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CURRENT STATUS OF EAST ASIAN COLLECTIONS IN AMERICAN LIBRARIES 

1979/80 (Final Report) 

BY 

CEAL Task Force on Library Resources and Access 

Chairperson: Thomas C. Kuo (Pittsburgh) 

Members: James K. M. Cheng (Chicago) 

Naomi Fukuda (Michigan) 

INTRODUCTION 

The new study of the East Asian collection in American libraries was 

conducted by CEAL Task Force on Library Resources and Access from September 

1980 to the fall of 1981. A preliminary report was published in CEAL  

Bulletin No. 67 (February, 1982). This is the final report. 

Like the 1974/75 survey, this study provides new data on the current 

status of resources, growth rate, geographical distribution, acquisitions, 

technical processing, fiscal support, personnel, unit capabilities and 

cost, and automation from 88 collections2 in the United States, 3 in Canada, 

and 1 in Latin America. 

Among the collections surveyed, 65 are in college and university 

libraries, 6 in federal libraries, 6 in public libraries, and 15 in museums 

and special libraries. The sizes of these collections are radically different; 

the largest has a collection of over one million volumes, 17 hold between 

100,000 and 500,000 volumes, 47 have 10,000 to 100,000 volumes, and 27 

have only 1,000 to 10,000 volumes (Table 1). 

HOLDINGS AND RESOURCES 

As of June 30, 1980, the total holdings of the 92 collections were 

3,130,780 titles in 7,926,960 volumes. Among them 1,678,100 titles 

(in 4,698,697 volumes) are Chinese; 1,286,183 titles (in 2,829,604 volumes) 

are Japanese; 131,881 titles (in 276,784 volumes) are Korean, and 

46,440 volumes are Manchus, Mongol, Tibetan, and other East Asian languages 

(Table 1 & Tables 7/9). Due to the inconsistency of measurement criteria 

among the collections and other difficulties, Western language materials 

are not included in the tabulation. 

86 of the 92 collections have Chinese materials with holdings over 1,000 

volumes, 79 have Japanese materials over 1,000 volumes, 27 have Korean 

materials over 1,000 volumes. Counting by titles, the total holdings of 

the 92 collections are 53.6% in Chinese, 41% in Japanese, 4.2% in Korean, 

and 1.2% in other East Asian languages. Counting by volumes, 59.3% are 

in Chinese, 35.6% in Japanese, 3.4% in Korean, and less than 1% in other 

East Asian languages (Table 1). This indicated that in the past five years, 

Korean language materials had increased in greater percentage than Chinese 

and Japanese materials. 
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As for current periodicals, the total holdings are 45,231 titles: 

33.4% in Chinese, 49.8% in Japanese, 10.5% in Korean, and less than 1% 

in other East Asian languages (Tables 7/9). Chinese periodicals, however, 

have increased significantly since the survey because many newly published 

periodicals in PRC have become available in the last few years. 

GROWTH AND GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION 

During the 5-year period of 1976/80, the total increase of the 92 

collections was 1,224,000 volumes, averaging an annual increase of 244,000 

volumes, but an 8% drop from the previous 5-year period (Table 2). The 

downward trend is the inevitable result of rapidly rising cost. For 

instance, the average cost per volume of East Asian book was $6.70 during 

the previous period, but had risen to $10.26 in 1976/80, an increase of 

more than 30% (Table 6). More than two-third of the total increase was 

assignable to the 20 larger collections, which in fact also hold more than 

two-thirds of the total resources in American libraries. Their average 

annual acquisitions ranged between 5,000 and 29,000 volumes while the 

remaining collections added from less than 100 to 3,000 volumes during 

the same period (Table 4). 

It is still true that the geographical distribution of the East Asian 

Library resources generally coincide with that of AAS membership. In 

other words, more than 90% of the East Asian library resources and almost 

the same percentage of the membership of the AAS concentrate in the New 

England-Atlantic coast area, the Mid-Western area, and the Pacific area. 

As a result, the Mountain region and the South Central are less represented. 

