAinfiuenced by the German
principles of freedom in teaching and in learning. This resulted in
the introduction of electives and the proliferation of courses. The

Germans also considered the sciences as valuable a study as the

humanities Teaching and learning methods therefore had to be

v

adapted to ikthis new'bhllosophy, and the supporting library materlaij/,,\\‘

were increasingly recognlzed as being essential. As a result,

ol

collections began to grow rapidly. However, librarians became more

concerned with organization and circulation of the collections than

Y

1



,&" 1e revolution that occurred in educational systems had its
parallel in publishing. Book publishing and the book trade sinqe 1900
steadily  expanded; America became less dependent on Europe} and the
number'of titles.to choose among multipliqd_on either side of the

I3

Atlantic. Thereéfter, in the light of'escalating book budgets, it 2

became less and less practical to rely on faculty only, for academic‘r'

library book selection 6

mFaculty Book Selection

The nineteenth century expansion of American universities

' coincided with a perioa in German university libra}ianship_in which

~ the librarian was basically a technician or a service clerk to the

faculty and the students. Danton has described how, for «collection

Iad

building in the German universities, detailed regulations or
directives were issued by the university administration. In most

cases, faculty library commitfees or commissions were charged with

-~

the task of selecting library materials. The regulations were so

. ‘ . @ .
detailed that even the ratios by which book funds were to be -

° T - . a

distributed between various departments and faculties were clearly

spelled out.7
American scholars imported this pattern into-their

universities in the nineteenth century. As a result, American

universities foundeg before and immediately after 1900 tended to

develop the practice of allocating the bulk of their book funds and
N 4

relying on the faculty members ¢and facult; committees for most

collection development.s
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The Germans, however, changed their%approach before the

'3 |

»ninQQeéntﬂ égptury was out. They wéré almost the first to adopt the_
system of book selection by subject speciaiists in aCadgmic libraries,
but this had little influence on Amcrican library systeﬁs’already set
up and workipg. The rationale for entrusting the fachlty withvbook”
~selection was unassailable to the proponents of this viewl' They
argued that the faculty members knew their subjeét fields and ﬁhe .
reépecfive.literatutes better than did librarians, and therefore could

Judge the v&&ue of a book better. Furthermore, teaching staff knew

N

their own library needs and those of their students better than any

librarian could.

-~

In 1937, McCrum stated: "The faculty-. . . 1is the expensivé
agent in book\séIéction as the libfa;ian is its intensive oréénizer."g
It w&s also believéd that the faculty rééresented.the totality of‘
‘knowledge within'fhe individual universities, and their recommenda-

tions in their fields of specialization, put ‘together, formed a well-

. -

rounded collection.lO In 1954, McKeon summed up the position thu$?
A P _ o
! . « .. as collaboritors with the library they (those A
devoted members who have a natural interest impelling them)
select the books to be acquired in the subject concerned in
the curriculum. It is. not too much to say that a College -
library is as good as the faculty it serves:

The disadvantages of book selectjon by fgkﬁity alone, however;

~

gradu;lly became obvious to-people concerned with collection building
in upiversity libraries.“ As early as 1897 Péttet'éxpressed.the vigw
that a faculty member could not be relied upon‘go carry oﬁ-éystematic
énd cohsistenf-selection even in his own area?gf teaching and study.12

In 1932 Raﬁdall bitterly crificised departmenta} allocation of book
. ! ‘ .



Y

. funds and stréssed that the university administratien shouid realise .

. \ : ' -
‘that "the ‘primaty responsibility of the librarian In a college library

is to maintain balance in the collection and to make ‘sure that future

13 -

needs as well as present needs are filled."™ He strongly recommended-

stopplng this practlce which had allowed ind1v1dual 1dlosyncrasiES of -

faculty to play too significant a role in selection: 'The’ result has .

A

been poorly balanced book collections with some subjects overdeveloped

and some ne lected."la As a remedy, he wanted nniversity librarians
24

* to appoint llbrarians capable of choosingmbooks in the light of the
aims of the college and WIth an eye to .the devclopment of the library

collection as a unit. He also wanted universlty authorities to give

)
such llbrarians w1de powers- to make use of any funds available for

acquiring library books . 1° . ™

Danton, in 1935216¢snrveyed the factors which influenced book

selection activities in twenty—three,liberal‘arts colleges in,North

: >
ﬂAmerica. He 1nvestigated whether ”the pjescnce of certain factors

&
of book selection tend to result in satisfactory book collections
and absence of such factors make“for unsatisfactory ones’ If SO
) . < &
what are those factors?"l7 His criterien for a satisfactory collection

was based upon- the percentage of titles from Shaw's List ®f Books fot
. . . X
College Librarie518 held by each of the college libraries he surveyed.

v ;’v'c.

h

The highér'ﬁhe percentég%_of ShaW(s‘tixles hg?d, the more satisfactory'
= the collection. He conclndedithat’;“trained librarian responsible

for bodkvselection, with‘adeouate:financial support,;as well as’ good
backgrbund knowledge.anQREXperiénce in collection bnilding, usually

had satisﬁactOry holgings, and that‘libraries using.such librarians

@

2 o ST o



performed better than tﬁose who relled on faculty selections only.19

This may only have meant, however, that the librarians were familiar

with Shaw; and used the list for selection purposes, prior to the

(]

survey.

In a further study in 1963, Danton summed up his position as

5 ™

follows:
the evidente and position of this study are not
in opp051L10n to faculty participation - to the fullest -
in; . . . book selection . . . . The ev1dence is rather
against faculty's .ultimate authority. and responsibility,
against the largely unrestricted allocation of funds
against too great reliance on the’ faculty . . . against
the uncoordinated collection building, -inadvertent
imbalances. 20

In a lengthy article published inm 1967, he urged university
. < ' . ’
libraries to: o
ST , | . ¢ _
. . ‘move ai speedily as possible towards a comprehensive -
plan of book selection by library staff specialists. Such
a plan should in no sense inhibit or prevent able and willing
members of -the faculty from selecting books in their -fields
it would place authority where responsibility now generally
exists. :

& Anot%er éd%pcate of book selection by the library staff was

: -Metcélﬁ:

. too much reliance on faculty initiative has been
unfortunate, I might also say disastreus-:. . . while we -
- 'should not expect faculty to do thework w1thout aid or '
compu151on, full benefit of the special knowledge residing:
w1th its members should We taken advantage of and every
, ‘effort made to persuade its members to suggest freely titles
K for purchase and also to cover systematlcally the fields in
which they work.’'I believe that at least in large institutions-
the subJects which the library tries to cover should be d1v1ded
between ﬁembers of the library staff. 22~
. [+ . . '
Metcalf stressed that the librarians who would be asked to do this .
. xS .
must have basic knowledée of the subject fields they cover.

!

»



7¢%" " Thus it can be seen Lhat the protagonists of llbrary staff

v
.

selection arq}uot in any way opposed to faculty making recommendations
in their an atcds ol competence. They'ére'concerned rather about
librarianj meéting the responsibility of rounding off faculty
selection through‘sustained and organized efforts. Evén where the

librarians are involved in selection, Metcalf says, they should not

.\\(,
necessarlly just-choose titles but "should have the responsiballty

of seerng that there are called to the attention of the faculty

" members who are sp°c1allsts, the various lists of new books and old

23

books that are avall!blc " He remarked that such actiﬂn almost

compels the faculty to recommend consistently. Librarians should

then try ‘to cover materials "that fall between the d1fferent llnes

S

’ 2
cared for by the faculty and thus round out the work."‘4 Agiearly

'

as 1940 Metcali was suggestlng cooperative efforts in academic llbrary
-book selectlon between the llbrarlans and the faculty.
. Other 31gniﬁicant studies followed: Bach, 2> studied the data

collected from fifty—fiye American academic libraries, responding to

a questionnaire sent out in 1955 by Merritt, from the Uniyersity of

-California. : A V S _ ‘ . 4’f

. . : . 2
From the data collected Bach classified the libraries 1nto

three categories, accordlng to the role of the 11brar1ans in selectlng

library materials:

Y

- o

1. Self-effacing llbrarles, characterlsed by over-rellance on

the faculty lerarles in thls category numbered 1ess than

half a dozen.



i ‘ / : ;.
2. Libraries in which materials adL selected by faculty with
. e
the aid of librarians. In these libraries, recommendation

is left entirely in the hands of the faculty members., The

library staff supplements and rounds out facullty buying in

various fields. . -

3. Libraries in which materials are -selected by the librdry

with the aid and advice of the faculty. These numbered six

_and represented "the avant garde of librarianship in matter of = -
,library responsibility in book selection."26 |
Bach concluded'

.,that the librarian ought to assume responsibility for
‘the developmcnt 6f the library collection. - If he fails to
do so, he is merely a custodian of books, a élorified research
assistant, a bu31ncss manager .at the most.

o

He p01nted out that librariang should not expect faculty to do

o

three jobs well - "teach, do research and develop library collections "2&”

He regarded this as being unfair to the faculty members, Bach's study

has been particularly relevant to the present study in the sense that

: he‘demonstrated that, as far back as 1955, cooperation in book .

selection1gad‘become'the majority practice in the academic libraries he
| N

studied.

Betneen Danton's: dlssertation in 1935 and another-maJor study
- ‘
by Evans in 1969, many other researchers haveé examined problems of
book selectlon in academic 11brar1es and’ suggested various approaches
1. Freedom of action for librarians in matters affecting \
collectlon bu1lding. Orr,30 Pullen’,’31 and Tauber 32

2, Training of subject specialists in book selection for

academic libraries: McCrum,33'Metca1f and Williams.34‘



3. Development of an Acquisition unit as a .separate department:

Wulfckbette423§

4, Blanket orders or en blbcAcpllecpion (or All-The-Looks Plan)l
in which the Library of Congress led the way:36 William§,37

Greenaway,38 Gore,39 Coffin,ao and many oﬁhe;g.

What is significant about Eﬂeée new techniques is that each
one has been tried with some success by one or more academic
libraries, but not Qithout raising new probiems.' For example, the
librarian's control of the book budgetvshould not be so strihgent as
to refrain from indicating what share of the budget each faculty anq
department'has; employﬁeht Af subject specialists and development of
separate éeléction departments has’serious‘finanéial implicatiqns;
blanket,acquisition brings many financiél and administfative
problems. )
' ‘ o

In 1969 Evans surveyed four universit§ libraries in which
Bgok selection is done by both gfculty énd_library staff to rouph )

out purchases on blanket and approval plans. He wanted to find gut

/
/-

whether there is a relationship between the réspdnsibiiity‘fop/book
selection and the use made of the collections sd.acquiredl He

concluded that: ''"There is a real differén§e .« + . 1in pattern of

use . . . and . . . method of éélection."Al He pointéd out that,
at each of the four universities, the circulation figures of new
titles acquired through blanket order seemed to show a consistently

lower percéntagé than those selected by faculty or librarians. He

wentlﬁn to say ‘that .those selected by 1ibrafiéns showed the highest

percentages of circulated titles.42

37 : ’ -



Evans was later criticised by Roth who claimed that Evans'

results could equally support contrary conclusions, namely that. .

jobVare as effective, wi'thi\r{ static "ly insignificant lirlnits,

]

1

as faculty or librarians.43' Evang' wo. <-aled that, since Bach

L4 .
wrote, some significant changes haé%\taken place in academic library

book selection ‘approaches. LibrariaSS have not only'moved into book
selection,‘but have also been provedAto be doing 1t well.

Librarlans were not opposed to faoulty book selection ' only
to librarians abdlcaling their responsibllity, and to what Bixler
‘ldescribed'as "a gfod deal of haphazardness about the way in which
most.college library book collections are‘built up"44 by the faculty
members. Evans outlined a number of Teasons against\building an

i
[

academic 1ibrary on faculty recommendatlons alomne: \*\\\

1. Few faculty members have time tovdevote to the-selection of
books, and the time they do have seldom occurs in such a. way
as to allow for development of regular and systematic
procedure in their selectlons.

i 2. Information concerﬁing needs;.asluell as the‘requisite

selection tools, must be supplied to faculty members, who

should then make their selections systematically and épeedily.

3. Faculty members heie\been observed to seleet‘only in their.

fields of interest. It is felt that-a professor may not

necessafily be better in selecting outside'his field théu a -

'~ librarian would be. If‘all faculty members were willing'to

participate actlvely,_this might not. be a serious problem,

Pad o
ks o

but experience has. shown that they do not. Even where they

Wy



: approach to a solution . . . of problems of book selection."

10
v

have allocations, some departments do not spend until the
last“days of the financial year, and such a procedureﬁcannot
~ result in systematic,'carcfully considered collection building.

4, Faculty who select consistently have been found to be
emphas1zing their own specialvinterests at the expense of
their departments. Both Downs46band Miller47 have noted.this.”

; Downs believed that'”only'a handful of faculty men were book

S B .
men in the sense that they used judgement in submitting -

.
e
R

recommendations 1n their flelds."L

In an 1nteresting contribution to tﬁ&s debate Burdick, a

'_history professor, stated that in San Jose State College'

The responsibillty for expandlng the holdlngs is divided
among 25-30 souls, some interested, others oblivious, and a
minority intellectually dead.. They order whatever happens
to strike their fancy, what they selfishly desire for their
" personal esoteric projects.- - —The product is uneven,
" questionable on every hand except quantlty and of dubious
value to future generations., ‘ - :

. .
Librarians have been considered incompetent to:fecommend

titles because of lack. of subject background. Writers, such as

[

N

Metcalfsq'aﬁd'Osbprn,él have suggested the.use'of subject specialists

.as the ideal method of selection, but evidence.has now:shown that they

are not only expensive, but also there is a 11m1t to what they can
ﬂ

accomplish >2 Rev1ew1ng the situation at Harvardlln 1955 Osborn

ey

noted that the employment of this category of staff is "the ideal
53 .

Since the fifties, accordihg tOZHaro, subject specialists have

=continued to increase ind number in academic librarie's.s'4 In 1966,

Byrd reported as many as ten such subject specialists ih the Indiana

an
- .
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;N“He‘felt the objectives were already‘being achieved. But, in that

\\\ T, 1

“University Library55 and claimed that they should accomplish three
) \

objectives:
l.. Improve faculty-library communication.{
2. Give improved special hibiiographic service to readers.
3. Inprove thg book selection procedures, primarily'through

better coordination of requests,

same'report{ Byrd raised :a very crucial issue: "Capable subjéét

librarians represent a considerable annual investment- in sa]arics"'

' which many libraries cannot afford. And biblioglaphers, like faculty

e

members, may fail to keep up with the informatlon exp1051on

The "Get 'em All" Theory.57

It has been noted that changes in academic programmes, and-
correspondlng heavy demands on 11brary resources were accompanied by

increased publishing, thus creating the problem of how to achieve

. -

complete or adequate coverage. There was also growing realization
among university administrators that substantlal increases in book

budgets were required. The flgures for Canadlan universities alone

.
>

show that from 196L expenditures on 1ibrary materials rose from

$2,040, 571 to $23,091, 579 in 1970, and that the increase from 1961

o

to 1962 was 55 6 per cent. >8 The follow1ng figures for the Univer31ty

of Alberta further 1llustrate this

, Volume in stock . Expenditures on books
1931 45,000 - $ 12,000

1956 178,400 - o 0§ 42,700



127

1%

.'§?061ume in stock ' Expenditures on books (Cont'd)
1961 288,338 . ' ' $ 183,700°°
1970 975,486 $2,041,306.64.50 . s

Increasing book budgets and proliferating titles;requiréd new

techniques for/collecting. Downs has remarked that, as a university

o

library approaches a certain size, its method of collecting will
become more complex "at least in fields of maximum specialization;"él

Thus mény research libraries in the face of mounting demands may find
themselves collecting rather than selecting.62

Probably no other new trend in book selection has stimulated
~so much interest, controversy, and misunderstanding as the use of .
bléﬁ%ééiénd approval plans in collectionlﬁuilding. Gore,f?3 Duéley64
..‘and Coffin,65 all s;pport this method. A study by Axford notéd‘trends
that "reflect the intuitive genius and pragmatically oriented intellect
of the’prbfession probi;glseveralApromising routes into the futﬁpe."66
He argued that proponents and dpponentg.alike viewed approval plans
largély in 1solation from the total acduisition and processing
' system.67 His'studylwas to determine the savings in cost and man-
“hours achie&ed by the use of.this:prograﬁme.b Hisnconclusion was that
approval and blanket érdering were here to stay, and libraries making\ »
use of théée programmes were making giénifiéant savings in mgnéhqu?S
as*well as'échiéving‘bettgr coverage.68 ‘. ' 3

A major criticism of Blanketfanﬂ approval plané is that they
have Sfought into the l?brary many'uhwanted titles. Th%f stand.has

been maintained by those‘opkosed to the Fafmington PIan.69 Evéh

when the library does not have to accept unwanted items, there 1is

t ~ =
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the expense and inconvience of shipping them back
b

13

ave seen in en.bloc collection methods

Some librarians -

4 worse abdication of selcctlon

responsibility by librarians to publiSerS and book de
to the faculty. ;

ey

alers than ever
*“.’
Danton saw in Tt

a set ‘of conditions [that] provides

a perfect culture for the blrth and maintenance of b1bliothecally
dangerous bacteria."’?

In addition to these searches for a solution to collection
building in academic libraries,

recent thinklng on machine book
selection (computer assisted book selection) has been set forth by
Morrison,71 Rouse, 2 Pay_ne73 and Kosa.74 Rouse points out, however,
t Jthat book selection 1s a gomplex operation which is neither consistent
nor standardized, and t

refore does not lend itself to ‘automation.

-
'

" His title epitomises his view of machine appllcatlon to book selection:
" H75
Automatlon Stops Here.