ACQUISITIONS, TECHNICAL PROCESSING 

Even though the acquisition has declined during the 1976/80 period, 

the technical processing was further behind. During this period, only 

229,082 of the 245,000 volumes acquired were cataloged (Table 2). This 

means that the yearly backlog of the new acquisition was some 6%. Thus, 

at the end of this period, 105,324 titles in 325,794 volumes were uncataloged 

(Table 4). For selection and acquisition, the average capability rate 

per person (including the non-professionals) is 2,950 volumes a year 

(Table 6). Based on this analysis, an average bibliographer, assisted by a 

non-professional, acquired between 3,500 and 4,000 titles (in 5,000 to 

6,000 volumes) per year. Compared with the previous period, the acquisition 

unit capability remained unchanged. 

The average cataloging rate per person in this period had gone down 

significantly when compared with the previous period (1971/75) - from 1,000 

titles (in 1,600 volumes) to 715 titles (in 1,103 volumes) per person. The 

exact reason for the decline is not known, but two areas may provide some 

answers. First, different collections may compute in different fashions. 

Second, the number of catalogers had declined by 7%. According to the current 

standard, one professional cataloger assisted by one clerical worker, could 

process an average of 1,500 titles (in 2,500/3,000 volumes) a year. 
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LC printed catalog cards were still the most Important tool ln 

cataloging. According to this study, the adoption of LC printed cards 

varied greatly from collection to collection - 10% to 95% used it for 

cataloging Chinese materials, 30% to 100% for Japanese, and 26% to 

100% for Korean (Table 4). The average rate is 54% for cataloging 

Chinese materials, 69.9% for Japanese, and 69.6% for Korean, and 

64.5% for all languages. Comparing with the report of the previous 

period (1971/75), the utilization of LC cards has increased in all 

languages. 

PERSONNEL 

There were 438 full-time equivalent (PTE) librarians working in 

62 of the reporting collections in 1979/80. This figure included 

204 PTE persons working with Chinese materials (46.57%), 164 with 

Japanese (37.44%), 31 with Korean (7%), and 39 with other East Asian 

languages (9%). 81 FTE person (18.5%) were involved in acquisition, 

191 (43.6%) in technical processing, and 167 (38%) in public services. 

233 (53%) of the total staff were professional librarians, and 205 

(47%) were supporting personnel (Table 5). The size of the staff 

of individual collections also varied greatly: the largest one, namely, 

the Library of Congress, had 75 full time staff while the smallest 

collection employed only one person. Some 12 major collections 

employed between 10 and 30 FTE. 

During this period, there were only 19 professional openings 

(Table 5), which is less than half of the vacancies in the field 

some ten years ago. Needless to say, this was the impact of budget 

restrictions. 

FISCAL SUPPORT AND UNIT COST 

During the 1976/80 period, there was only a moderate increase in 

financial support for East Asian collections. The total expenditures 

of all reporting collections were more than 38 million dollars, which 

is only 4 million dollars more than the earlier period. This Increment 

is less than one-third of the 1971/75 increase (14 million dollars) over 

the 1966/70 period. The average annual cost of materials was 2 million 

in 1971/75, and slightly over 2.5 million in 1976/80, showing a 27% 

increase. The average annual expenditure for personnel was 4.5 million 

in 1971/75 and 5 million in 1976/80, showing a 11% Increase. However, 

there was a 74% decrease in other items, such as equipment, supplies, 

postage, telephone, travel, and others (Table 3). Compared with the 

1971/75 period, the sources of revenue from the institutions as well as 

the foundations showed a downward trend; but the fiscal support from the 

government had doubled (Table 3). There is no doubt that inflation 

has caused the acquisition programs to decline - 25% decrease in Chinese 

materials, and 33% in Japanese materials (Table 2). 
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The unit cost of materials for 1979/80 was $9.88 per volume for Chinese, 

$21.37 for Japanese, and $8.72 for Korean, with an overall cost of $14.25 

per volume. The unit cost of acquisition was $5.83, and the unit cost of 

cataloging was $14.50 per volume or $22.39 per title, making the total 

processing cost at $20.53 per volume (Table 6). Therefore, the total cost 

of material, acquisition, and cataloging was $34.50 per volume. Based on 

these figures, the ratio between material cost and operating expenses was 

1:1 1/2. In other words, for every dollar spent on material, one and one 

half dollars was spent on salary. 

CONCLUSION 

Professor T. H. Tsien characterized the state of the 1971/75 period as 

"a general state of stagnation and retrenchment."^ At the writing of this 

final report, the development of East Asian collections in American libraries 

had declined. Almost all collections have decreased their acquisitions. Most 

of them not only maintained their status quo, but left some vacancies unfilled. 