'J
. 5’
Cooperative'Efforts

It will be noted that none of the theorles thus far examined

has prov1ded a fully dependable formula for collection building in
university . -libraries

Each has its advantages and obv1ous limitations

The search for a SOlUthD has therefore taken a new d1rect10n,
joint respon31b111ty,

that of
in which book selectlon is neither solely
faculty—oriented

» nor llbrary staff centred where items are choben
because the materlals are really wanted

Danton has advised that no
single t1t1e should find fts way into any. library unless someone has
76 : .
passed.judgement on it.
The library, Danton further asserted

"is usually the major
laboratory and research instrument of the university and it is the
\ .
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only‘true image of the totality of that for which the university
stands and exists."77 To build up a reputable image for the library,

Lyle, in The President, the Professor-and the College Librarv,78

suggested that the proper approach was cooperation among all Céhcerned.
This joint effort should involve tii.. administration, faculty and
library staff. The president should be*sg;pathetic to library needs
and readily accesqlble to the llbrariaﬂ‘\ The librarlan should have
_a clearly dofincd and enlightened acquisition programme indicating
objecllves, 1evels‘of collecting responsibilities, and an effective
organizatioﬁ. Above all, the library should be llberally funded.
He reminded boLh the llbrarlan and faculty of their "two fold
rcspon31b111ty: to keep the collection up to date, and to flll gaps
in the collection.' n79 Lyle flrmly believed that 'no 51ngle‘
individ;al shoUld be allowed to exercise undue control over the
activities connected with building the library collection;”SO

Lyie's stand was-widely_supborted. Réportiqg on the situation
at Harvard, Osborn81 noted that there had tradiLi;nally been é sharipg
Vofncollecting responsibility between faculty and libra;y staff,

because of tbe magnitude of the operation.
Clarke and Cooklock récognized that "wbrking closely with
individual faculty members (in book selection) requires considerable.
time and patience from the}librériags” but they were confident that
"the results prove well worth the effort" because the best quality
libraries were built "by facﬁlty and 1iEréfy#;taff working togethei

as colleagues."82 The area of faculty-library staff cooperation in

collection building has therefore developed as an effective and
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rational approach. The Guide to Canadian University iibrary Standards

(1961-1964) emphasized this in stating that "book selection should be

the joint responsibility of the teaching staff and library staff.”83

Later (but not yet approved) standards rqaffirﬁed this belief. -After

[

reviewing the problems of book sclection in academic libraries, the

»

compllers came to the-conclusion that both faculty and Yibrary staff

selections are Bampg:ed by eqﬁal“if different weaknesses and advised

S ) - ' .
that "the answer lies . . . in the grey. are%/gf‘cooperation."BA

Book Selection Policies and'Procedures.

Lo

In order to allow-égéry selector;to,play hi; proper roié, the
drgfﬁ report of the new Canadian Standards Committee (1971) maintained
that '"the particula? expertise of each cooperating member can be
recognized and set fortha"85 So also did Williams,86 Duff and . )

89 and Orne.

Berdahl,82 Downs,88 &anton
| " However, Bach notea.igwhiiwftuay that many university
librarians are little{conéerned about written acquisition policies for
following reasoﬁé!”wﬁ
1. Acquisition.policies are.diffiCUlt to formulate where it is
. not clear.wﬁat university curricula and researcﬂ inﬁentions
_.are; ‘
. 2. S;me librarians are satisfied with‘the staﬁhg gﬁo and do not
want to be involvea in changes that may stir up disagreements.
3. Acquisition'poligieé may go.out of date as éoon as adopted.
Névertheiess, some fo?m_of\policy, f:eferabiy written, would

facilitate the making of judgements and'deqiéiOnsfgl'
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The evidence indicates that there is a recent trend towards

formal book selection policies in university libraries. A recent
/ .z

study conducted by the National Library of Canada shows that 61

. ) ’

per cent of Canadlan univer51ty librarieq have laid down general

selection policies either written or unwritten and that at least

three have been published.‘vg2

n

Other measures recommended in the literature to enhance

cooperation in book selection include:

1. Establishing an office to coordinate and gulde book seléction

adtivities (Chapin and McCoy).93
2.. Formallzing lines of communlcatlon between the faCultv and

the library staff in matters of book selection (Lyle) 3‘

LY

3. Supplying faculty'with bibliographic information,_and

. librarians with informatlon on-developments in academic

prngrammes (Orr).gs i : , _ | ' e
4, Awarding'reSponsibility fnt final‘decisions to the library,

with the unlver51ty librarian controlling the book budgets

(Danton) The role of the library commlttee should be

advisory; its interference  in selection is .unwise and

. i . '.97'
unnecessary. .

3

Foreign Area Studies: Selection of Mate;EaTE“on Selected Commonwealth
Countries. . ' : '

A problem area:in selection is in foreign area study materials;
publicgh,ons from many of these places are dlfficult to acquire. Both
their pubaashlng and book trades are still poorly organlzed -- where

"they are o:.anized atvall.» Varilous experiments in acquisition have
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been tried by very many organizations._'Typicdl examples are the

Farmington Plan,98 NPAC (National Progrgm for Acquisition and

Cataloguing) in the U.S.l,499 and SCOLMA. (Standing Conference on Library

Materials on Afrlca) in Great Brltain.loo { ' e

The best discussion, for the purposes of t419 study, on,

approaches to collecting in such areas appears'in the papers presented

to the Conference on the Acquisition of Material on Africa, University

of Birmingham, ‘69,_, In these papers, ‘librarians who have had years .

e

of experience in acquiring materials from developing countries made

L, 8 . . . . \

the following recommendations:

1. Special arrangements' snch as ‘deposit accounts with thé'

suppliers. A good example of this is the U.S. Publlc ‘Law 480
- It was noted by Downs ‘that, as early as 1961 Gibson had
recommended this highly for Canadian‘academic llhrarles. He

described the‘project as bringing back to Canada,»with

Canadian surpﬁus ﬁunds, "riches of. the cultzFe of the East to

/Ghich our univers1t1es, at least, are becoming increasingly

- . alert.' %02 This recommendation has now beeh implemented by

Canadian libraries in the Shastri Institute Programme,?l03

voperared'by the National Library-in,conjnnction with some

Canadiénfuniversity'1%brariesv . I, .-

2. Exchange programmes:, becauseVéome of -the local publications

of these places never find'their way into the open | marketé,
> /
and many such publicatlons belong to learned institutiops . and

.

_re§earch organlzations, an exchange arnéngeMent is sugg sted

Reporting on the achievement of the lerarzxof Congress Office

0l
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f

in Nairobie Kenya, Moorelo4 expressed deep satisfaction with
the quantity and quality of materials received through

exchanges.

3. RefinementsEx Rupp,lo? who has dealt with exchange programmes

o

4

e

in detail, suggests the following{ ' \\

- (a) Regional specialization: lrbraries collecting from

°

unorganized areas can do better by concentratnng on

specific regions and may agree among themselves on some -

, cooperative arrangements for ‘the use of materials acqu1red

"]

(b) Use of acqu131tion lists of’ established 1nst1tutions E‘. &2

collecting in the regions to be covered ) many established
) (1.
instltutions have several contacts and- exchange arrange-—

B

ments .and recelve titles not normally noted in b1bliograph1cb

tools. Use of such acce331on lists might help librarians

learn of the existence of some titles they may never,

-

otherwike have knowh of. ‘ L

<

)

() Personal relationsﬁips: uhaving d%ose ties and buying.K
- ,arrangements with scholars ‘who visit these reglons from
time to tlme to carry out researchps or. attend conferences

vhas been found useful

ﬁibliographic sources:‘ Davies%oé recommended-the'use'of

o ) -~
8

‘special bibliographies from publishers, dealers, scholars

journals and 1nstitutions engaged in these area studles. Thls
was in addition to establishing a working relationshlp with

8ealers who had spec1al contacts w1th the particular regions'
rs & -
the library was interested in.- Davies outlined his own’ 11brary

A . 2 . : R 3

) - o

o
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< artange&entgpapd cmphdéiicd that he succeedeé in getting his
most~valuabié'things by establishing relations with the
; institugioqs‘éf higher learning and booksellers within the
rncounfries oflﬂ!‘speéial int;rest. fSuéqlf'arrangemonts e
o made may be ¢ ongthened byfoccasional purchasing expeditions.
Area cdllecting then, in common with collection bﬁi]ding in

géheral, has its special problems - problems, morebvér; which’

cannot be separated from contemporary educational and
4 . ’

publishing developments. .
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CHAPTER IT
PROBLEM AND METHODOLOGY .

The great expansion of universities in recent decades,

together with considerable change in teaching methods, has resulted

in significant néw pressures on the resources of university libraries.

At the same time, ‘despite s1gnificantly expanded book budgets, the

s -

dramatic postJWar“uﬁsurge in puhli'shing1 has made the problem of
selection more acute than_ever.

This study is therefore intended to examine closely the

Ay

existing practices in western banadian universities, together with
their theorles of collection building

The aspects being investigated are divided into three

principal problem'areas of chlection development:
1. Book selection policies for acadenmic libraries It wes
thought necessary to find out whether those responsible for
book selection in academic libraries have any principles

guiding them, and, if soy, to whet extent they have'been

i

) effective.

1

2. Who are the book selectors and what areas do they cover?
This leads to investigatlng the degree of: respon51bility for

"selection, and how book selection duties are a331pned

LR

3. "Other faétors influencing book selection, internal and

external; Within the library,_availability oﬁ'selection

_tools and control of book budgets may affect collections

-

External influences, such as the 1ibrary'committee, may also

i

27
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have some impact on assignment of book $election responsibil-
ities.

As a double check, it was thought useful to examine specifically
the effect existil 'icies and practices have on collection building
in certain Commonwe(lri ««"ea studies in the libraries examined.

No attempt is ”herefore made to advance any new theory of
collection building in academi~ libraries, nor to join in the debates -
whether faculty or: library staff -clection is the better. The study
is intended to examine existing practices in actual academic libraries
with a view to finding’out bow far developing theory from Danton to
Evans has influenced methods of collection building in the seven

university libraries studied, and with what results.

.;"0 5

lhe Universities and Their Libraries. e ‘ : e

'To approach the study of selection‘policies, procedures and
practices. in the university libraries studied, a brief introduction
to the universities and their libraries is included.

Seven university 11braries ofiwestern Canada were chosen.
These institutions are of two types: f L

1. The older'universities of western Canada_founded in the

early twentieth century.

(a) The University of Alberta in Edmonton, founded in 1906.

(b) The Univer51ty of Saskatchewan in Saskatoon, founded in

1907. |

(c) The University of British Columbia in Vancouver, founded

in 1908.
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LY

™o
2. The new.universities developed during the second half of the

century. e S
(a)‘The University of Saskatéhe&an,ARegina Campus, which‘
attained its pgesentvsemi—autoﬁomous status in 1961. It
‘began as ‘a church 'school in-l911 and was ;aken over as a
junior College of The UniQersity of Saskatchewan in 1934.
(b) The University of-Victorié, granted autonomy in 1963,'
which ﬁegah aé Victoria College in 1903, from 1903 to 19i4
was affiliated with McGill University, and from 1914 to
1963 was a junior'coilege of the Univgrsity of British‘
Columbia. l 7 N | |
(c) Simon Fraser University. in Burnaby; British Columbia,
was established ip 1963vby the Ac;~é£ the érovincial
Government énd opened in 1965.
(d)‘The Uni;ersity of Ca@gary, which became autonomous in 1966{‘
‘It was established in 1945 as the Uniyersity of Alberta,
Calgary Brédgh,.gnd‘also,began as a junior college. .
e L Each'university offers both undergraduage and grad@ate
progranmes énd\g£an?§ its own degrees; Each has areés of conCenfra— :

i

‘tion iﬂ the sciences, social sciences.and the humanities. Three (the

Universities of Alberta, Calgary, and Saskatcﬁewan,-Saskatoon) offef

some courses on the Commonwealth countries included in this study,

“.while three (the Universities Bf British Columbia, Simon Fraser, and

Victoria) have established area studies programmes concerning some

J

part of the Commonwealth countries speéifically investigated here.

> —

-
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It is hypothesized iIn this study that the older.universities

are likely. to favour the traditional approaches to book seélection in

f . = N i

North America, while the younger ones will be more,likely to have been
influenced by recent concepts in collectionsldevelopment.- A common
characteristic of the "younger" institutions is-that‘each, with thei
exception of Simon Fraser University, branched out from the older
institutions within 1its province. It was deduced therefore, that how-
ever much the new ones may have.been influenced by new ideas, they

:

.may still retain some inherited tendencies from . the older ones.

v
~

Preliminary Data Collection Techniques.

‘ ~ .
1. .The calendarsiof the universities were checked to. collect
Ve

information on the courses offered in social sciences and

<
~

:humanities. Then because certain Commonwealth studies have .
been singled out to demonstrate in the study how collection
bullding teehniques may affect some area studies, the courses
offered in’ Commonwealth area studies were noted A li%t of
such courses’ (and their respective levels) offered by each.
university was compiled (Appendix D)

2. A questionnaire exploring the application of the new methods
.of collection development was drawn up. (Appendix B). The~' S
questionnaire was pPretested, u51ng experienced librariansband

g\._, : faculty members of the School of Library Science. It was then

.fsent duplicate to each univer51ty library with the intent ~
o

that one copy be returned for study before follow—upvvisitsf

to the libraries took place

-



3. A separate.list of toplcs was drawn up‘as a guide for

Udiscussionsvwith‘those faculty'members who narticipate in
book selection on éommonwealth area studies. ‘&Appendix c).
_Six libraries responded‘b;.mail, and during‘the‘site visit;
the remaining 1ibrary completed its questionnaire; ther2f9r§“f
a‘100 per cent response to the.qdestignnaire'was achie;ed.
4. The university librariengere visited between August 4th and
‘ 31st, 1973. Librarians responsible for book selection‘and
those connected with order processing were interviewed. The
‘Anumbers interviewed in each library are given in Table 1.
;ftJQ Heads ot.collections departments,were interviewed first to
;E?F- clarify answers returned in the questiennaires. 'Then, the:
. - library card catalogues:and acquisitionlareas were checkedvm
for teols used in selecting books for Commpnweaitn-studiest
Otherjlibrarians involved in book selection and‘collectiod | !W‘_:

-building were also interviewed concerning‘their responsibil-

ities. They were a:ked particularly to describe the uses

i
vl

they made of some of the bibliographic tools fognd in their

sectiohs, or the areas they covered The faculty members

available were also intervieWed. These included 1ibrar§

~

v .representatives, those offering courses on appropriate

Commonwealth areas, ‘and those’ chaifmen of teaching departments

who influence book selection arrangements in their departments

But as this visit was undertaken during summer, many faculty.

oS R

members were.bn holiday. The—members interviewed in each -

university are. given in Table 2.

.%\
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" Some university librarians were also interviewed on ‘policy

W v I

matters, especially’ with’ reference to book fund allocation and its

rationale, and library committees and their roles in collection

. a
o

- building e -

¢

\

-

Allganswers were recorded, and the data collected were coded

¢

whereﬂpbssible‘ The libraries were then separated into three groupsv,
I

according to the. roles thelr staff play in collection bu1lding »This.\

grouping is partly adapted from Bach, % but mahnly grom the e .dence

derived from.the data collected The librarie vere”thereﬁo ghouped

&
1

a according to the degree of influence that current professional 1deas

have on book selection activities ‘ ' - by
4 c “’"‘.'O , . . . . EY
The Groups. - ,d o ‘ ' : '-{;

A. Libraries in which‘librarians actively participate‘in book
selection: o : S

‘Univefgity of British Columbia, (designated as\ﬂgg or Al)

Simon Fraser University, (de81gnated as SFU orlﬁziA

a

University of Victoria, (designated as UV or, A )

-

B. Librarles which combine both old and new approaches to book .

» .
SN

: selectlon both faculty and llbrarians particdpating equally in

book selection .

iae oo ' :
University of~Calgary; (Uesignated as UC-or Bl)

.@ -
Unlversity of Saskatchewany Regina Campus, (designated as’’

»

USRorB)g- S

n

'C., Librarles of the older .universities in which the traditional .

0

methods are.gtill predominant'd

University of Alberta, (designated as UA or Clj - :‘ wa¥ =

*
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University of Saskatchewah ihtsaskatoon, (designited as.USS or

y

¢ C2), R . J . C X

It should‘be;added that {items of infdrmétion<§éllected'from
both'qué;tionnaire and oral interview WGfe 1ater croes—checked witb
N . .
the official records of the unlver81ties before data ana1y51s took

ld

. plac%( Such records included Teports of the university librarians,'

library bulletins, course outlines from the teaching depa:tments

* connected with problems of collection huilding 'in Commonwecalth area

studies, and suéhfacquisitions poiicy'statements as wete~ayailab<fw\

o

" . REFERENCES

-
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. _ DATA ANALYSTS

PART 1:

0
?
~

Group A and B Major Differences

CHAPTER 1II

BOOK SELECTION PRACTICES

Groun\A Libra es ¢

v
|

Group B Libraries

Have qebarate selection

" departments with sLaff solely
devoted to collection
buildirng

Department heads coordinate
all selection activities and’
make final selection
decisions

3

Do bulk of selecting - ask
faculty for advice

. 'Have sporadic tollaboration

‘with faculty

Possess written policy
statements, two of which are
published s ..

-Have special arrangements for
gathering Commonwealth
materials

5

‘department:

' Have no separate selection
selection is done within

subject lelsions

1

Coordinate at divisional level

-

Dlvisions lean heavily on faculty
for. selectlons gu1dance

i

Have close and constant collaboratlon )

o

with faculty

~

Are currently draftlng policy
statements

©

‘Have no special techhique for

gathering Commonwealth materials.

°

SFU (Az) resemblespéroup B in that it also has a subject ,

divisional arrangement and relies on faculty library! representatives

for assistance in book selection, but not as much as\do"the Bfgroup

|

1

N
(S

of libraries, for SFU has a collection development librarian who

directs and organlzeS\collectlon development activities. /

PR \
“q . . ,q ¥4 .7

e’

;M

\.

I

3
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Group A and B Major Similarities
1.. Libraty staff participate in book. selection at all levels and.
in all areas of knowledge treated in thg university.

2. ‘The 1library has full control of the book fund.

-

3. There 1is ‘no external ihterferéﬁce iﬁ'collection_building -

‘there éxistAestablishedzformél—and‘regthr_ﬁeané of communica-

~r
[:2]

—

tion with the teaching staff.
4. Every selector  is specifically assigned some areas of §ubﬁect’
responsibility to cover ~“selections made by both librarians

and faculty members are coordinated within the’library.

'Grogg‘C

g . : .o s .
‘The two libraries in group C are distinctive in not having

éhanged much from orthodox methods. - However, serious efforts are now

__being made to break awéy’from\the bonds of tradition. For example,
——_both libraries\have“estq?lished selections departments‘énd.hired

—_ TN

b}bliogfaphersL u $s¢1eétions'departmehts are headed by

librarians who- oversee selections made-by the library staff only, and

the_library staffs are 1imited to specific areas of knowledge for ;
. . J : . , i

book selection. -UA is working-on the completion of .a written

selection policy. USS atteripted formulating onme in 1969 but gave up

for’ lack of staff. ‘ PR ' B
i ) v ' ‘v ) A ‘ - -»

Factors Influencing Book’ Selection .

v

-

The figures in Table 3.illustrate some .basic factors inf encing

book selection bperations in the. academic libréfies»undér study.?

"
-
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n

"
.

The importance of . the figures lies in their general picture

- L

of collection building in each university involved in the” years 1970-72.
1970 was the actual year to be covered in this study, but since
figures for that year were not available for all the llbraries,
figures for the’ year eltherlimmedlately before or after were used
insteagvand these are indicated in brackets

It may be .seen’ from Table 3 that the sum of money 1nvolved

-and the amount of work requ1red to spend it wisely ‘was substantlal

The first question tg/be discussed therefore, is whether selections

librarians have any’ common precepts to gu1de them in the dlsposition
of their funds S S

Four major elemeinits should concern a unlversity library

administrator in hls efforts to develop hls collections

-1, .The academic objectives of the unlversity which ‘the 11brary

reflects

s
e

2. The resources of" the llbrary, 1ncluding exzstlng collections,

f1nanc1al support and the strength of the library personnel

3. The selectlon policy, written or unwrltten._

-

4. The size and nature of the university community and the use

made of the™ llbrary

~Thls part of the study is ba31cally concerned- with 1tem three.
But as. the four are so closely related, At may be useful to’ sketch
their 1nter—relationship. Academic institutions usually produce from

time to time, in one_form or another, written statements of their

@ain areas of interest in teaching and research. Academic departments'

within the university also produce c0urse listings and outlines. The

L . /_
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legal instrument estab11 hing a univer51ty'often gives in broad outline
what the teachiné and research activities of the. university will be.
These documents constitute the basic data for a librarian to under- |
stand the form and . level of materials required to support the un1versity
program. |
| The university'librarian budgets within the financial limitae

tions of the university"for the library requirements. - The budget
i
includes money for books, salaries, and equ1pment. To assess the use

’

.of collections, 1ibrarrans -keep records of readers, and books

consulted, borrowed or reserved ,

The formulation\of exp11c1t statements on the—gulding prlnciples

of collection building in univer51ty libraries is a recent development

{

in Canada Hence these attempts to determine the guidelines for the

dec131on makers in the seven unlversities. o
f

The questionnaire in this area was de51gned to determine L
» .
1. Whether the librarles have book selection policies, written
‘or unwritten. ‘
21 Who selects.
3. How‘selectidn.is'made.
4. How the book fundsvare spent}'

5.  The effect of procedures and practices on collections

development of Commonwealth area studies.

PART 2: BOOK SELECTION POLICIES

Table 4 outlines the answers given by the llbrarians

concerning their book selection policies I

~
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2

Reaction to Policy Statements

.The in-house library bulleth of UBC reported in December l97d

v‘"Feculty lerary Guide Well Received. n2 A special issue of the library

bulletin had published library policies, including selection policies.

-~
i 3

e " Faculty members were. each given a copy together with a questionnaire

' asking them to- study the policy statement and comment . on it. Detailed
’;““"“analysis of the responses showed that 85 3 per ce///pf those who g k
.returned the questionnalre were very pleased with' the format and
contents of the policy. | : L |
The remaining 16;7 perICent were not opposed to'the;policy;
but were concerned about certain. aspects of it. In the two libraries '
\ y which have made their pollcies known to their community, all evidence

points to favourable faculty reaction and willingness to cooperate.-,

KN

Up—Dating the Policies o
_ : P

- . Threé“university libraries have established formal procedures
T for reviewing‘policy} In UBC there is'a selettion committee which

- meets annually, and may be assembled at. any time on the inv1tat10n

of the collections development librarian. This annual-meeting

e Y

,reviews past performance in collectlon bullding, examines problems

that may have arisen, and allocates the work for the year ahead
- Any decisions requirlng changes in the policy are published;inmthe

-

S o A . _ > ) . o
library‘bulletin, Significant changes may be recorded in the annual

report of the university librarian.' Provision is ‘made for a biennial
review of policy« I

<



In SFU the policy has just been combleted and circulated to
the»facolty library~representatives for comment. A facultylmember
interviewed stated that "no one has -any objection to library

collections pollcy nor library staff participation in collection A

v-" .

building. Once the books are there, in their proper places, the
‘faculty members would hardly bother about how they were acquired "
In this library too,vthere is already machinery for assessing

and reviewing policy._ Each ‘library snbjectqdivision has a committee .

made tp of senior divisional librarians and-facuity'representatives~

. I,
. who, as at UBC meet tourev1ew the. situation from time to time on the

“.inv1tation of the library divi51on heads. The chairmen of these

"committees are elected annually from among the faculty 11brary

a

,;epresegtatives p
PRS- e ‘
<

In\UV there is np formal committee, but it is tradltional for

{

the collections development llbrarian to call a meeting of the library‘
representatlves each new . session to review the library selectibn

objectives for the year. In such meetings (whlch senior librarians

also’ attend) problems that may have arisen in the past year will be -

carefully looked into and resolved. Any decisions taken are‘publlshed;'

RN
y

as at UBC., .

Librarian Opinion = '

. v oo :
The librarians of the three uniyersities expressed deep

5

" satisfaction with the'way_faculty_members;are.cooperating in the -

..

implementatiop_ofbthe'policies.
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Incomplete Policies '

Since the policies_of the libraries in group B (UC and USR)
are not yet completed, and the original drafts were not available

for inspection, no comment is yet poss1ble. However, it is p0551ble

]

to comment on the active roles” the faculty representatives are
'playing in preparing policy. They participate in the d1v1$10nal p
- meetings where these drafts are discussed and ameuded. They help

in providing basic inféormation with which to formulate the 'statements,

and they have keptftheir commyttees informed. on any changes'that may

vhaye taken plaoe since the,exercise began."

e Libraries 1;A;30up C have made little progress in this
direction. USS-made some attempts to draft a policy in 1969 but»
postponedlit.indeflnitely because_of‘shortage of staff. UA is just

beginning, haviﬁg circulated questionnaires to faculty members-to

gather data from which the statements will be drafted:

e

Collection—-sharing in British Columbia

]

Before‘the policies of‘group A libraries (UBcr'SEﬁ, uv)
.were‘coupleted the collections development librarians of.the three
| libraries met.and resolved to carry out surveys of their holdings
and agree on areasiof major collection puilding emphasis‘for each’
institution. |

L

The university librarian of UBC summarised the purpose of

!

. this exercise in his annual report of'l970—ll:

k)
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The problem of reconciling shrinking budgets, increased
production of literature, growing collectiqns and limited
fspace are ones which all research libraries are facing.

In British Columbia -the three public universities have -

been working for a number of years on common solutions to
e these problems. Where overlapping programs of institutions

% - do not make it‘imp0551ble they have been attempting to -
coordinate collections and development in order to avoid '
unnecessary and expensive duplication and triplication.3

The ‘end product of their years of cooperative efforts in
library acqulsitions is contained in the first report (April 1971)

of the\Tri—University.Libraries Collections Task Force.4‘ The
repdft.recommended the dividing of -areas of acquisition-responsibility

among the three libraries. UBC was designated as the main resource

centre for the three univerSities and may collect in depth in many

areas, excluding the special areas of the other two. It will also -
. L 3 '
be primarily responsible for collecting, extensively and 1ntensively,

Asian studies materials ‘ SFU wasﬁmade respon51ble for collecting
. / . 2
African study materials, the main area of concentrat{%n being sub—

Saharan. Africa. UV wds to be respon51b1e fer collecting in the area-
' T )
-of the South Pacific rim.

“

.

The document alsb_recommended rétgnfi}lng eipensine‘items.
All-§ing1e titles eosting morevthan $560 must'be-discnssedvand

‘ approved by the three universities before the interested library may
buy;. There is émpnasis on gvoiding dupliéation in foreign area stgdyA

materials.
: I - . .
This cooperative acquisition policy has-very‘greatly‘in-
fluenced the framing of individual 1ibrary policies. Each policy

- clearly states where it will not duplicate in respect of what the>

others are-doing. There are basically four levels of collecting in
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each Qﬁiversity:
1. Assembling core collections of basic works. iThis includes:
(a) Reference tools,
ib) Standara undergraduate works.
(é) Works required for no pa;ticular courses offered by the
- university, but needed for. general information and ub—
dating in CUrreﬁt affaiﬁs. |
2, Collgcting works ot adv#néed levels; especially specific .
réquirements r ¢ .duate studies.’ |
3. Collecting intensively in speclalized schqlarlj fields.
4, Assemﬁling ini- depth Qnique coliectioné, including archival,
map and non-book materials. . .'
The most comprehensive of the three policié& is that of SFU.
It opens with clear definitions of the library's objéCtives, Fhen..
ouLlines the levels of collecting. The policy assigns selectiqp
' responsibilities, indicating the areas which are faculty respoﬁsibil—

ifies and those'which belong to the lib:ar§-staff. The final &écision
’in book‘sélection lies with fhe collections development liQrariaﬁ{v’°
»whdse respénsibilitiesfare clearly stated. .The librar; staff select,
esséntially the core éollectidﬁ} faculty, the research mate?ial.' .
The bibiiogrbphegs, hqwéver, ére exﬁected to ensure, throﬁgh regular
’checking“of’natidhal, trade and special subféét bibliographies and
catglogues, that all séléctors‘cover their areas¥of feépensibility‘

éonsistently. In addition, each bibliographer has some subject

fiélds.within his area of sbecialization or interest to cover.
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The SFU policy goes on to outline what qualifies a title for
inclusion: it must be.relaﬁed_io a university course é&d,must not
dup}icate ﬁateria} in the Qtﬁer universities unless it is absolutely
necessary‘to do so; UV policy further indicates that certain govern-
ment documents SH\Gommdnwealtb studies already avéilable»in the
PrOVinCial.Library will not be duplicated in the university liﬁ;é;y.
It also provided readers with some gdidance on how to obtain ;&gﬁf
materials from the Provincial Libfary. : .
Other signifiééﬂL,acquiQitions aspects‘covered by the Br?tish
Columbia policy stateﬁents inéluded: |
1. Condi#ions for dupl%cating library météfials.
'2. Library staff selection duties and responsibilities ;6
faculty selectors. - -
3. Facplty procedures in recommending titles.  _
4, Faculty—library.staff~réiationship in seieépion matters.
5. Library<s£éff partiéipétién in academic programmes.
6. ‘Plénﬁing‘aﬁd poiiﬁf'éaking coﬁmit#ees, and the role ¢’ the”
faculty library represéﬁtatives.
11‘Fiﬁally, thé bookvbudgeté were énaljséd and the bases for
fund aliocafions outlined. This included,ailoqations-ﬁb tgachihg

departments in UBC and UV and library divisions in SFU. UBC proﬁided

details on library sfaff selectors and the areas they "co-
PART 3: BOOK SELECTION PROCEDURES

The daté in this part of the study will show to what extent .

each library's selection activities have moved from faculty to library
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staff selection. Book selection'arrangements fall into the following

groups:

1.
2,
R

:professional staff Their book selections are basically

Libraries with collections development departments and
collections development librarians as heads (usually very
senior staff members) bibliographers and subject speCialists
S
selecting in all subject fields, and ‘visible practical
elements of faculty_library staff cooperation. These
qualifications are typical of the si;yation in grodp A with
particular reference to UBC and UV. SFU differs by having a
divisional arrangement. But, it has a collections devélopment
librarian to oversee ‘all selection matters;
Libraries with separate selection departments staff including
bibliographers and subject specialists who select in specified

‘areas and at certain levels. Group C'(UA and USS) represent

this category, though a slight difference exists between “UA

and USS UA has an. officer fully responsible for collections

development and. it is hoped he will coordinate and upervise

all selections when the library selections policy is.completed -.-

and adopted. USS has a bibliography department headed by

o A\ s
,retrospective; theiI main responSibilities are bibliographic

searching and compiling lists of desiderata in their
particular,subject fields. " These. lists are used for filling

aps. Quite often the lists are submitted for review to
’g P

-

faculty members teaching the subjects concerned

h ]

1

sg\'_
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. in thelr selection duties.

A

.3: Libraries withisubject diyisional arrangements.whpse.bibiio—.
graphers and‘subject specialists are appointed within the
' subjebt diyisiOns.-wEachrdivision is headed by a bibliographer,
or ‘'subject specialist. ‘Areas of book selection responsibiiity
are shared out’according to subject fields .of specializationw
or interest. These specialists combine book selection uith
other library duties and select in all subject fields at |

o oy

differsnt levels. The heads who coordinate both library | .: ' ¥
staff and facultybrecommendations spend some 75 per cent of
their time on selection dutles alone. The rest give between
20 and 50 per cent of their time to book selection. This isi:
1=the practice'in UC,_USR and}§FU;l But unlike SFU, UC’and'USR B
haye'nc.overseer oflselections} .Their coordination stops at
- the divisional leyel, .' |

In“all'those libraries where reference exists as a separate r

"

‘department; reference librarians are responsible‘fcr the vauisition 3

v

T , - ! o - " . C
- of reference materials.  Where reference is a part of the divisional -

arrangement,. as in UC, USR and SFU, subject specialists and

bibllographers in ‘the div151ons inciude pertinent reference materials -«g
“A- 'a" A "; A - ) \v } - N \l\

—

The figures given in Tables 5 and 6 for frequency and ‘ ' 2
percentage of selectlon done by faCulty members and library staff
as weli as the estlmated percentage of bibliographers"time taken

by book selection in libraries with divisional arrangements, must be

[

4regarded as approximations. Librarians in these institutions do not

keep separate records of selections made by either faculty orb

i . ~
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library staff.' They also keep no records’ of time spent on selection
duties. -This would be particularly difficult for librarians who

combine book selection with reference duties_and other library

[Ed
[~

assignments., : S e
X . [ 4

An those libraries where‘allocations are made to teaching

departments, as in~bBC, UV, UA and USS, recommendations made by

a

faculty members within the limits of'departmental allocations and

signed by faculty library representatives are forwarded to the
..,1'

acqu151tions departments where they are processed and ordered

Even in those libraries having divi51onal arrangements,

- ca
'

'recommendations made by the faculty in their areas of specialization
are not‘usually queried<2nless they are very -expensive,’ in‘which case
the titles are discussed w1th faculty representatives on whose advice :
they may be ordered or not. Acquisition records examined showed

total number of titles recommended by’ all selectors, and total

ordered; there was no sepearation of the" figures by selectors or

"

"departments

. . PR B ) L

The figures in Table 6 demonstrate the relative percentages'

of selections made by faculty on the one hand and the 1ibrary staff
AR
-on the other. . They also show the range of differences that exist

. between the two 1argest libraries in the studyj‘UBC andtUA UBC

scores highest in library staff selectlon and UA highest in faculty
recommendations At UC faculty—library staff selectlons are equal
While the perEEHtage for UBC: seems very high many current

books are received through blanket orderS, standing orders and

~approval plans. In 1970, the current book budget stood at $1 255 141
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)

and total expenditure on curren& books acquired through approval

3
3

, plans amounteq to $155 942 (about 12 per cent) “The parameters for

these orders .were originally worked out’ Jointly by the faculty

members and the llbrary staff.” 'As the items come in, faculty members
4». e o
(

occasionally help in screening and evaluatlng them But bibllo—
' graphers hereﬂdg%well as at uv, 1nclude in their selection dutles
| the, screenlng, gﬁaluating -and- occasionally the reV1ewing of t1tles
received before decisions are taken asAto whether these 1tems w1ll
': l be accepted or rejected. Each b1bliographer has some specific. . .
. ) . o W ..
‘subject flelds:ggslgned _This method of handllng blanket ﬁnd approval "
t?_iv plans orders is signiflcantly dlfferent from that of“UA wﬁere (&
extensive blanket and approval plans are also used : At Uﬁ 1tems
received on approval’ orders are processed w1thout further screening

by librarlans in the acqulsitions department . Only doubtful titles

in some foreign language materials are referred to b1b110graphers,

sub3ect-spec1allsts and faculty.members Therefore, in Table 6
titles received in blanket orders at UBC and 1A% are 1ncluded as
: llbrary staff selectlons whileﬂat UA they are 1ncluded as ffaculty

L : ' \

v selectionC o

e

o

i
R
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Faculty'Book Selection

S - . The data show that- many libraries hold dlfferent Views about -

o .y an

the degree of the faculty part1c1pat1on desirable in book selection. .