That was why so few vacancies were posted during the entire period under 

studied. 

Perhaps more profound problems other than the East Asian collections 

themselves command serious consideration. The area study programs, particularly 

East Asian studies suddenly became a popular academic program in many 

universities in the 1960s because of the massive NDEA and other financial 

support from the Federal Government and private foundations. As a result, 

many new East Asian collections were created and the old ones strengthened. 

However, the Federal Government's action created a phenomenon rather then 

actual aid. As Professor T. H. Tsien printed out, "although the outside 

funding in support of the libraries has been about 10% of the investment, 

the encouragement in the form of matching or developmental fund stimulated 

the institutional initiative."6 In the early 1970s, the NDEA programs 

were suspended and private foundations also restricted their grants. Those 

changes definitely reoriented East Asian study programs toward a non-expansion 

stage. Thus East Asian collections progressed from stagnation to 

declination. 

There is no doubt that the 8 million volumes of East Asian materials 

in American libraries is the best outside of East Asian countries. How 

they will be maintained, developed, and used would not be the decision of 

East Asian librarians alone. Scholars in the field and the vision of the 

administrators of the related universities will play a significant role in 

characterizing the future of those collections. 

As for the operation and technical services, it is the responsibility 

of East Asian librarians to improve and solve many of the related problems, 

such as cooperation among East Asian collections in acquisition and resource 

sharing to improve unit capabilities and costs, preservation and conservation, 

better training of East Asian librarianship, and automation for East Asian 

collections. Those questions had been raised by Professor T. H. Tsien in 

the 1971/75 study, 7 but little had been done in the past five years. 
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In this changing time, the most Important and urgent matter Is the 

promotion of automation for East Asian collections. Because of the efforts 

of the Research Library Group. Inc.. some East Asian collections had already 

taken action. Other would follow suit ln time. Nonetheless, some basic 

questions still remain unanswered. For Instance: to what extent will the 

East Asian libraries of various sizes adopt the RLG? In what situation would 

a collection need its own data base to convert its catalog cards and other 

bibliographical information into the automation system? How does the RLG 

system relate to other automated systems of the university library? How to 

define the goals, style, format and sequence of user instructions with 

online catalogs? How to predict the yearly cost of the RLG system which 

seems to fluctuate significantly? Perhaps those questions can be answered 

only by East Asian librarians who are also information science experts. 

1. The Task Force on Library Resources and Access was appointed by CEAL 

Chairperson in September, 1980. Its original plan was to publish a 

preliminary report in the summer of 1981, but regrettably the report 

has been delayed until the spring of 1982 because some questionnaires 

were not returned until the fall of 1981. In addition, due to the 

lack of financial support, all details had to be worked out by 

Task Force members. 

2. Among the 91 collections in the United States that reported for the 

previous study, 7 collections did not report this time, and one 

jointly reported with another collection of the same institution. 

On the other hand, 5 collections which did not report last time 

did this time. 

3. The average ratio between title and volume is 1:28 for Chinese 

materials, 1:2.2 for Japanese, 1:2.1 for Korean, and 1:2.5 for 

all languages. 

4. Tsien, Tsuen-hsuin. Current Status of East Asian Collections in American  

Libraries, 1974/75. Washington, D.C.: Center for Chinese Research 

Materials, Association of Research Libraries, 1976. P.6. 

5. Table 5. 

6. Tsien, Tsuen-hsuin. P.7. 

7. Ibid. PP.7-8. 
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TABLE 7 

CURRENT STATUS OF CHINESE COLLECTIONS IN AMERICAN LIBRARIES 

1975-1980 

Library 

Holdings 8 6/30/1980 Additions Cataloged 1979/80 Uncataloged 

Staffing Library 

Mono 

Volumes Microforms 

Current 

Periodicals 

1975-

1979 Average 1979-1980 Titles 

• 

Volumes 

1 

Titles I 
Volumes Staffing 

Am.Mus.(N.Y.) (7,200) 
_ _ _ 

Arizona 57,798 927 282 (3,941) 3,941 2,606 3,934 (1,457) 2,200 2.25 
Ariz. State 6,000 

­ - ­ ­ - - 500 (755) 0.30 
Art Inst. (Ch.) 270 

­
3 8 10 10 10 8 18 0.12 

As. Art Mus.(SF)(4,800) 

­ ­ - ­ -
_ _ _ 

Brit.Columbia 154,597 3,779 265 4,115 4,877 2,944 4,630 _ 6.5 
Brown 76,506 287 24 1,402 687 1,442 2,864 6,334 7,807 2.53 
Bucknell (40) 

­ - ­ -
_ _ _ _ 

CALIFORNIA: 

Berkeley 228,994 8,680 605 4,503 4,943 2,475 (3,737) (314) 474 4.75 
Davis (10.331) 

­
(7) 

­
-

­ ­
1,001 1,257 1.20 

Los Angeles (95,000) (600) (500) (3,548) (1,969) (1,850) (2,672) (5,694) (8,200) 1.92 
San Diego (2,300) 

- - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­
_ 

Santa Barb. 33,178 255 133 1,220 1,518 

­ ­
(803) 1,212 2 

Cent.for R.Lib. (25,000) (7,410) - ­ - ­
_ _ _ 

(0.25) 
Cent. Conn.St. 7,800 1,200 

­ ­ ­ ­
_ _ 

Chicago 236,064 16,784 817 8,225 7,896 2,690 3,717 (2,700) (3,000) 8 
Chicago P.Lib. (1,695) 

- (17) 

­ - ­
_ _ 

­
(1) 

C. Lib. of 
(1) 

Am. (S.F.) (20,376) 

­ - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Claremont 53,000 60 157 1,736 525 638 918 5,839 9,798 (1) 
Clevel.Museum (4,300) 

­
(15) (570) (570) 

­ ­ ­
*• 

Clev. P. Lib. 2,358 -
8 52 78 36 (138) 36 72 (0.40) 

Colorado 2,426 6 25 10 10 - ­
6 6 0.10 

Columbia 212,082 10,542 404 3,323 3,023 2,793 4,786 2,500 2,820 12 

Conn. College 3,888 36 7 - - - - (152) 230 0.70 
Cornell 214,861 5,109 709 4,915 5,240 (2,455) (3,184) - 4.50 

Dartmouth 61,210 910 150 2,013 3,000 2,000 2,800 (6,429) 9,000 3,80 
Denver 4,800 

­
50 

­ ­
1,400 1,900 20 91 0.33 

Detroit P.Lib. (897) 

­
(10) (172) (56) -

_ 

- -
_ 

Duke 7,860 

­
50 (1,200) (1,200) 210 246 

­ - (0.90) 

Field Mus.(Ch) (11,000) 

­ - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Florida 151 67 23 
- ­ ­ - 6 10 (0.04) 

Florida State 7,122 8 14 94 3 377 424 85 (96) 0.05 
Fogg Art Mus. 1,638 

­
14 

- - ­ ­
116 152 (1.44) 

Freer Gallery 9,084 20 23 65 131 46 451 

­
_ 1 

Genealog. Soc. 2,861 4,339 - 970 255 

­ -
_ 

­ 3.5 
George Wash. (2,700) (78) (7) (558) (558) 

­ ­ ­ ­
(0.5) 

Georgetown 11,000 22 40 850 600 339 600 200 230 1.5 

Harvard-Yenching 

Lib. 353,608 8,415 555 4,693 4,693 3,346 8,795 7,500 9,500 9.78 

Harvard Lav (2,375) - ­ - - ­ ­ -
_ _ 

Hawaii 69,648 4,012 425 2,257 1,474 1,477 2,004 

­ ­
2.42 

Hinoraoto 

­ ­ - - ­ ­ ­ - ­
_ 

Hoover 165,317 9,254 405 3,543 3,692 2,329 2,818 2,395 2,652 9.05 

Illinois 76,134 7,334 350 2,070 9,901 1,239 12,348 (1,500) (2,000) 4.50 

Indiana 78,538 525 149 6,432 1,333 2,000 2,133 (563) 600 2 

Iowa 35,000 200 70 2,000 2,500 (1.325) 2,000 (331) 500 0.44 

Kansas 49,370 2,000 186 1,425 1,366 535 1,656 (1,616) 5,000 1.50 

LIB. OF CONGRESS: 