¢

}fews oot db ;ary from one group (as they are grouped in-

. ) “, P R B . ‘ o <
S . this study) to the other, s!ls in the same gr'oup.

One question asked waé:whefhef all facultmeembers have, the

."

RPN
. wha

right tb select hot only in thtir‘subgect fields but also 'in dther

L2
'\ ln
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But i

areas. Table 5, 1ine 1, showslthat at least in UA, not all faculty are

Tee tq rccommend ever| in their okn areas of specia]i7at10n This may

”be a special case, butﬂit wa c ed during the interview with faculty

library rcpresentatives that seme representatives and ~departmental
\J o T

hairmen do almost all the book selection for their departmentsh
O¢casionally and in specialized areas, they may ask some‘of their

co leagues'to\help; In the history department of USS, a professor
"l’ '\

on part-time staff in the department spends all her time on book

across {in their reading

Comman Practices Among Faculty Book Selectors

t

.In'every institution, every department has a faculty library

representative It is also usual (in some universities written into

*library policy) to require all recommendations orlginating with the

. teachlng department be- 31gned by . these representatives

Some faculty members consult librar_ia'ns_ in library mat“s
affectingrtheir.work; Qu1te often this is done by library repres:n

atives on behalf of their teachlng colleagues

Varying Practibes‘

The range of dif ences in the approach to book selection >

is sudh that no detailed account of it can be given here. Only,c‘ .-

3

major institutional differences and a few significant departmental

ones will be discussed briefly R o - | - . 'gﬁnh

*

“ .

s e

o



The main institutionaljdifferences involve:
. 1. 7The extent to which faculty members select in- all areas.
2._ Fund allocation or- non- allocation to teaching departments
3. Methods of assigning selection duties tolfaculty'members.

(4.; Facnlty areas of selection responsibilities.

5. .Degrees of faculty-library §taff’cooperation in book

selection.

6. Degree of faculty use of -selection tools.

7. Status of thelﬁaculty library.representatives -in teaching B

departments. o

“It has been pointed out that not all faculty. select in the

UA. The data collected show that ‘even where all faculty members are

v

"supposed to be recommending, faculey selection is limited to their

areas of teaching and research expertise There 1s a certain degree.

of financial control exercised |in some departments At UA, Uss, UBC

and UV, it was noticed that‘faculty representatives and in some cases
departmental cha: ', dinsist on re;ommendations being titles needed
for departmental work. When inter—disciplinary materials, which

many departments may need, are-noticed -- especially the expensive
, . . . ' . 4 -

onespé— an interdepartmental meeting will be held of all the

o}

departments likely to be interested in‘the item. The meetings may

be, in effect, 1nformal consultations among the library representa—

tives, but the important thing is that the title can only be ordered

if one department voluntarily offers to aCCOmmodate the cost in its

allocation. In some’ of~these libraries, the allocations may be just

enough to cover standing orders, subscriptions,'back files, bulk



purchases-and important special requests. This is the problem with
some materials required for foreign area studies,vespecially where -a
title exceeds a .specific price. In one library the ceiling is $25,. in

another $SO, , o - .

Even in those universities where allocations are not ‘made to

individual teaching departments, subject divisional heads apply the

same ‘sanctions to titles not related to-their areas of responsibility,
though such titles may be referred to the appropriate sub1ect

divisions for consideration. But.the problem is that sub =

>

divisional heads normally deal with library representatives and

’

professors in the divisional head's subject fields of coverage and

may not give such titles serious consideration except on the advice

of the. faculty members in ‘their own subJect divisions

This perhaps is where the existenee of the office of

collections development librarian could be found very useful. ~In

‘this group all such irreconcilable cases, provided . the materials are

of scholarly value, are accommodated by the general funds bn approval

of the collections development librarian : -

»; wOA'

Fund Allocation and Assignment”of Selection'Duties in Teaching -

Departments

UBC, UV UA and USS assign spec1f1c portions of the book fund

to teaching departments, Some libraries possess formulae for doing ’

this, while others do not.- In UA the university librarian himself

has no hand in determining the amounts. The result is that
allocations are madesto departments according to their individual

' abilities to coﬂaince the library committee of need.”
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ln some of these teacking departments, collections development
in compartmentalized and new fields are at the mercy of the department—
-al chairmen, who have direct control of funds. If’they‘do not like”'
the programme they may refuse to support it. 1In gther departments,
the library representatives control the funds andfréport to the
chairmen. 1In one department, it was‘reported that faculty-members
share out the fund and all recommend as they llke However, in
universities where there . are teaching department selectiOn cohmittees,
the committee members meet at the beglnnlng *of each new session to h
review allocations and requirements Their'selection duties are
shared out and~the fund control is left with the libréry representative.

This brief survey of the handling of allocations shows tl’t

in some librarles, assignment of selection duties inwteaching . N

depg;tments depends on how the fund is handled in a particular
departm:nt. Faculty participation and freedom tovselect also depen
on how the 12 brary representative, or. the departmental chairman, or
a committec of the department intends “to" ‘operate the book fund.

' InAUC and USS,there 1s’a clear pattern. Here each’subject.
division receives an‘allocation.' All faculty members teaching in «”E .
the departments encompassed by the dav131on are not only free to
recommend but are eqpouraged by the 11brary staff to do so. -
Librarians' selection duties “include forwarding bibliographic tools
. to faculty selectors, bringing to their notice titles related to
their work, checking bibliographic tools to ensure that all areas
of interest to the division\are covered, makinglthemselves and their ‘Q

services available to the faculty members whencneeded, and systemat—'



‘ Faculty Areas of Selection Responsibilities

some levels of collection building are faculty areas of special

52

ically monitoring the ‘collections in their'subject fields.

'othOf—print materials. The librarians there stated that faculty o

It has been noted in the section on pol y statements, that

[ L3

interest and are exclusively reserved for them. '1Different 1ibraries,
however placed different emphases on the proper role of the faCulty

' t
in selectlng in these areas.

At .UBC andJUviinfpartiCular, faculty‘members select mainly

3

' should be relied upon ‘to flll gaps including all items not supplied

—

on blanket and approval plans and not noticed by the bibliographersa
Such items, Judglng from the blanket order coverage in UBC and the

number of bibliographers selecting in both instltutions must be few.

Thus, faculty book selectlon of current works in-this group is

limited to spec1alized t1tles in foreign .area studies not covered

_'%Tn UA and- USS .the librarians are 1nc11ned.to believe,that:
. ' /

athevlibrary staff should, with their bibliographic tools,‘be in a

. better position for retrospective selection. Here the faculty - -

—

' members select current works (not supplied by blanket and approval

plans) needed for their teaching and research Then the selection

department,'staffed with bibllographers, evaluates the collections,

- monitors strengths and weaknesses, searches special ang general

bibliographies, compiles 1ists of de31derata, submits the specializedvﬁ

- lists to faculty members ‘and the general pnes to the ‘collections

developm%nt?iibrarians“(in_?A) or to the head of bibliography -

14
'
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' department (USS), who will revidy them and make the -final decisions.

el

Faculty-Library ézgff Cooperation

Differences’in"approach”are also observable_in'thesévlibraries

)
A

’}@sin faculty-library staff cooperation. Librarians view cooperation in

\‘~different ways;' In USS the librarians feel that, once the teaching

'

departments are given their allocations, librarians 'should no longer
.concern themselves about what the faculty members are doing with the
book funds, It is the business of the faculty members to spend their
allocations as they wish. Intthis particular 1nstitution, the answer -
“to the question concerning faculty members obtaining bibliographic
_information and advice from the library staff was "we presume that
faculty members are knowledgeable in their fields and. read their
'profe951onal-literature, which“always contains book reviews and
announcementS'of titles of interest " In the opinion.of these"
librarians,.the faculty members need: neither assistance nor
encouragement from the 11brary. . |
It was noted, however,»that if fadulty membersimake requests,'.‘
such as. asking the library staff to compile bibllographies or supply

- .
catalogues, the librarians w1ll not he51tate to attend:to these

requests.

_Another area where the degree of cooperation varies iS‘in
the evaluation of materials received from blanket and approval plan
vendors. In one 11brary this material is processed almost without.
reference to facultzumembers. At one point, an English department.

"was moved to protest when their section in the library was being

consistently filled with junk in the name of American fiction
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This situation applied malnly to UA and Uss.

In UC, jSFU and USR the 51tuation is better with real
“g&_ )
<cooperation achieved at all levels. Div151onal meetings are attended

by faculty representatives -and Senior divisional librarians. The
meetings deal with all selection problems as well as other library
matters. Meetings are held in every division at the beginning of
session and may be .summoned again as need ariSes. Here library
representatives actively participate 1n.book selection at all levels:
They consult the’llbrary staff and are consulted in return They
ytake part in screening the blanket orders and advise on bulk purohases.

In UBC and UV the. approach is the same, with the exception

.-\ *

that faculty members’ are not as deeply involved in screening blanket
and approval materials An interesting practice in this group is
the involvement of library staff in the affairs of teaching departments

and faculty members in librarv matters. Each teaching department.has

a sélection committee which appropriate blbliographers attend

N B

Librarians are also members of the curriculum development commlttees

The library as a matter of routlne receives all mlnutes of 1mportant ~

B

meetings in which dec151ons with 1ibrary implicatlons are taken ;Q;iyx v

With these -and other offic1al publications, librarians are regularlyl:

‘kept abreast of.the affairs of the academic departments.

Faculty Use of,Selection Tools

Certain general characteristics may be observed concerning
faculty use of some(aids to book selectlon. Because they tend to
select more in their own-areas of- specialization, faculty members-who

select current books depend heavily on publishers or dealers'

-
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catalogues and these are mainly of publishers and dealers speclalizing
in their subject fields of interest Some faculty arrange to have.
such tools mailed directly to them. In some universities,ﬂlibrary
representatives make these arrangements for their departments; Other
bibliographic aids 1nclude acce551on lists of institutions specializing -
in faculty areas of interest. ‘Selectors also use spec1al biblio-
graphies and find their scholarly Journals and’book reviews mostly
dependable. SubJect bibliographies may also be used for'evaluating '
collections in subject fields and filling gaps. -

| As many faculty interviewed;were involved in selecting in
special area.studies; it was also noticed that'they make»special
arrangements whereby they'correspond~with.learned”institutions and
obtain bibliographic‘information and announCements.of new‘publicationskfz-
as well as unnublished‘conference papers} For'example; one scholar |

4 «

-~ is din regular contact with the Nigerian Institute for Social ‘and -

2

/

Economic Research 1n Ibadan,_receiving publications and unpublished
papers. Another has v1$ited East Africa and has’ established contacts |

-with the universities in Kenya, Tanzanla, and Zambia and receives

a

bibliographic 1nformat10n and publications from them Many subscribe

.

to various Journals. All the English professors interviEWed_subscribe

‘to the Journal of Commonwealth Literature. ... . o gi
~ s } : . o I-‘
While some'libraries do not bother about how the academic

departments go about selecting books, in other libraries the supply
' of bibliographic tools to the faculties is very well organized fIn )
& -~

UBC and UV, faculty receive- mainly out- of print catalagues’ and

occasionally special subJect field bibliographies of current
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publicationé. The libraries also have special shelving for'periodiéals
' »~

and book reviews newly received and professors may go to these shelves
to consult them. The materials are left for.two weeks before they are

merged with the collection.

. In UC, USR and SFU, all faculty.memﬁers selecting in Common-
wealth area studies, at least, are on a regular library mailing list
' : : 7,

supplying bibliographic tools for book selection. Materials supplied

. for book selection are allowed to remain with the professor for 48

PY -

hours.

" Time.Given to Selection Duties

It was not easy for profesébré to assign a ﬁercentggé of their
timé to their_varfing selection gctivi;ies. Some allocate a feQ~
minutes to checking cataiogues and other selection tools fifé£ thing
in the morning, but ﬁany find it difficult’td say when exactly.they |
devote any part of their working hours to SElection. Some libréry |
reﬁreséntati;es;stated thaﬁ they spendlabout 10-15 éinﬁtes evéfy week
to collect and review rec;mmendations from their.colieaéues. ‘During:_ 
the peak pe?iods,'usually:at the end of thé‘financiél.year and soﬁe—
times durinévsumﬁer'holidays,Afhey spend two or thréé_weeks together

in almost daily‘scahning,of Bibliographic tools and in making -

recommenda;ions; éither to ensure that reﬁainihg allocations .are
: C . e
-committed or to reconsidér mate;iéls set aside earlier.
Nor could librarians estimate the quantity of recommendations ;
made byvindividuai seléctors_at any given period. ﬁecauée these
figures are not available,~thefestimates indicated 15 Tables 5 and 6

are of limited value as bases for comparison between. time given to .

/ S : . : S
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book selection and that given to other duties by the faculty book

7

o

selectors.

Faculty Representatives : B . S

Some teaching departments do not take the office gf facultyo
1ibrary represeﬁtaﬁi?es seriously. In ohe;univérsity,vthe librafians
stated that the appoihtments‘of faculty library fepresentatives are
entirely‘the respOnSibiiitybof the écademic depértments.concerned.

The résult is that, *in teachiﬁg departments,heéﬁed by chaipmen wh§ are
not-particuiéri§ concérnea wifh collection building, Juniors who have
no strong influencé are asked to sérve. In such departments, no
efforts are maée t0'coof&inate selectidn activities muchAiess fo hold
meetings to discusg sharing of book selection duties. Nobody

questions, or scrutinizes, or tries to reconcile recommendations made

o

by senior members, ‘some of whom_send‘th%%fkfeqdisitions directly to

the library for ordering. .In some departments where senior members
volunteer to'éerve,-they make book selection a secondary matter in
their list of -priorities. In-seleéfion;lthey tend to pay attention

to their areas of personal interest.  But senior members appointedvby,

. departmental chairmen are known to be more effective. Failure to

recognizé the importance of,the'faculty'libfary'represehtativéb is
particularly notable at the UA and USS, as is failure to coordinate

selection activities of teaching ‘departments.

Library .Staff Book Selection

Table 7 shows the number of qualified library staff involved
in collections development abtivities in each 1ibréry., Indiéations__‘

<+ - .
- . . : o .

e
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are also given as to the years of experience of the.librariansv
boncerned. Neither figure should be given great weight, as the
figure for years of experience spec1fically in book selection could -

not be collected .

The table shows that libraries in UBC'and UV have more

qualified selectors than the others, and those in UC and USR have

fewer years'of experience than librarians in -t “her groups. They

also have fewer holders of higher degrees Thse factors may not

" T

lffect efficiency in selecting, but they may 1ndicate why their

. v

respective selection activities are organized as they are. Selectors

in UC and USR have been said to lean more on faculty cooperation,

while those in UBC and uv act fairly independently in a number of

selection respon51bilit1es.

Book Selection'Patterns in the Libraries

Tew

< uImiUBC, Uy, UA and USS, there are bibliographers and subject

specialists in a ‘separate selections department.. In UC, USR and SFU,

the bibliographers and subject specialists operate w1th1n the subject

d1v131ons where they combire book selaction with reference and other

_public seryice duties.

The bibliographers and subJect specialists in UBC, SFU -uv, UCl
and USR select in-all areas of knowledge lIn UA and USS,they select
in specific areas. ' Bibliographers in UBC, ‘SFU, uv, UA and USS wo ok . V
full—time in bookfselection-and related‘activities %hese biblio—
graphers are mainly language bibliographers and in UBC ‘SFU, UV, UC
and USR they select in all subJect fields of social sciences and

‘humanities in their languages of specialization - There are separate .
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physical and life sciences bibliographers.
Book selection'duties are shared out among the bibliographers

and subject specialists according to their areas of specialization

UV has an additional "out-of- print" books bibllographer who is

responsible for scannlng and distributing out—of—print" catalogues

"

to faculty'members in specialized.areas and recommending in generali
. . ’ [N

. ones,

The main responsibilitles of thé bibliographers are:

\

l:' Scanning ‘and checking all bibliographic tools (trade and
national bibliographies), marked and sent by vendors supplying
blanket and approval plan books They do this. to ensure that

only the required titles are being sent and_no books which

the library should acquire are missed.

o
Ed

2{‘ Checking spec1al subJect bibliographies and u31ng the titles"
in them for evaluating library collections in their respectivep
areas of coverage. Such checking USually yields lists of
desiderata for subsequent purchase., ' '. fti,"j .

3. Receiving all biblfographic tools for their subject fields of
lresponsibillty, _scanning them and distributing them to |
appropriate faculty members

4, Receiv1ng items supplled on blanket and approval plans ‘and
screening them with or w1thout the"ass1stance of faculty

L colleagues.»‘ @

. In UBC, SFU, UV, UC-and USR, 11bran€\ns ‘have the additional
duty of listing forthcoming titles in the’ subject fields of their;l

responsibility and drawing the attention of faculty members to these

4

23

.
2

ol

R
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titles.

Frequency of Sclection

hours spent on selcction duties

found to be giving some of their tlme.to administrative duties and
- meetings.
individuals.
output in‘avgiven period.
coﬂbarisons 1n the productivity of full—time and part- time selectors.
To make comparison more dlfficult Table 3 shows that factors like

o

heavy funding can upset any differences that may have been made by

shows that more books are added yearly to the" collection of the

were mad

L

Coordination of Selection Activities Lo

In the library too, 1t is hard to assign specific figures for

B g

.

€,.

c

members.

In UBC,wSFU and UV,

e

-

l

»

.

hnumber of selectors and the amonnt of time they»put in

The table

v

o

Even bibliographers in UBC UV, VA -

" and USS, supposed to be working full time on book - -selection, were
No records were kept for the quantity of Ltems selected by

Selectors themselves could not give any estimates of

'It»is not therefore pGésible to make any'

'11brary that has\bigger book budgets, no matter how the selectlons,

‘the collections'development librarians

coordlnate all selections made by the- facultles and the 11brary staff

60

Only expens1ve titles recommended by faculty are referred to

the office of the collections development librarians

graphic

,61;'

)

searching department.