Asian Div. 452,472 7,881 1,355 9,105 11,491 9,192 11,490 1,415 1,700 26 

Far E. Law 21,200 304 72 480 424 

­ - ­
_ 3 

Los Ang.P.Lib. 15,237 

­
73 2,888 3,070 1,230 2,990 500 1,400 8 

Maryland 12,426 461 176 1,083 1,156 640 1,156 (305) 550 2 

Massachusetts 12,693 76 5 1,448 257 137 257 174 461 1.20 

Metrop. Mis.(NY) 1,500 

­
10 63 100 70 75 30 30 0.34 

Mexico (2,253) 

­ ­ ­ ­ - ­ ­ -Miami 13,402 168 19 50 

­
214 863 18 25 2 

Michigan 182,880 24,932 451 7,913 7,008 4,507 9,150 (2,956) (6,000) 6.60 

Michigan State (10,670) (70) (132) (720) (170) 
- - ­ ­ ­Milit. Academy 3,000 39 

­
250 250 (200) (250) (40) (50) 2 

Minnesota 56,500 804 118 805 805 335 404 366 421 2 

Nat'l Agr. Lib (15,000) (200) (25) (550) (550) 

­ ­ ­ ­ ­Nat'l Lib. of 

Medicine (7,000) 

­
(50) (214) (170) - ­ ­ ­ ­Nebraska (2,500) 

­ - ­ - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Nelson Gallery (2,947) - (5) 

­ ­ - ­ ­ ­ ­N.Y. Bot. 

Garden Lib. (100) 

­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­N.Y. Pub. Lib. 4,000 500 129 (500) 500 353 438 3,200 (3,968) 2 

New Paltz (NY) 1,700 70 3 - ­ ­ - ­ ­ ­North Carolina 38,288 2,944 225 2,074 1,963 1,071 1,990 658 2,568 2.90 

Northwestern (15,577) 

­ ­ ­ ­ ­
(2,000) (5,000) 

­Oakland (5,000) (300) (5) (500) (500) 

­ - ­ ­ ­Oberlin 11,694 60 65 543 367 277 367 (500) (800) (1.25) 

Ohio State 59,037 (2,163) - (2,698) (1,979) - ­ ­ ­
(2.50) 

Oregon 17,400 162 210 880 910 

­ ­ ­ ­
1.13 

Pennsylvania 57,820 1,593 174 563 550 606 1,238 (735) 1,500 3 

Pittsburgh 80,788 2,273 469 4,133 1,856 1,459 1,650 12,412 20,109 3.75 

Princeton 238,748 8,623 569 7,651 10,358 1,539 3,004 (3,077) 6,000 7.50 

Rochester 29,407 

­
60 413 200 - - 146 167 (1.02) 

Royal O n e Mus 4,281 - 18 101 179 - ­
196 (296) 0.50 

Rutgers 66,000 2,493 300 5,410 2,700 2,114 2,718 

­ ­
2 

San Diego St. 3,000 150 20 

­ ­ - ­ ­ ­
0.37 

San Fran. St. (5,000) - (9) (250) (500) 

­ ­ ­ ­
(0.50) 

St. John's 45,440 

­
70 3,775 1,250 1,250 3,225 1,100 2,000 

­Seattle Pub.Lib. 1,600 

­
6 163 416 382 416 214 232 (0.43) 

Seton Hall 15,000 400 130 700 1,000 850 1,000 - ­
2.50 

State Dept.Lib. (2,000) 

­ ­ ­ - ­ - - ­ -
Texas 16,753 84 104 2,320 2,250 1,066 2,250 1,040 1,603 1.15 

Toronto 68,488 8,185 320 (3,031) (3,031) (1.903) 2,873 480 (725) 5 

Virginia (21,000) (400) (33) (1,684) (1.684) 

­ - ­ ­ ­WASHINGTON (SEATTLE): 

Far E. Lib. 142,994 4,687 2,059 3,670 2,504 (2,000) (4,103) (21,173) (31,971) 6.2 

Law Lib. (15,000) - - - - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Washington 

(St.Louis) 55,213 1,356 125 1,262 689 500 732 20 22 2.50 

Washington St. (2,000) - - - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ -Wisconsin 82,590 - 150 1,000 1,000 (3,333) (3,477) (400) (950) (3) 

Yale 202,603 3,080 854 8,474 6,116 7,077 (8,068) 8,994 10,243 9.87 

TOTAL: 4,531,378 167,319 15,097 143,274 134,002 78,867 132,949 110,254 166,471 204.48 

NOTE: - Information not available. 

( ) Figures estimates by reporting library or the Investigators, 

a Total number of monographic volumes does not include microforms. 
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TABLE 8 

Holding 1 6/30/1980 Additions Cataloged 1979/80 Uncataloged 

Mono. Current 1975-

Library Volumes Microforms Periodicals 1979 Average 1979-1980 Titles Volumes Titles Volumes Staffing 

Am. Mus. (N.Y.) (8,700) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . 

Arizona 21,162 138 141 (6,036) 1,509 787 1,277 (926) 1,500 2.50 

Ariz. State 4,500 - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­
(62) 100 (0.20) 

Art Inst.(Ch.) 2,823 _ 7 6 8 8 62 71 0.12 

As. Art Mus.(SF)(1,500) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Brit. Columbia 59,361 1,941 209 2,917 4,133 1,801 3,034 
­ - 4.50 

Brown 
­ 287 2 ­ ­ ­ ­ 246 284 ­Bucknell 3,700 ­ ­ ­ ­ - ­ (1,480) 2,400 ­

CALIFORNIA: 

Berkeley 199,573 ­ 1,732 3,991 4,795 1,672 (2,709) (2,328) 3,772 3.75 

Davis (16,316) (129) (28) ­ ­ - ­ 1,859 2,232 1.20 

Los Angeles (74,619) (379) (500) (1,529) (2,273) (1,516) (2.627) (5,062) (8,200) (1.92) 

San Diego (130) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Santa Barb. 20,083 1,250 241 1,311 1,222 
­ ­

(358) 581 2 

Center for 

Res. Lib. (100) (6.209) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ 0.25 

Cent. Conn. St. 1,350 ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Chicago 94,185 (500) 687 5,467 4,442 2,123 2,797 (1,520) (2,190) 7 

Chicago Pub.Lib. - - ­ ­ - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Chinese Lib. of 

Am. (S.F.) ­ ­ ­ - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­
Claremont 10,500 ­ 50 160 250 27 39 1,631 2,343 1 

Clevel. Mus. (2,338 ­ (21) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­
Clev. P. Lib. 1,749 - 3 130 128 100 (162) 66 93 0.35 

Colorado 1,816 5 (35) (23) (20) ­ - 34 69 0.25 

Columbia 161,441 1,799 800 4,388 3,555 1,760 2,800 (15,432) 25,000 5 

Conn. College 136 _ 
­ ­ ­ - ­ ­ ­ ­Cornell 38,950 1,360 296 1,915 2,180 (2,455) (3,183) 

­ ­
3.25 

Dartmouth 17,730 10 60 220 300 180 220 ­ ­
1.70 

Denver 
­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ 9 (15) ­Detroit P.Lib. (448) - (1) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Duke 8,350 ­

134 (525) (525) 279 525 - ­
0.60 

Field Mus. (Ch (1,000) 
­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Florida (3,112) 11 8 ­ ­ ­ ­

12 18 0.06 

Florida State 2,401 493 13 4 3 17 104 16 (26) 0.05 

Fogg Art Mus. 4,360 ­ 21 ­ ­ ­ - 594 851 1.50 

Freer Gallery 5,208 2 17 170 305 82 472 ­ ­
1 

Genealog. Soc. 1,551 7,627 ­ 1,218 508 ­ ­ ­ - 3 

George Wash. (10) - (5) ­ - ­ ­ ­ - -
Georgetown 10,000 332 55 875 500 275 500 140 150 0.75 

Harvard-Yen. 

Library 157,975 1,646 643 3,995 3,607 2,899 5,076 1,900 2.800 7.60 

Harvard Law (9,945) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­
Hawaii 81,842 6,810 455 3,598 1,506 2,345 3,321 (8,896) 14,412 3.50 

Hinomoto (46,000) - (30) 
­ ­ - - ­ ­ ­Hoover 94,857 4,008 295 4,325 2,191 2,221 2,698 7,000 7,500 8.30 

Illinois 40,402 383 410 960 1,286 867 1,447 (2,000) (3,000) 4.50 

Indiana 21,605 381 89 1,424 600 550 600 (481) 780 ] .58 

Iowa 15,000 100 45 1.250 1,500 (617) 1,000 (123) 200 0.19 

Kansas 30,339 1,500 180 1,333 1,221 973 1,636 (3,086) 5,000 1.50 

LIB. OF CONGRESS: 