Checking requisitions against libraryvrecords to -ensure

that the titles are not already .in the'library,‘on order, or .

o

Sorting ‘and

T

Thetduties of this departmedtﬁinclude:
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d '-coveredrby‘the blanket and approval plans.
2. .Checking bibliographies to make sure the bib¥iographic

information given is correct{
3. Isolating titles that other library holdings are likely to

have covered, as ‘well aS'identifying the expensive'ones

Items in these categories are referred to the office of the
) ¥

collections development lfbrarians for’a ruling on whether «}_

i '

SO they w1ll or’ W1ll not be ordered
) In UC and USR coprdination is carrled one at the division level
A tiud of coordlnatlon of llbrary staff\recommendations only exists

1n UA and USS -where ‘the selections departments recelve and revlew

selectlons made by the blbllographers, subject speciallsts and -

! .4\ N y.

" reference librarlans.' In UC USR UA and USS however, problems

]
R

‘Bases for Selecting

beyond the competence of heads of d1v151ons and llbrary representatlves

v ..
L) - . / S

are - referred toithe ch1ef librarlans ‘who. may 1n turn take them to the

. -

unlver51ty administration for solution.. , . o ¢ ST

., A

\ '

K o V,"

purchased when it appears that most of the follow1ng crlterxa ly
o ’ - K ".L;'J"*
S It téﬁates to courses and programmes offered at the ah
[ ".: | ‘:‘. . ] A
univibeieg® S e
7 ST e e L s W el
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"roles to Play in- book election,

gfhis control were noq obtained

N - ° B .
& : “y-

w Q‘ ‘ T g' L , 62

v
i S

, : . o \ ‘e
. "
' Other llbranians give other consideiatiﬁhs for acfzpting titles
, : !T)": S o 4 o \
without heSitation sas fo]lows F : " : " e
v ) Voo N . . A
: ‘ S S A el
1. Publications of leatned societies‘andq' Iﬁemlc institutions. S
' ﬁl . ‘ fo e Ty
2. Publications™ of reputable puBlishing houées especiagly 1n o
. ey 't N
subject field ' ‘ - f' . y- '3

P

3. Titles by g;tablished authorities -in their ffelds.

7,

4, Personal assessment of a book based on the notes on book
i ’ N ) ,‘

v
eckets or the introductory ,chap"&:éru

. e
R £ e il o,

Bui;a’number of bibliographers made 1t clear that when vl )

A
o L. . I

.accepting works of unknow authors received on blanket and “approval
. /

plans (the basls of item%g), they seldom wait for independent reviews

because of the time elem nt involved

e . . B .

P i ; v - N e

£
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Library Committee . ] : 5

-

5

In UBC SFU UV UC and USR library committees have no active'

!

they merely adVise librarians on fund

’ I‘
allocag&on ‘and ether’

L
_the committees contro

matters. But 1n£UA and uss, librarians _Stated, i}; ' -

the’ book funds Details of the effects of .

There was only general referenCe'to . .

R

¢ such controls affecting some aspects of library serVice and collection f’

ﬂ -

~bu11ding.-

ey L i
With reference to book selection, librarians felt that such |

committee for every minor adJustment in the book budget amounts to a

S
:waste of time.

to areas of need

,.,

In their opinion, the idea of going to - the lih;ary'

/}

[}

N

¥

BeSides, libratianSAfeel they know more "about

-,'

Lo

'controls leave them no free hand to distribute bobk funds accordiug o

[

e

readers' needs and the areas “of weakness' and strength in their )
R R s .:.;, . ;& -

libraries than the committees do.:

E3

_3?
Y-
143
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Tn these librarie? the role of the éommittee ranges from -

arbitrary allocation of book funds TB‘approval—éf“expensive items

”‘recommeﬁded either by the academic departme;f or ﬁhg library.

o

.-CommitteeS-aﬁe also responsible for anprowiﬁg'bulk purchases. .

IS
.
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- Book Selection Aids
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e FOR}‘ICN Ag‘ %DIES OF SEL ECTED COMMONWLALTH COUNTRIES o

o [
‘ Ry

v
v u‘,

-

This part of the study is !htended to illustrate hoy the
"N”‘
collection building techniques,!%rf the siyen univer51ties may

-.,‘ . -
-n»-/,_

affect their approaches to collcctioﬂgﬂﬁjldlng 4n foreign area studies
Selection was confined to English languape materials
g

Black Africa and the South and Southeast As1an countries of

3

‘ India, Pakistan, bangladesh an Walay51a were chosen - ‘as samples of

developing nations,w1th littlﬂ or np organized book trade and-biblio-

gtaphic control of their own public%tions These examples illustrate

how the libraries approach‘the problem of collection bullding in such

-areas. Australia and ‘New Zealand are included because of Canada s

special interest in the affalrs of these two countries and to point

kel

,out the différgpces 1n the methods of collecting in countries with

relatively well- -organized book trades.

Table 8 shows the book selectlon tools chosen from standard
s . .

3

reference works held by each of the seven libraries Five categories
of bibliographic tools were chosen.n They are:
1. General bibliographies, deﬁined as toolsllisting current
books on, or about, several countries'ot the'ézmmonwealth.

*

These bibliographic‘tools may or may not be li"ited'as to -
oo . . . -,

: ‘subject fields. + a e .

’2."National and trade bibliographies of the Commonwealth countries

¢ - -

being studied

R ¥ : _ <o
‘§§§§Current bibliographies and books reviews listing new -publica-

64
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tions of the specified geographical regions being studied

The titles in this _category may or may not deal with a- |

specific subject field These tools are mainly book reviews,

. ‘book review1ng pebiodicals and accession lists of 1nst1tut10ns,

4,

libnaries, 3nd organizations collecting mnterials in the

'l KN

selected qduntrieSs 1“1.

SR

AL
l Rt

Retrospeﬁtiva bibliographies, defined.as téols 1isting titles

3in print or oﬁﬁ of»prlnt On giVen‘sﬁbject fields, or countrles,

5.

apbmmonwealth countries being studled

“

’ (b) South and Southeast As1an %guntries (8)

" or the geographicafﬁ

‘(a) African countries (7) _}i;‘”-

.“Current bibliographies;;revieggiand‘reViewing:periodicals Gfggéx

i&ms bf*ﬁhﬁfﬁbmmonwealth being studled

‘Publishers and dealers catalogues from or concerning the _'

T

.WUndred and twenty-seven titles were chosen,” including,

’ B : '..Q
General bibliographles (16) B
Natlonal and trade bibliographies of

'|' .' E ’ e ‘ ch

(c) Australia and New Zealand (4) -

N .. \9"-. . . . . L. - . Tl o, .
: . ST . .
o - RPN
- . L. « . M

(a) African countries (27) T '-, » TR

(b) South. and Southeast A31an countries (5)

(c) Australia and New Zealand (10)

[

(a) African COuntries-(IS)' ‘ T ' E ‘,f_ ) ’*t~fél v
(b) South and Southeast A31an gﬂuntries (8)
(c) Austrail= eand New' Zealand (8) o - :AFQQ.;V

Pumeh& and\dealers catalogues (19)

d,

Retrospective bibliographies of. . : -_7'1‘ o . ‘*-1f~‘
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The referencé«worksiused foi choosing the titles were: o
1. Africana Library Journal, l— (gnring, 1970- )v
2. Helen Conover, Africa, 90uth of the qahara A Selected
ST R Annotated L]St of Writin?s (Washington Library‘of Congress,
B 1963) ; ' . ‘ -

’
. . /
'3, Helen Conover, Current National Bib]Joyraphies (New York:

v

-,Greenwood Press, 1968) o : | )

‘dé; fPeter.Dnignan,~Guide to ﬁesearch‘and Reference Works on, Sub-
. . ' 1:_ e : .. .

SaharanlAfrica (Stanford,‘Calif{h, Hoover Institution Press,

1972) - o -

5. ﬁFarmington'Plan Newsletter, Nos. ?9 3] (May 1969 May 1970)-

'f6./,Nr7KT“GOil ed., Asian %ocial Sc1ence Bibllography, With -

///”Aﬂnotatlons and Abstracts, no.” 15, 1966+ (Delhi: Vikas
v b’l

3

Publications, 1970~ )
7. Albert John Walford, ed.;'Ggide*fn‘Reference»Materials; I1,
o _IIT (3rds ed.; London?luLihr_ry Association; 1973~ )A

8.  Constance MABel‘Winch' Guide to Reference Books (8th ed and-
& .
supplements; Chicago:’ American lerary Association, 1967— )

e

Only six of the 11brar1es examined were 1nvolved w1th

'“hconslstent collection bu1ld1ng of selected Commonwealth area study

. materials - USR collects 11ttle, because .no relatea\codrses are

'offered in the Un1versity A Table 8 however,‘indicates that they have

J”some of the bibllographlc toolsf Some of these, as Table ll shows,

. “ E A
" rare’ us)d malnly for b1b110graph1c checking f In the other six

///univer51t1es courses are offered bearing on the Commonwealth countries’ !

e

being studied here. . -

T



.;Appendix E. Some of these tools are used for two or three purposes,

'conshltation Items frequently used for either book selection or

,bibliographic checking are shelved in the bibliography rooms - Every

: -
.and ‘dealers'’ catalogues however, are not given this type of treatment’

) T
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' - - ) \\‘\\
Tables 8-11 illustrate the number of selectig ‘n\to::s held by
—

each library in each category, and how the tools are used or

,collection bu1lding activities by both faculty members and librarians.
“Table 9 gives the percentage of use made by the faculty seléctors and

. the categories of ‘tools commonly preferred by the faculty for bo¥k

selection. Table 10 gives the percentage of use made by librariansgp

and the categories of tools used more often by the librarians for

o

book selection Table 11 shows other uses made of these tools and S A
the percentage of use made by eash‘library ' The percentage is norked L

out from the number of the bibliographic tools in. each category used

|
by each library against the total number of §nch tools listed in |
-

' i f!

_ B R
for example, some. national bibliographies are used first for selectior\

’ <

then for subsequent bibliographic checking, or for occasional

% -
type of use made of each title is checked and counted for -each. library.

Bibliographic tools found to be viﬁb useful and rich are shelved

,permanently in the reference room where they are consulted either for

bibliographic checking or compiling desiderata lists. Publishers'

though Some are temporarily shelved in the bibliography rooms and

‘used for bibliographic checking until they are superseded The areas

of the Commonwealth treated by spec1alized bibliographies are shown‘

in the Appendix E together With the list of titles



.\.

Specimen titles were discussed in detail w1th the selcctors to-

gather -opinions on them.  Tables 9 and 10 show the differenccs in the

‘

use'of certain'categories of tools between the faculty and the,library
; : ‘ - . . ' . gt

staff book?selectors.' For example, retrospective,‘national and trade

bibliographies are used by faculty members. onlv occa31onally for

bibliogranhic checking, while librarians use them more often for

compiling de31derata, title by title selection, as well as foru‘

!

_ bibliographic checking.

Je\‘

v < s

: o ’ . :
Foreign Area Studies Relating to Selected Commonwealth Countries.

Foreign area studies are comparatively new- in 1nst1tut10ns of

higher learning in the West. LBut, during<the Second World War, the

- - L
-

‘need to understand many peoules and their_cultureslwasirealizeds and
: 9

) »
since then most univer31t1es of Eurone and North America have made

foreign area studies part of their\academic’Drogrammes.l
T At 1nst1tutions like Harvard Nerthwestern, Michigan, Duke,

McGill Oxford and Leeds,.the study of specific countries,'regions
or race3ag§cthose hitherto neglected areas, has been,givenjserious
attentien. In a number of the»institutidns African, Asian and
Caribbean'Studies are ;eing'tunded as separate'diSCiplines; Other
universities and colleges, whichihave nct established such area
studies as senarate disciplines, have.broadened theiroacadenic
programmes to include lessfknown‘aréasbof the uorld.{ o

At first these studies were intended for, specialists in

advanced fields and individuals needed for special,(partiéularly

‘diplomatic) services, as in the Lpndon‘Schdollef Oriental and African

studies. But in receﬁtﬂyearé-mgny.programmes at the undergraduate
Lo o . B . o .

.
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level are being designed in many universities and colleges to enrich
~ ) ' )
the general education of the average univerSity or college graduate.

IS

In western Canadian universities foreign area studies covering Africa,
Asia and the South Pacific, are mostly still in their infancy. ~ SFU,

however has a good foundatiom’for African studies, UBC has a-

‘w

consideﬁab)e ASian studies programme, and attempts are being made to
izdevelop South Pacific studies in Victoria.

In.the UA and USS there are no coordinated Commonwealth
studies.. There exist only scattered introductory courses, and‘a few

'advanced undergraduate listings in the departments of history,

political sc1ence, and Eneclish. Such courses and their levels are.

listcd in Appendix D In UA, recently, the Faculty of Educatiﬁh&s
- i g

forged ‘some. ogbse ties Wlth ‘the developing educational systems of"

MalaySia and East Africa~ .There are, on occaSion some privately
organized . research programmes Wlthln the teaching departments

"O‘f "“*
' Between the years 1963 and 1966 some serﬁéﬁsﬁefforts were :

.

made at the UA to get the univer31ty authorities to agree to the

establishment of. .an Institute of African Gtudies - Some grants from

the Canada Council and some uanGTSlty matching grants bf $2 000 a

~.

year (1963- ]966) were obtained With this amount some very baSic

~ -

collections were acqu1red in the library With the departure of the

professor concerned, howeVer this project-lapsed. . . o

In the UC some interested professors are now diSCUSSing the

possibility of reorganiZing the social agﬁences and humanities )

departments to include a. coordinated Commonwealth studies programme

l

As yet no official action‘has been taken_on this. Like UA, UC also

#:
@



VGeneral,Trcnds in Collection Building

Collection building for Commonwealth areca studies in all the.

univerSities is basically patterned on the ex1st1ng arrangements for

general book selection. Lxcept Ain the university libraries of -British

&

Columbia, no spec1al arrangements are made. for acquiring any materials

AN

on these foreign area studies, The books acquired for the oourses

offered are, in ths main, current English language materials - Only

UBC has an. ASldn language spCCiaI’collections programme. In UA, USR,

and USS, selection is mainly done by faculty Where the selection

is done largely by the library staff as in UBC and UV, librarians /

\

.select in general areas while faculty select in spec1alized fields.

In UC and SFU, both libraryFStaff and faculty members #haré areas of

_responSibilities in recomgénding titles Librarians in all the

libraries investigated, including USR (which offers nqgcourses),

fy

collect reference works on these . areas.

Since the books reouired are. mainly English language works,
there is a feeling among the.librarians and the faculties alike that
what they buy from the book markets of North America, Western Europe

Australia and New Zealand, ‘in English for these area studies, are

' suff1c1ent for ‘their purposes Most of the current English language

materials supplied ‘to five of the six univer51t1es ‘come through

blankitagrders and approvaT’plans covering Great Britain North

America, Australia and New lealand



.

Special Arranpements h‘ : \

Only the British Columbia libraries have special arrangements
for collecting in their particular areas of coverage. UBC and SFU
are members of_the Shastri Institute._ This provides a Canadian

counterpart to the U.Ss Public Law 480, 1 By means of this arrangement
UBC and SFU obtain publlcatlons from A51a and Southeast Asia. At' | %‘
UBC SFU and UV the blanket and approval nlans cover two of the areas -
in this study UBC has blanket .and’ approval plans for India and
Pakistan. UV has one for Australia and Npu Zealand In addition,
these are the only libraries with stunding orders and deposit account -
arr;ngements for the supply of, goVeerent publications; w1th the
\governm%nts of those Commonwealth countries they study UBC takes "
22 items on standing orders from Indlan governmental sources, 5 from
Pakistan, 6 from Malays1a, several items from722 government‘mlnistries
in New Zealand 4 from Zambia and items from 55 departments ‘in both
the prov1nc1al'and the federal governments of Australia- gV has
standlng orders tor several items from the governments of New Zealand 5 v '-fk,
and Australia ~SF. has 51mllar arran@ements for government publlca— o
tions of East Afrijcan, WestiAfrican,"lndian, Pakistani; Australian and”
' ﬁém Zealand goveynments. ' This, more!ver is the only- llbrary that’
has made some attempt to visit some of these areas to arrange. for.
the supplv of publicatlons they need Between 1970~and 1972 a
number ofISFU professors V1sited East and West Afr;ca with spec1al
9 - -é‘

library f%queSts 1n order to ‘make contacts ‘and to acquire materials N

~These contacts opened up regular communications an& continuing -

supplies from the governments of kenya Zambia Tanzania and Ghana;
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0

Bagn

'« Special Allocations

~matching grant, collected soie basic research materials on Indian

) ’and 1969, the"dniversit&_héa.receiVed a total of $33,206 ffomvtpe

basic .research

Y

72

" 'They also have some arrangements with Information Canada to help them
~make necessary contacts with other-places from which they have probiéms

',iﬁ.getting,materialé.

In UC, UA and,pSS, govefnmept publications aré ordered only

q.

on- the recommendation of the faculty members: when such_méﬁed&alS'are

required for their teaching and study.

s Only UBC4i
The other libraries accommodate requests for materials.on these areas

in ‘their normal book budgets.

2y
oY

: !Crash Programme." oL e ' !

?'v In UBC,tthe Departmeﬁt of Anthropology receiﬁ%d a érant of

$l,000 from the Carnegie Corporation of New York ahd,-with a university

<

and Southeast Asian cultures. Before this, between the mid-sixties

»

Y]

o B ‘- ' o o e :
Canada Council to develop research materials on Asia.  This wasﬁﬁsed$i_ Y

. . .

- to acduire rare books and out-of-print materials. SFU was awarded: .

v o . . - o ‘
a similar grant of $1,200 for the developméht of African studies.

.. Each Canada Counci] grant was matched by a university grant and,

- with these grants in the late sixties, the two. libraries built up

and reference collections in their agreed areas of
o ~ .
P h ’ - ST e

study. ' ' ) - : S
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‘The Use of Book Selection Aids

The use of certain blbliographlc tools for bodk selection is

" essential if-selectors'are<to\know what books are being published
‘o

in the areas they collect, and if they are‘to gain proper 1nformation
about these materials. It has been pointed out that Tables'8—ll’T‘v

are desinned\to‘illustrate what uses selectors make of these tools
-and also to. show_ the:number and types being used in each of the

libraries. It should bevmentioned that the liétﬁof tools given inr¢°
¥

Append1x E 1ncludes only ‘broad divisions and essential tit]es among’

those givern -high rating by the sources used for compiling- the list

73

Narrowing the"&ist down to specific selection tools for Commonwealth '

vstudles was done because of consideratlons of space and time. No

o attempt has therefore been made to produce an exh ustlve llSt of .

’,

essentlal tltles.d

For the purposes of this study, the importance of tiese
tables lies in showing the degree of use made of the various types

-

v -
<.

. - ’ vt - ) ) ‘\'/ - -. .
of selection tools available for book-selection in these foreign

. ° ’ - N .- * \;\ °
-area studies. The tables indicate that s nls are scanned for
book selection by both faculty and libr while otheys
serve essentiallyéaedreference tgole. L appear‘that, where /

L

libraries are not actively selecting currént works, thé librarians

’ake very little or no use of national and.tradg bibl‘iogyaphies. @

. i
This accounts for the low percentage of thelr use in SFU' UC USS

EO

and USR Even in UA, where a relatively hlgher percentage level

.

of use is recorded Table 11 1ndicates that they are used more for' ©

v"‘ ,-.
ot - ;

bibli_o.hic checking of :title’s_ récommended from other "\sour'ces
i w s AR ' L

Ty

4

oy
’.
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(in most of (' lbraries) than for book selection. The°anly . ’ 2

-

My
S Coe
y -

éxception is'UH( h“lCh uses them for_checklng items received on
) blanket ...d approval plans,

In most of the libraries, the librarifng' answers tp the

1

.

AN
uestion "How often are these nntiongl ang trade bibliographies used?"
q . P .

' - .- .
were "as need,arises" or "occasionsllv.”
B J .
v

»

Faculty members who select in UC, USR, UA and USS in these -
areas ~depend majnly on. perlodlcals, reviews, ‘special catalogues and
‘spec1al blbllographles. The result is that, in these libraries it

is probable that no_attemptSvare made at complete coverage of the.

-

bibliographic Sources for all the publlcatlons of the Commonwealth

5

B

countries concerned 1;

Where faculty select. only in ‘their own areas of interest, and
where some parts of the Commonwealth area stud* ve beenrmoweo
from professor,to professor seVeral times, 1t may be assumed that
the collections 1nvolved w1ll have many gaps. This is partlcularlj

llkely to he the fate of collecti';s of materlals publlshed in many

of the Afrlcan countrles, because none of these llbrarles _has any .

W

blanket or approval plan for Afrlcan publlcatlons. It was not%ted

o
<

that the trade and ‘national blbllographles of relevant Afrlcan
- " < 2
countrles found in these llbrarles were shelVed in the reference -

rooms, thus'indicating,that.theyoare-less freguently‘used’for'booki"

"In one library, the few tools they possess are located in the

catalogulng room and are_not used for selcctlon.

i

.. B . . .
45‘% . s . win

N ﬁé*



' - trade bibliographle

o~

_ extent of Celectlon aCt1v1L1es g01ng on in each of - the libraries

current publlcatlous than in retrospectlve buylng, the percentage of

Y

. L B L T

"~ " N
; - NN

'lhe Southeaet Asian, Australian and Ntw~7ealand natlonal and

233 -
Ly . l P

e madeﬂmore use.of for book seTectlon and

A . . a

3
bibliopraphlc gheckﬁhg. ﬁA detaJled analysfs of each~l§brarv'si
“ ‘3'

.4}{ . i N
holdlngs in. these tools showed that v ind .UV have«better holdlngs S

" ‘_,‘{ o

h=d

ﬁ&@ Qoutheast A%Jan Australlan and New Aealand natlonal blbllographles,

_and UC has a substantial numbcr of other SDecrdl blbllographjes op

J .

African COUDtTlGSJ UA Pfas a f%w fr%;ﬁ each%&he three regions. .

-

Another 51gn1f1cant fact revea}ed bggﬁhesef%abIQSrls that Lhe

o o
.‘44

-

s

-2

. ‘porlesponds w1th the leve]s of studles g01ng on in the ud§v0r91ties

. noo ok Y
S . .
[Qee Appendlk D] UBC and UV ofFer’courses on thelr'respective areas §§ .,
| s 2. -
of. coveragtwat all lcwels and thérefore have mord blblloglﬁphlc .o
:l (
tools consulted ‘and used’for~book selectlon'gnd blbllogranhlc chcckln?

"y

Nt

} \

Then, too,rbecausc these lLbrarles are more 1nterested Jrltgélcctlng

&

use of publishers catalogues ald current bibllographles as well as
'rev1ews is cons:stently hlgher " uC, UA and USS offer courses at,

undergraduate leVels malnly ‘and also make most use of current tools
>

s M ‘. » e

Table 8 shows Lhat UA scores highest in the use of curregt b1bllo—

e L . . ' o

graphles and”’ book réviews. ’UBC however oossesses .and” uses many
. ‘
1%

more retrospective=bib11ograph1es for blbllographlc checkzng, e

reflectlng%thelr 1nterest 1n\collect1ng ouc -of-print materials of

R ;o E;:”'f .
‘ ) DR ‘ - .
the areas they cover. .o , i » ,

-

Aedaave

a -
Detalled analy31s of the tltle by t;tle holdlngs also shows

Voo N ; -

that UBC and UA have a numBer of t1tles'not avallable in the other
~ B » B . T . -
libraries = perhaps becagse they,are dlder and richer.’ On'the whole,

-



4 ;.4;“721 LAY
looking at these tablts,‘ one mav say that thore is a falr represcnta— -7 N

i,
.

e
t:ion of the- selocted bllﬂiographic ‘tools used for collectioh gﬁqldinp -
in fa

gn Efl a qtudlcs of the- m:lectcd Commom(ealth“countrles in- at j' L
L &
~ ! ) A o . . }‘ gy
1east five of t:he seven universities. ' C , ' e ‘%
"% REFERENCES . IR
T et LT ’ . o ;03“
L C. Coffin, "Blanket Book Oor clerln?, in Selection and * % ‘
4 1o ition Procedures in Medium 6zed and Large Libraries. Paners
Sicesen. at an Institute Cenducy by the University of T1linois
¢ i Schaol. of Library’Scies November 11-1%, 1962, ed. by. ‘
He: it Co]dho: (Champalgn, I’l ini’ ’Unlon Bookstore, Universitv g
of- IllaniSj 19639 45, 7 i ) '

- e iy
ﬂ-' 9 - R ’ o ad
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. ' CHAPTER V- .

.

- SUMMARY AND CONCLYSIONS * <

" -
LS “u

Back{nodnd

' A réview of the llterature ehows that hodk selection in : R

s

academic llbrarles has been‘a negl@bted area of - 1ibrarian9hip' ‘Evans -
o . .ot -

3

p01nted out'in’hls study that an.exam1nat10n of the varaous textboowm
b ‘; ‘ v W ’ L1
%nsgeleptlonkshows they are primarlﬁﬁ concetﬁed with publlc librarles

¢

g h s, .\.-:d

Laﬁe wiﬁﬁa,qurvey of the llteraLUre on book selectlon in ac demlc‘,'
m.-\,és o o o, ) .
librapieSJ noted that the present sh‘gt from faculty dom1n<

P T B TP 3 . ‘q'.t.; L
. . .

selectloﬂ'iéilibrarlan participatloﬂ is a recent phenomenghf ° ertens,'

llke Danﬁ$§a3 - McCarthy and Logsdon,5 Downs,6.WiIliaﬁs7 and‘otheTSV@JQQ P
N have become ooncerued about thut ‘Thev have made studles of the 0 T

.: " .—% f;‘ P *- P - c
. o B : % o

problems of collectldh bu1ld1n5 1n academlc llbrarles and made some ‘

. o .

- o ‘ - Ve e
useful suggest1onsA Thelr recommendatlons include po?1c1es, procedures Y

E R A S A

ices that would eénable l;brarles of 1nst1tut10n9 ofﬂﬁlﬁﬁ%r : T
~ . [

and pra¥

[

learning to ‘select thelrkbooks w1sely and adequately These SRGH -

e . :
recomm'hdd\1ons to modernlze academlc lerary collection building

. . X . -

v [ o . _— .

gbnlques ar®: e — .., Vo Sl T _ .

x

) — Lo
RO A;ademlt llbrarles should possesé formal book seleétlon

"y L p011c1es. Such. p011c1es should proV1de gULdellnes to 11bpa§y -
. # ,

T 2. book selectors and sheuld be regularly revised as new

.

aca demlc programmes’hre developed B .

. - &
2. Agédemlc libraries.shodld have‘separate selections departments -
to_oversee all selection activities,'enabling'librarians in
kS v',._‘ ' ) - ’ X q‘ .\ i i Lo v .
_ charge tq eliminate %Pplicatiﬁn,and'ensure efficiency.’ e
: R : _ R . e
e U 7, T .



~
- e
.

e ‘ 3. Academ%g librarians should”effectivcly participatclin
: : : IR S S ' o .
rcollectidg building in their Iibraries and should be-free

w0 R to rccommend or ensure that requieltlons adequately cover

y . ° ‘s T
v

. all areas of knowledge offered at the1r 1nst1Lutidns
it o " .ﬁ
4 Academlc llbrarles should seek out qual1f1ed lﬁbrarlans

K ~

rf, either with advanced degrees 1n subJect flelds or librar1ans

) _ S w1th‘hg§1c deﬁfees who haVe' durlng years of’ eggev&ence in °
: - , Ilbrary serv1ce, developed expertlseﬂin book selqulon.
o L, A ‘
P & These llbrarlans should then'be entru°ted with collect:ons
C g, o ‘ T e . o
& ~ % o S Y s 8
- Lo _:deve pmént reqpon31bllltae§ : gy e
o, 5.. Book sclgctlon shOul¢ be a cooperative openat10n°bctw€en:'l~@
} Q . > e o o e .
: @he 11brar1a@g§§nd thc faculﬁy L S L
‘J';%i R Final respon51b111ty er collectlon bu1ld1ng %ﬁbuld be left
o . T "" : — e . ‘
% . "« - “.in the hands of the selectloaq& depaerent ancf on occasion
with the chlef 11brarlanQ No external-influences should be
N o e . . . __) * )
' ‘allewed- to 1nLe1fere with 1nternal operatlons. S
@ ) Wow | St - ~ . X <-A~ G?
W - . e R -
Problen R o, h‘ . A o o .

’

The purpose of the~study-was to'investigate‘methods,ofu

collectlon bu1lding n seven unlversity llbrarles ad western Canada,

. = . . L
and to 1den§1fy how many of their procedures amd ElaCU]CES reflect

‘A,..

the recommendatlons 115ted above. These univerSLtles fall 1nto twof

. groups, The f1rst group . con51sts “of”
.A " o . . w -
' twentleth century, when univer51ty llbrarles depended largely»on

. -
P

faculty recommendatlons for collectlons development. Yhese are:

-.UaA, 1906,lUSS -1907;. UBC 1908.-The—second group c0n31sts of those

founded much later; when same new approaches to collection building
" . o
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in academic libraries‘were being expanded. These"are;thSR,il961;, L L

[

SFU 1963 uv, 1963 and UC, 1966..
It was predlcted that Lhe older universities would still ,_.Z s

. . \ X )
retain much of the tradipional approach“whereby facUlty.rccommend; . '.15&
I 2o - ol
most of the’ books ‘while.the librarians merely buy and proce%mnd
., i . = \
s PR
l that the new ones were llkely to have been 1nf&uenced by the new

Ve -. ideas. ; U . - . . : ]

- \. . s '!}«:',

»

. 3 e - .
. T . ) -
) Procedure @ v o 0t : .
et C——— P . . Kl . l

P . S ;

Questiondnires Covering the'IOplcs in these recommendation%'&
were drawn up, breteSreg‘and‘cireulated: All‘the'questfonnédres 4

i S o d ~ N
were completed. The questlonnaire wene followed up. by personal~ .

iiﬁvisifs to all seven libraries; ReSponses that were not clear were -
clarified in 1dlerv1ews w1th librarlans and members of the faculty
4 . S e e
lerary records were also cheeked and pertinent documents were . >
" colleeted. Findings were analysed in order to determine selection™ ™ -
N . « o o ) . . - N - :
~ policies and procedures in the seyen libraries.. S ~
o ' , T : o e oo N
 Regults °
., T . _',., ’ T K .. o

The data'revealed that out:ofrthe seven libraries studied

I three have almost a1l the qua%&ﬁ;ﬁﬁ?, §

> e Ll
mechanlcs in- modern academlc llbrari

worganizad bdok Selectioh

T »M S

All 51x recommendations are "t

- followed”in their systems.' Two have sOme'comBinations of the old
v ).j‘ : " ' ¥

and new methods. Two are stlll operating in a tradltlonal manner.,‘

. N ’ I - T

,The threc in "1ch the new 1deas are represented are. UBC SFU -and- UV

The Lw6<that eomblne the new and the old methods ‘are UC and USR - The

< . two Lhat still retaln the tradltlonal approaches are UA and Uss.
, e _ :

o
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*

signlficant efforts to draft pol1cy‘statements Thése are in‘the

UA and USS are noted to be amoné the, three oldest unlvcrvfties

in western Canada and may not have found it easy to madernize, UC USR

. . ,'ﬁ..,_

'SFU and‘UV are. the younger instltutions foundcd wﬂen the new concepts

oy :
were, belng w1dely propagated AHowever, one of the older universities;

i

UBC was found to have embrqced the new 1deas and modlfled its book

,

selection technlques.

Book Selection'Policles . . o -{4,1, .
> ' UBC SFU and uv have wrltten publieizedjbook“éelection é e
S - . JQ .‘;-' : . ‘:» b 'n‘ . . .
p011c1es whlch are well reca‘ : 'elrvunlversity communitles; AT
B ; & e e
Book sélcctor have a1; ’ ou the policles valuaBle w0rk1ng tools s
‘ T VR _ o
for collectlon bu:lding and- related act1v1t1es. UC and USR baye made . - R

- v .. * + J

e ' - f b

proceqs of being completed Parts of ‘the pollc1es have been used o
o \

satlsfactorlly by the faculty and the llbrarlans involved,in collection

— o
— .
. - - H -r

bullding. o ,; o AR U - KR

N,

N N

Each of the pollc1es ehamlned clearly stated the collectlon
developme?t obJectlves ‘of the llbrary,‘the collectlng levelsh and °

the subJect flelds of 1nterest to th{}ynlversity The polﬁcies‘égsigned

§pec1f1c dutles‘to book selectors. They also dealt w1th alloc a8 o s
— . R \ :.' 4 R
of funds and treatment of - requ151t1ons and provided for rev131on. T é‘QE;E?
- : a4 - =,

“While llbrarlans and the faculty cooperate in. 1mplement1ng the

p011c1es, final" respon81b111ties for COllectlon bu1ld1ng re51de with

collectlon development 11brar1aﬂs

’ .
. f’\,q
- ~ ’
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“.0
Arrangements for collection buildlng in the unive:sities

\‘ et

_ e —l‘,-uy\_ S

varled fxpm libgary %o librarf?even within t Certain
~- "*- 1> ’
‘general patferns were, however, notlced

he‘groups;

o ©
-

In llbrarles w1th separaﬁ@.selectlon departments, 11brarians

v

.are free to select in all subJect fJelds,‘ UBC and .UV have separate
: bn

LY - .

s

~a G .
b -

" ,
selection departments headed by senior llbrarxans Whglare d

NI

. "‘"\0 . % =
as collectlons development llbrarlans They superv1se an
all selections act1v1t1es of the llbrarlans and.: the‘faqﬁﬁty

.- . - TE
depantments are staffed w1th b1bllographers and subject sueqialivts

~

who are prﬁ?esslonal llbrar1ans, some w1th advanced degrees in

a Y 1

subJect Ilelds, and some w1th ba51c degrees backed up by many years

of experlence in librarylduties. In these libraries librarians_

-

select from 66-85 per cent of the. new tltles 1n both speciallzed o

areas: ‘and general collectlons, while the faculty concentrate on
: o,

Reference librarlans are respon51ble for

?

°
“

thelr

spec1allzed subJect fields.

«

selecting many of the reference works. of, librarians may select in

fspecltled areas only. UA and USS have 31m§lar arrangements to tnose

in UBC and uv ekcept that ‘the llbrarlans select only in

.

areas .

g ‘thelr spec1f1c

The faculty‘recommend from 66—~ 75 per cent of the new tltles,/

- .
);

which ar& sent throqgh thelr faculty library representatlves directly

W
&

to acqu131tlons depar&ments for proce351ng
. /
collections departmeﬂtschave'control only over recommendations

A ¢

The heads of the

»

made

v.'

by the librariénsj - o
: ‘e .

v.