Asian Dlv. 621,154 8,765 7,501 15,168 14,803 14,044 17,606 (3,160) 3,961 37.60 

Far E. Law 57,300 728 385 1,456 1,153 ­ ­ ­ - 2 

Los Ang. P. Lib. 6,256 ­ 14 851 973 57 228 204 (330) 0.20 

Maryland 28,848 360 201 1,217 1,605 1,106 1,605 (15,413) 25,000 3 

Massachusetts 3,873 
­

28 134 97 55 97 77 98 0.30 

Met. Mus.(N.Y.) 2,500 
­

10 88 320 200 200 400 480 0.83 

Mexico (1,153) ­ ­ ­ - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Miami 1,384 147 5 3 
­ 51 370 5 10 0.60 

Michigan 151,528 10,596 917 4,673 5,172 3,303 5,609 (2.466) (4,000) 6.35 

Michigan State (4,770) (50) (197) ­ - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­
Military Academy (160) 

­ ­ (30) (40) (20) (40) 
­ ­ ­Minnesota 20,076 225 97 944 610 480 510 210 230 1.50 

Nat'l Agr.Lib. (17,000) ­ (100) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­
(1.50) 

Nat'l Lib. of 

Medicine (16,000) ­ (1,200) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ (1) 

Nebraska (1,000) 
­ ­ ­ ­ ­ - ­ ­ ­Nelson Gallery (2,000) 
­ (5) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ - (1) 

N.Y. Botanical 

Gird. Lib. (1,000) - ­ ­ ­ ­ - ­ ­ ­
N.Y. Pub. Lib. 17,000 (200) 186 (140) (140) 593 698 (7,768) (12,600) 2.50 

New Paltz (N.Y.) (80) 8 1 ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­North Carolina 2,200 43 38 144 57 45 100 67 80 0.95 

Northwestern (13,163) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Oakland (130) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ -Oberlln 396 (204) 5 10 54 27 100 (50) (100) 0.50 

Ohio State 12,476 563 ­ (1,606) 1,606 ­ ­ ­ ­
(1.50) 

Oregon 16,434 70 208 996 800 
­ ­ ­ ­

1.12 

Pennsylvania 26.940 789 74 375 210 250 599 (801) 1,300 2 

Pittsburgh 14,192 506 186 1,407 718 336 557 850 1,135 1.75 

Princeton 70,442 2,487 797 3,856 3,143 1,435 3,154 300 450 4.50 

Rochester 12,205 ­ 46 337 199 ­ ­
80 137 (1.02) 

Royal Ont. Mus 5,736 ­ 38 105 319 121 155 247 (400) 1 

Rutgers 1.500 ­
26 - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ -

San Diego St. (2,000) (200) 20 
­ ­ ­ - - ­

0.25 

San Fran. St. (3,000) ­ (3) ­ ­ - ­ - ­ ­St. John's 1,000 860 ­
100 300 115 200 100 200 (0.50) 

Seattle Pub.Lib. 2,500 ­
4 176 467 431 467 211 228 (0.26) 

Seton Hall 8,000 100 50 375 500 400 500 - ­
0.50 

State Dept.Lib. (3,000) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ -
Texas 27,667 172 161 1.651 784 804 1,230 701 762 1.50 

Toronto 63,371 219 175 (2,000) (2,000) (2,779) 4.508 3,089 (5,004) 4.25 

Virginia (1,000) (20) (11) ­ ­ ­ - ­ ­ ­WASHINGTON (SEATTLE): 

Far E. Lib. 59,165 3,875 1,561 2,791 2,792 (1,800) (3,600) (16,556X25,000) 5.50 

Law Library (28,000) 
­ ­ - ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­Washington 

(St. Louis) 37,203 - 163 933 659 357 659 18 20 2.50 

Washington St. (500) ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ ­ - ­
Wisconsin (37,500) ­

(50) (1,000) (1,000) (2,885) (3,665) (400) (950) (1) 

Yale 119.568 (1,540) 863 5,897 4,138 3,610 (5,848) 1,842 2,568 7.63 

TOTAL: 2,799,577 30,027 22,539 96,233 83,226 58,863 88,562 110,338 168,630 

NOTE: - Information not available. 

( ) figures estimated by reporting library or the investigators. 

a Total number of monographic volumes does not Include microforms. 
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