In 11brar1es with subJect d1V1s1onal arrangements, blbllo—
R Y _ o

~

vidd graphers and subJect speciallsts work within the subject divisions‘

)

,/ Ty

.
aleigrigar

-



u

v , andicombine‘hook selection with other library dugiea, s in UC{ﬂUS%%

. ‘and SFUa The head of each d1vis1on 1s.rospons1b1e for coordinating
o, - o e ., . .» ‘m
T reﬁbmmendations made by both 1ibrarian° and faculty BOOk selection
: ' 3 ~ [

is shaned equally by llbrarians and faculty m}th coopq;atlon at all

.

o : [

w a - N . . " .
T G 1évels. '3 S N ‘ “\ ' - . _ﬁ?'
' : TheuSFU llbrary arrisgement iS‘a little_different in that it
- e e ‘ : : o
) has both & subjccﬁ dlvnslonal arrangement and a collectlons development
; llbrarlan who has respon51bilnty for all book selectidy act1v1t1es,‘
* . ‘ S e g :
T was in UBC and UV oelecth&s by’ llbrarlans have prlorfﬁy over. thosc
L . e ‘ ’ T A VI
. . 14 X . -3 .

of the faculty : L ‘ ’ . :;;

¢ -

N

Cooperatlon in Rook Gelectlon

A"

Thls JS well developed in the younger libraries of Ut U?R

m LY L ~ " -
FY and SFU. Cooperd?gon,in book qelectlon dut]es in these 1nst1tut1ons h
is such that it is difficult to determine where*faculty selection’ends
and library selection begins. Librarians are given subject field
. responsibilities and each wotks_with a nUmberiof'faculty. Their
] j P - ) N -
' ' ° . AV
duties include consistently consulting and being available for
consultation-with the faculty The llbrarlans supply faculty with

ST selectlon alds and bring to their attentlon new. developments in the

litetature of their fields. All faculty dec151ons w1th llbfary »

" implications are regularly and formally conveyed~to the librarians.,

b:* ¥

The faculty not'only pafticiﬁate.in library meetings where book

selections and other library matters are discussed, but also, on
gocasion1kchair,somé of -the meetings. . Developing the selection

policy is .a major area of cooperation.
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: kY : R .
g ' . i ST e A .
.4&@ All these libraries have library representatives in each

>

. - -
PRSI

’ ﬁerfsubject field are not;spelled out. o : ‘ <.

¢ g W

. ’ i . e s ) . - . : .
-libraries also have library commiﬁt%ps, responsibla. for library
. oL 4, .

policies. ' - : : ) =

teaching department. They supervisé their depgrtmental solection

activitiés'anq'advise the librarians on collection building. The

~—— . .
.
~

?

-

In UA‘and-USS,,libraryﬁrepresentati§es are not given much

. : iy
-~ N

recogpitidn and in ménx‘casés,fail_to_fuﬂctién gffectively. ~¥n the

s g %

.‘ ‘- . ’. . ‘.. i ."4 ' " ’ . . g - 7 oy ? "

other juniversities,the. library representative of each department *is
recognized and usually-his high, academic status. THe result. gengds-. -
. AR S . . T . - co

2,

" .

« .

f

up, requisitions and book selegtiop. =
~ " hd : B -.'" . e

to be that, in the latter.g

L In addition, the'library comhitfée“

arrangements aré'bétter organiz¥
§S, and Yirtually cantrols fhe¥},:

has considerable' influence at Ut and

book funds éﬁd allocations to bgﬁﬁ>ﬁggchin departments and the‘iibrary?
o - . “‘ 3 ‘(‘ - ' ‘ &

In UAy USS, UBC and UV specific portions of the book budgets -

'l.

arevallocated to teachi;g'déparﬁééhfs. In UC, USR and-SFU .allocations

-are’ made within ﬁhe.subjcct'divisions.in’the Iibraries. None of the

- . T A : 7
libraries revealed-any specific formulae ‘for allocating. In-libraries -
. p Sy TN N oo . - .

_ where no allocations are made to teaching departments, expenditures

~a

\

<

-in the following géograph@cal.regions: Black Afriéa; South andfe ;

.

FOreigﬂ ‘Area Sltudies ,Of -Sel‘eCt,e.dOC()monw»ealth Countries.

. b : . . ) oo . S
o This study als® includes examination of pthe book selection .

3

; A . . - . ~
activities of the seven libraries to sée what effect their methods

-~

have on collection building in selected Commonwea}th area studies.
9

-

4. . . : :
{  Southeast Asia; Australia and New.Zealand. Most of the seven. ™

LR

T -“k\lp

- : “

L .
[ ‘- . . ’ .
oo, L @ . / “ .

. n . B . . N

»
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fi
s

gs
\

universities have begun some area sLu-u

3 countries in these regions. \ '
’ 'ym&:&

UBC has a well establlshed Asian studies programme and this "

>"r-y

covers . the South.and Sdu ast Asian countries of the Commonwealth A3

. w

© SFU has made a start on Africa, and UV*thas begun, to some extent;”
Tk W R
South Pacific¢ . area studies. In three others, UA, UCH and USs, B

cburses are of fered, but in no organlzod way on many of these area$

\ '

of the Commonwealth These courses appear w1th1n subject fields llke

anthropology, anlish llterature, history,_economgys, political
°c;ence§ soc1ology and geography . Each library possesses some biblio—

Mo .

graphidgtools for book selectlon,ln these areas, and thc data’ .

+

: &
analysed show that each collects some materials on these,parts of the

Commonwealth.

¢ v ) )’

<

o
s

The publications acquired ‘by- the s®ven libraries concerning -
these selected area, studles are ba31cally Engllsh language materlals

published in NorL ierica and WeStern Europe.r In four of the  seven
L & : ’ ‘ : g
libraries (UA, UC; USS and USR), materials on these area studics_are

v =
,

not given'any special treatment in selecting or collecting The =

. 1&%ms are dealt with like any other publications 1n'English for -

. A

ps

teachlng and study of social sc1endes and hgmanltles.

R In six out of the seven lroraries, English language materials
for teaching and study ‘qf 5001al sciences and humanlties are largely .
4 . . 3 _ N .

'_supplied on blanket and approval plans, ‘ﬁade for the English language
\ .
\f. .
publications o] Australla, New 7ealand Western Europe and North
. . )
i Amerlca. These a%e of ourse supplemented by recommendations of the

. 1

-

- faculty and the libfar ans. Most of the bibliographic tools on these



v ,4@0 5?%; Southeast As;an count-‘,;rles, Australia and New Zealand :

'llbrarles collectlng African study materlals 0T, o

e e85
o : O , .
Commonwealth countries owned by the libraries .are used more for.

b1bliograph1c checking and reference than for book selection. ' C

UBC, SFU and UV, howeyer have some spec1al arrannements for

-+ N
-~ 4

‘collecting in 'some of- the areas éﬁfy study UBC has blanket and

approval plans With Indian and Pakistani- vendors for the‘&upply of

- ‘

South aneroutheast A51an publlcatlons in Engllsh uv has a 31milar

arrangem nt for publlcatlons from Australla New Zealand and other

.)
parts of the South Paciflc r1m UBC and SFU belong, in addltlon, to )
] g .~
the Shastri Institute and through this membershlp get materlaLs not
~ -

. by thelr own Qouth and Southeast Kslan acqulsltlon programmes.

S}U has deposlﬂﬂageounts with many Last and West ﬁfrican

Governments for thelr ?nvernment publlcations and has also ‘hade some S
: - e
~eff01ts to v151t thése countrles to acqulre thelr publldatlons " In
these trlps contacts wpre made w1th book dealers--and local publlta—> -
’ T L4 R
tlons acqulred Both UBC and UV ha¥e s1milar dep051t‘aceounts for D

Ve e y

i

government documents. ’ S
. . 0\‘.' ‘&')

In magy of the llbrafies the natlonal)and tgdﬁ@*b"

of the Commonwealth countr1es are little used as salectlon tools

- i

None ?f the llbrarles has a blanket order .or approval,,@lan fog.
N .
publIcatlons of Afrlcan countrles. Thus, many o{ the scholag&y works

publlshed w1th1n thesn countrles of Africﬂ»may be mlsﬁlng -in those”
. , N

3 ¢ : , - . . - I
o : R
. UBC is - the only llbrary that has a spec1al allocatlon for ;

o . ‘ : D
'buylng in its agreed ‘area of coverage The‘others try to accommodate

requisitions on Commonwealth coﬁntries in their normal béok budgets.

Al . .
. 5 .o
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SFU and UC, however, i_nudiceited that they'make .extra funds available
for acquiring materials of-s"cholarly value from these areas as needs:

arise. R o . . ? ' —
. . o & |

. ‘ Three of r(he llbrarles, UA, U& and SFU hav each. refceived
. ‘ N . . . '

Y '

some épecial grants. from the Canada Counc1I for bu

: T o ,-rr”‘ ) .
additional Carnegie grant for collcctlons on SOut&st Asian cultures.

’ Ll -
u,~9§ v : it .
. . ‘ .

W o ' ) - : J:}‘ / b
oncﬂ:!lons . S S o ' ’
. ),-v : : . - .o -
- wgﬂ%n‘ive of tl‘ seven unl\persuy llblarles smdled have modcrnlzed ‘
< 4 13” ¥
* Or. , “t;\helr book Qelection mec,hanlcs in the aIt;,.ight of B
L W4 T , ; '
-cha“nging ‘zcumstances ard lrbr‘ﬁry practice. They have eltller , ,‘
g . : - .
.‘) . .};-.- .
completed or nearly completed thelr off:,clal selectlon pOllCleS . \

-

Theseg "pollcrwe already welcomed as useful workzin'g tool's

Thci}lgh the selected Commonwealth areas provide somewhat

narrow A_gro_und to assess®the 'selection 'act1v1ties of these lib'taries . \ :
_ - . e 4 |
they do sugges.t a general ftrend. Where llbraflans are free o select ',

\) w

-, in all fields. and selé'otlons are contlnuous, a hJ.gher Percentage use . - .0
’ 'S : e
Vs B N i .o - . ‘
o ’
; .of the blbllographlc tools‘ is observable.' Where there is cloSe e B

t\ . . -4
i N
.

cooperatlon between faculty and llbrary staff certaln tools used-

~.

/

»for book selectlon are seen td be us.ed falrly equally by both faculty '

n‘v" a

example, the usé of c-ufrent ot

memberé and the llbrary staff (F .

. blbliographles is almost equal f'op: cul‘ty and llbram'ﬁtaff “in both .

uc and SFU ‘But .in UBC the’re~is’ a cle\arly marked dlfference

between faculty use and library use of dlffer‘ent tools )- Where- the o |
|

faculties select . current publicati&s the tools for these are mostly Lo 1

in the reference and b1bllography rooms 'In_ UAAand USS,- ‘complete.

1
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" is made. by librar:ans for recommendln'

. Suggests a‘bnfakdown in commhnidhtion

© o . .
t

“absence of faeulty use of dealers' and publishers',catalogues for

A

book selection is clearly demOnStrated while soa¥use of these tools

~|" e , “Jt
SN “»
rence works. This )
ace ,;%> :
inks,between the‘facultiés

N g . Y
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AN

and llbrarians.ln the matter of book selectlonxln thése two llbraries.

4

o : >,.

Oge ‘may deduce that more consistent and comprehen51ve collectlonéﬂﬁa

[Ra B

"'aevelopment of study and teachlng materials is going on in UBC, “STU

iy LN . F:“s

uv, uc, and USE than ln A and US§ . A t//’““’iffgggﬁ
X o T ; LR

v el . _va . “

and USSs, Tﬁése fadtwrs are: . '_”ih' S e

-

The data 1n this study show that certain ﬁactors related Lo
D' A y
:efgﬁgtave and conslsﬁent cpldectlon bu11d1ng mechanlcs tend to. bé
%m. .
'more obsexvable in 11braries in UBC SIU uv, Uc and USK, than’ dn A
"A.%,. T, e ;

.‘,.'

1. Carefully wofhed out‘&%Ieetion pbliciésfv These statemonts :

o oo of pr1nc1p1es and gractlces,vso far(as they have been made-
S £ 38 :

i/

o ; known to Msers, have been found to. be not only acc DS
) ey - \ . . B

to the faculty members but are serv;ng a purpose Et

L -' : w\‘/’ o i"

~>whole selectlon procegémz¢ f ' - :

» : ' t'"'(.i','

2. Separate departments or dfflCGS congist ntly devoted t book
= Jntly ?

o,

'selection dutles. The offlcers headlng these departments

Lo ’ > b

~

are instrumental in developlng collectlon bUlldlng in thelr

,~.

llbrarles.' ‘ oL ’ .

1h\\\§\§t .A team of quaflfled and exper1enced 11brar1anSiselect1ng’at

K}

5 i g /\*5 .
. all levels and in all flelds of knowledge of 1ﬁterest to
- . — R R l i i [
\, . the un versity. Some of these llbrarians have hlgher degrees

';\ ;‘,1n sub?ect fields, others have basic quallflcatlons backed
Lo \ . 7"

"up with many years of llbrary emperience. B B

.r-"' A . .
- i . °

RN

g

¢,
AUE
L.
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o . ¢ e gy
o4 ~Visible evidence of the spirit of cooperatioéibetween ]ibrary

; €4

staff and faculty book selectors.‘ Fagﬁlty participate

/
regularly in beok selection and other llbrary matterg ¥

n .‘1~'.1

relating to collection bu1ld1ng The librarians are'“

4

constantly adv1sed of the Study and. teachlng requirements

N K 5 f
. . S P
» NI

of fhe academic departments : - N
L R § >

¥
T;ﬁq; - 5. Librar& concern “for cqmpletL coverage of all areas o?
. &ﬁ. ﬁlh.‘ ‘know]edge a&ailable. This is demons ed by &hcﬁi}ng
\ ﬁ};’."fx. xbihhiozraphic tools, 1dont1fy1ng areas: of weakneas and -
;‘ A"" _. provfding lists from which ;aps are filled

> S e

s
0o

> B

v, X 7. Freedom for the 11brarians to control both
. l,v (LN L] . \ Y . ‘ ’b . ]

-"and allocateon of book budgets to dareas of
N ! J

'3 ' “*'li'“ ‘;
llbrary The responflbility for what is added to the

,collections llgg with the library staff, .-
ﬁwt N - _"l

<§\ 8. Definite efforts made to coordinaee—requlsltlons and
. . -

S - “.

\ . - N . .‘,‘,.(‘-

‘but also at lnter univer51ty levels.:g‘~~ Qt” s '/f‘~;—**:~'

l
closely to. the p011c1es currently advocatedhby theorists

e

: lcollgction bullding in: academic llbrarles Libraries practic;ng

. . Jy

such p011c1es may . therefore bé con51dered better organlzed and

tt" Ja° \“ E
. AR S
— ’equ1pped for book selection operations and therefore more llkely
™ R _ ) VI 4]
‘to perform better.= oo ) . RN

. oot 7 - \V ‘e LI .

. 6. No undne integfercnce by the liblary committees in the} .

ofmanapcment of book funds and collectlon buTlding :§~d

need, whegher

- « in teachlng departments or 1n@sub3ect d1v1Sions w1th1n th

. minimlse dupllcatlon, not only at the fhstitutional l vels,

the beok funds

- r}_\,,y."

'

B
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It is therefore presumed that the quality of collections in

the libraries of UBC 'SFU, UV, 'UC and USR will score higher generally,

n

including, their - collections,development in teaching and study

materials on Commonwealth area studies. The developing ¢ountries of

v

Vthe‘Commonwealth in particulap-have problems of bibliographic
qg:oE“management. Collection building

“sgntrol and efficient book

/ Co. '

in those areas cannotftherefore beé achieved by sporadic’activities

.

in‘book'selection

These patterns noticed in UBC, SFU, UV, UC and USR are
suitable for yournig. and developing institutions aiming at sound
‘collections development policies The policy of cooperation in book

vselectlon at UC and USR will be particularly -attractive to those

-academic: libraries with problemsﬁ\i finance and shortage of highly

Jy

qualified staff. : o R
The. study nas also demonstrated~that in Canada,, too, book

selection in academic libraries is now being given greater attention

by both llbrarians and llbrary authorities than it - was given in the

v

earlier'parts of this century.

Recommendations . - . _ \\
N .

1. Use of SubJect Specialists and Bibliographers

Libraries which&have not appointed collections development

S

libgarians to oversee all selections activities should regard doing
o

so as a desirable improvement Book selection should be recognized
as an important contrlbution to the academic activities of the

university. . \
5 . %
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s

Thouph considerations ofF finance may ntevent many smaller
- academic 1ibraries from using subject specialists and bibliogtaphers-
~in boOk selection alone, the employment of such staff in university

: libraries er collection bu1lding activities seems\to have become

- ~ /
common. Libraries unable to afford a specialist for\each\iubject,

field might consider having one each ‘in the humanities, social
sciences and sciences and encourage availible professional staff to

develop g#ppropriate expertise.

It mny be noted that the duties and qualifications of a
4

B}

bibliographer have yet to be formally defined and” accepted (witness
: \

Danton,? Tavlor S Humphreys, 10 Haro and Tuttlelz). The matter

* v

might be clarified if some research were dohe into the relative

capabilities as librarians of specialists with the Ph D and broader
s [ _J

'specialists with, perhaps, -two Masters degrees It might also; be e
;'ascertalned to what’ extent working academic select’ons librarians

i

are permitted or encouraged to take courses to improve their

qualifications

2. Use of Blanket and Approval Plans

It\would be recommended that approval plans be adopted only
Af absolutely necessary were it not likely that diminishing budgets
will‘bring about their demise. The phenomenon now is»probably an ’
historical one and it has>provided many valuable lessons. The

. storage pressure brought about by bulk buying has been heavy. The
vcosts entailed in evaluation of the blanket items should, be studied
as well -as -the relative costs of discarding versus keeping dubious
titles. Tbis may provide guidance to larger libraries deciding on

« N

k%

't ‘ ) | .‘f- E o | h\§_«)/
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whether or not to maintain blanket orders. Smaller ones are unlikely
to be considerjng them for some time. It may also be necessary to

Find out the degree of librarians' dependence on the parameters dgawn

for approval plans for accepting materials supplied on such’ orders.

[

'3;' Faculty-lLibrarian Cooperation in Bagk Selection.

That the continued cooperation of the faculty in matters of
collection bwilding is absolutely necessary, has never been,
questioned. But why faculty interest and willingness to work with
1ibrarians is® especially pronouncid in UC USR and ‘SFU may be a
matter for further 1nvestigation. The situation in UBC and uv
agrehs with;Downs\\view that when a libfury reaches a certain level
of funding/and size of collection "it is. likely to iind 1tself
engaged in‘collecting not selecting. Completeness becomes the main
goal."13 It may be said that at that stage professors do not seriously
concern themselves about how the book fund is handled or selection -
done; since they expgct that, no matter how the titles are acquired
they are likely to f1nd what materials they want in the libraries.

Further study on this matter may help to indicate at what
point- in the history of an academic library professors no longer feel .

: )personally committed to building library collections
——

-

_One may wonder whether, in the light of the decreasing book -
budgets of today, libraries which have been bulk buying may not find -
themselves returning té selecting. It may be useful'for library
administrators to start examining the problems of pre-1960. methods

of handling book funds and assigning book selection duties and

analysing the present trends with a vieu to working out programmes
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for future approaches to collection,building ié'the face of ristng
.book prices and shrinking book budgets. | \
Iéka stage is reached when university librarians find thenm-
.selves managing inadéquate book funds again, it is possible that the
question of whoé selects what,‘ano how, mep again arise. _A'solution
to lack of staff might lie #én an intehsifie;.effort to locate, within
(or even outside).the university community,Vexpertise.wherever it may
be found. Thus,;not'only faculty, but administrators,-ogblibrarians
or other professionnals outside might be approached to contribute to

collection building in appropriate subject fields.

4. Use of .Trade and<National Bibliographies‘in Area Studies.

Most'of‘the libraries studied depend on European and North

American book trade channels for collection building on Commonwealth

' area studies. Few of the national and trade bibliographies of these
) ., ‘» ' - ) . “ . ‘ .

countries are owned by the seven libraries studied. - Some of those

who own a few use them for other purposes;than selection.’ Since

»

some of the developing countries of the Commonwealth are no®%

publishing their own;literature and haue developed trade and national
&

'bibliographies, an evaluation of collections ‘made by ‘these libraries

on the parts of ghe Commonwealth they cover might be a useful study.

A comparison of the national and” trade bibliographies of emerging

.NO

countries with European and North American book trade catalogues

=

)

would show whether, by depending on the latter_sourceS’aloné,
libraries collecting in these areas 'are not actualf& missing some

scholarly works, that, in the.future, may be difficult to find.

7 -
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\\\\\,—,——30~ponclude, Western Canadian university libraries, .in their ~

collection building aétigi;ies, for the most hart, exémplify and

v N _
reflect developments in North America generally. The'growth budgets
of thé sixties put great and unexpected strains on personnei at a

time when librarians‘were scarce, and much useful experimentation .
. ) - . .
resulted. The diminishing budgets of the'seventies will face the

1ibrarians with a new challenge: that of uéing_professional staff

fully professibnally in book selection, analysis and publié service. .

’

This might well be a circular operation (that is, the same librarians
selgcting, cataloguing,.and serving the public) instead of the

tripartite operation it normally is todéy. ;'. ' ';
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BOOK SELECTION POLICITES

Libraries
in Their Groups

PR VU
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USR

UA
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No. of

-Libraries

Libraries Having
written selection
policies

Libraries having
written peticies
made known to
users

-.Libraries having
written policies»,
not yet'magf known
to all users

1

Librariés having

written policies

in process

Libraries having
no written
policies

Libraries having
written policies

up-dated by A\ )

revision
y-

Libraries having
written policies
adhered to by -

librarians only

‘Libraries having
* written policies
adhered to by
" ‘faculty and
"librarians -

Libraries having
policies that
cannot yet be
assessed ‘

2 A
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. ' .
+fields Librzhians x |x |2 >
only .
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Faculty 10-15 <
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book - =
selection no E 1
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‘ égprdina— ‘ By
‘ting book |[Collections
selection |Development .
activit¥es |Librarians X b 3
of Faculty - ,
and ~ [ By subject
Librarians | Division - 10
- ‘| Heads x' [x 2
Coordina- '
ting staff -
selection ‘
only x |x T2
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TABLE 9/
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.FOREIGN AREA STUDIES OF SELECTED COMMONWEALTH COUNTRIES:
\Bibliographic tools held by each library and used by the
facul% for ‘book selection—-percentage of use.
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¢

FOREIGN AREA STUDIES OF SELECTED COMMONWEALTH COUNTRIES :
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' FOREIGN AREA STUDIES OF SELECTED COMMONWEALTH COUNTRIES:
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LIBRARY QUESTIONNAIRE .

. 0.( -

a . @ ’

. 'ﬂriefly describe both the individuals involved and _the methods '

3

used in selecting books for your library

v

2
o

Do you have a. selection. policy, i.e‘,'gnide lines, g :vided for

"book selectors? Yes " No - » 1f yes, are the policies

written? Yes No , OF verbally agreed upon? Yes
No » are they uniformly or almost’ uniformly adhered to by
all book selectors’ Yes No T, including faculty.

3

members? Yes No . . , 2 Y ] -
Q o . .

Who formulated the policy? 5 o o B
When? _ : o _ | : ‘{ A B

Is it ever.revised? . How?

What is yoar present opinion aboutrthe-policy? )

Is the policy known to all library users? Yes . No ‘- :
If yes, how was the policy ‘made known' to the library users, €.8.,

by circular letter, publishing, or any other: way’ .
: : S LU o o ) o

1

What is the opinionfof.the'librery users about the.pplicy?

e

. ' . 1,‘ .. . 0 . s
Book Selectidn‘Procednres L ," . o
.Ag' What percentage of your book selection is done' by the ' .

library staff sz by the faculty ___-Z% other
z ‘ -

[SE SN

'B, Please describe how selection is handled, e. g., do~all faculty

members have the right to select titles in their areas of -

interest’. Yes . No . , titles in any _subject fiéld’l
Yes ‘No - ~w do they pass .their recommendations througb
a representative? . Yes ; No .y '1is.there anybody in -

a position to coordinate their selection activities? Yes

No ==~ ., LR - D 2 o .

e
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C. Please déscribe how.selection is done within the library,

e.g., is there a. separate selectioh department?  Yes
No ., can all librarians select titles in any area?

© Yes No , have you some special selectors like
subject specialists, biblibgraphers or collection development-
librarlans? - Yes No , what are their titles or

positions in the library, theiws areas of coverage, the
percentage of their time spent on selection, their other
"©Jities, etc.? .
. /.‘? ‘ N
AN
—~

.D. Are there any areas where selection powers are restricted,

e.g., special subject areas where only a particular faculty
g or a particular librarian may select7 Please give detaills.
e’ : , .

»

b

E.. Does any one have veto powers over selections made by anyone
else? Please give details. ;
. Qe

Do you have any faculty-librarian -.!cction committees .that meet

~regularly to discuss titles recommc¢iied for ordering? Yes '
_No . If yes, please inc -~ate the composition and subject
area for each one. T ‘

Has the library committee, il.e., the faculty advisory committee _
to the library, any role to -play in book selection, e.g., making
rules as .to what will or will not be selected, demanding to be
informed, on selections made,, etc.? If so, please describe:

Y .
4 i . . « . By
P

How exactly-does the library know what the faculties are doing ;

"in the departments, e.g., how does the library find out about
"»current_curriculum developments and on-going research projects?

3
Iy .
N . ° . A

o

"How do the f culties know what is going on in the library e

regarding selection, e.gs, how do the faculties obtain

- library bibliographic information and advice on selection tools?
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~

VII. Fund Allocation

Who controls the book fund and how 1s the ﬂgney‘allocated?

L4 N . .. - -

Does each.academic denartment have its own allocatfon? Yes -
No ", is any of the book fund allocated by subject within

N

r the library? Yeés No » 1f 'so, please describe.

COMMONWEALTH STUDIES o
: L @
.(Commonwealth here isulimited to the Commonwealth Lountries of
Africa, South East Asia, and the South Pacific, i.e., excluding
Canada, Great Britain, the Mediterranean and t>e Caribbean
_.countries. Studies here will refer to reading and research on
social sciences and humanities only. Materials will be limited

to English language books and government publications )

I. /Has your libraryOany special programme for the development of
Commonwealth study materials° Yes No

3

A. 1If yes, indicate howlyou do the selection, e.g., are there
special Selectors for these materials or-are they selected R
along with the respective subJect fields? :

B. If there are special selectors, who are they? What
appropriate qualifications do they have? What are their
titles? What are their respective areas of coverage? "

Is their selection on-going. and consistent or sporadic?
Have they any other library duties? Please discuss.

- k3 C “4
2 e )

¢

C. 1Is the library. ever limited as to what can be selected -or
not selected in these areas? Yes - No .. If yes,
“why? Please comment. 2 :

? ’ _
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Please indicate the main rationales for'the.selection of

Commonwealth study materials.

1) |
(2)°
3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

A.

4
|

Immediate needs for teaching and study ° %
Needs for ,on-going research programmes only . %
Needs for future research 4 f

Needs for reference and general information YA
Insuring well rounded collection %
Under-graduate reading needs only %

Light reading materials - recreational reading titles %

"Any others %

How long has yeur library been interested in Commonwealth
study materials? :

Have you noticed any recent increase in demand for Common-
wealth study materials? Please comment.

Please describe any special. arrangements you have. for acquiring
Commonwealth study materials, e.g., blanket ordering, fon approval
plans, exchange agreements, special collection trips, etc..—. :

. SN . _ ‘ o :
Have you any special allocation for acquiring Commonweal&h

study materials, both current -and retrospective7 Please
describe and specifically mention subject areas and regions.

Have you had any crash' programmes for ‘development of
Commonwealth area studies? Please comment on when, how
they were funded and executed, who initiated the programme
and- why, is it continuing -or has it terminated (or died)?

‘"

Have you received any outside aid for the development of
Commonwealth study materials? Yes No . If yes,
please describe the source of this aid and what it has
achieved or is achieving. -
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During the follow-up interview, Pparticular attention will be
paid to the selection tools used in your library for the
selection of Commonwealth study materials. Would you fherefore
‘be thinking about which ones you find particularly useful.

v

[

Would you also list below any Faculty members who are particularly
interested in Commonwealth countries (regardless of subject area).
I hope that there will be time during my visit to talk with some
“of them about their selection procedures and would therefore

like to contact them in advance. ‘

Thank you for all your help.
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FACULTY INTERVIEW GUIDELINES

NAME OF THE UNIVERSlTY T N
THE DEPARTMENT
NAME OE THE PROFESSOR/LECTURER

-1, Please comment briefly on how you go about selecting books for your
. L :
department. . o ‘ -

2. Do you have 2 particular way of choosipg professional colleagues

who help you in boak selection7 e

- 3. Do you select for your department alone or, do you select’ materials

that can be of use(to other departments’

4, With what departments do ydur interésts overlap and how do you

_ \
_ arrange selection to avoid duplication of efforf—’>

5. Do you have:v (a)_departmental selection committee

.(b) any inter—d_partmental meetings for 'book

selection ’

i

(c) comment briefly on the business of: “.

(i) departmental selection committee (if any)

4

T (ii) inter—departmental meeting for. book selection (if. any)

L
6. Does your department collect any materials other ‘than those you

1

select for the library’ Comment on the need for these materials,

i

l
)

if any.

5

f7. Comment on the type of materials you select for your department -

_ mention your areas of emphasis. ' . B .

8. About how many titles do you normelly select in a session, a

semester a. month ,or.a week, per selection exercise’

N



10.

‘11.

e

12,

13.
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What percentage of your working hours do you give to book

selection duties?

Are you responsible to’ anybody in matters of book selection’ Do

~ you have any limitations in your powers to recommend titles to .

i

the library7 : b . .
What bibliographic tools do you use for book selection, which‘ones
do you find most useful? | |

How do you get the bibliographic tools you use for book selection7‘

Do you receive any form of assistance or advice from the library.

. in your book: selection activities7 Comment briefly on’ your

14 .

15.

.relationship with the library staff in matters of- book selection.

Have your students any say in book select10n°
How did you become°involved in book selection? -
How long have you been selecting books for your department on

your subject fields of interest?‘

'Do you have any comments on how collection building in ‘the”

~

University 1ibraries might be improved? . B - o
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COURSES OFFERED ON THE COMMONWEALTH COUNTRIES INCLUDEDAIN THIS STUDY

The Libraries in - . Al A2 B3 pr | g2 |t c?
. their Groups 5 : UBC| SFU| uv | uc | usr| ua | 'uss
Subject D ;
Fields . Levels ‘ - .
. : . » - e
Anthropology [ Basic Degrees x X x| -x x x
Masters Degrees | x - x X X X X
Doctorates. X % ' X.
~ Archaeology:- Basic Degrees x x
Africa MastersDegrees X o
- _{.Doctorates CX
Comparative o | f_' ,
- English - | Basic -Degrees x x X X X
Literature/ E . : ' ‘
Commonwealth Masters Degrees | x [ S X
.+ English - ‘ T i
Literature Doctorates® X - .
Economics Basic . Degrees x x
' Masters Degrees X
. Doctorates
Education : .Basid'Degregs o o -
‘ Masters Degrees X X! x
Doctorates | ] '
Fine Arts ‘ Basic-Degreés1. x 8
' | Masters Degrees | x '
‘ Doctorates ‘X ,
Geography ‘Basic Degrees. X x' X X X x
S _Mastérs Degrees | x 'S x '
Doctorates . _
History Basic Degrees | x X x x ] x
- Masters Degrees | x X X X [ =
A, Doctorates X X 2 -
_Political Basic Degrees = X x X X x
Science Masters’ Degrees x X - X X > e
o Doctorates ’ X ‘ s
"Sociology  , _Basic'ﬁegrees%_3 o . x x.
. Masters Degrees x _
| Doctorates - )
Reliéiqus ‘iBasic‘Deg:ees I x )
Studies = '~ Masters Degrees | - :

_DoctorateS'
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BIBLIOGRAPHIC TOOLS FOR BOOK SELECTION :<

IN SELECTED COMMONWEALTH COUNTRIES

GENERAL ‘ )

-

"The ABS Guide to Recent Publications in Social and Behavioral Sciences.

New York: The American Behavioral Scientist, Metron, Inc.; Oxford:
Pergamon Press, 1965, - o :

Select Bibliography. Cambridge, Mass.. -Center for International
' Affairs, Harvard University, 1970 ‘ : N

~ American Universities Field Staff. A’ Select Bibliography. .Asia,

Africa, Eastern Europe, Latin America. New York: 1960.
: Supplement 1961 : : '

= Books Abroad: A Quarterly Publication Devoted to Comments on Foreign

Books. Norman, Okla.. Univer51ty of Oklahoma, 1927~

Great Britain. Colonial Office Library.. Catalogue of the Colonial -
Office Library, London. ‘Boston, Mass.. G K.  Hall, 1964. '

Great Britain. Ministry of Overseas Development Library 'Commonwealth
. Affairs. A Monthly Bibliography. Londen: 1964~ : o

1

Great Britain. Office of Commonwealth Relations Library. Selective :
List of Acquisitions, V. I, No. l— April—May, 1949— : K
- (London, 1949~ = ) . - '

‘ ;w’HarVard-University.' Graduate School of Business Administration.

Bibliography: Cases and Other Materials for the Teaching of.
Buginess Administration in Developing Countries. Cambridge,
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1968— ' o

o Journal .of Commonwealth Literature, No. 1 Sept. 1965—

(Leeds, Eng.: University of Leeds, 1965— )

.Journal of Commonwealth Political Studies, V. I Nov. 1961—
(Leicester, Eng.. University Press, 1961— )

London. Commonwealth Institute. Library Notes. London' 1907-

London University. SchooI of Oriental and African Studies. Bulletin,Aﬁ"
V. I- 1917/20~ (London, 1917~ ) _ L=



London niversity School of Oriental and African Studies Library.
Catalogue. 28 vols. Boston, Mass.: .G. K. Hall, 1963. 1st
supplement,. 1968. _ L

Select list of accessions. London: [1972-° J.

Morrex,'William Parker.  British Overseas Expansion and the History of
the Commonwealth: A Select Bibliography. London: Historical
Association, 1961. .

Organization for'Economic Cooperation and Deﬁelopment. Trade Problems
of Developing Countries. Paris: 1971, i _ .

The Round Table: A Quarterly Review of the Politics of .the British -
Commonwealth. V. I, No. 1, Nov.€1910- (London, 1910- )

[ )

NATIONAL AND TRADE BIBLIOGRAPHIES

‘Afriea _ E B o .

- Ghana: A Current Bibliograpny, September/oetober 1967- -
Bibliography Series, V. I, No. 1, Nov. 1967- (Accra: Ghana
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African Literature Today, No. 1- . 1968~ ~ ;(London: Heinemann

Educational Books, 1968- )

.



126

]

_Aff?%an Research Bulletin: Political, Social and Cultural Series.
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Africa, No. 1, 1963-- (Bruxelles, Centre International de
Documentation Economique et Sociale Africaipe, 1963- )

Canadian Journal of African Studies, V. I- March 1967-
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® African History. . Westport, Conn.h Negro Universities Press, 1970

Mazaguzi, Jumba, comp. African Sogialism A Biblio raphy and a Short
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A Bdbliogranhy (1946-1969) and Outline, with Some Emphasis on

" Kehya, Tanzania and Uganda.’ Nairobi " Research Information . ‘i
Centre, East African Academy, 1970. i o '
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