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Theological Libraries Revisited

by

Dr. Leon Pacala

I recently received an invitation to address a group of CEO’s of
minority schools sponsored by the United Presbyterian Church and I was
somewhat taken back by the wording on the invitation. It read literally "We
would like the group to bear your presentation." Now, I kind of convinced
myself that that was a typographical error but only with limited success.
Father Daly was much more careful and much more gracious in his invita-
tion for me to take part in this gathering. He went on to try to convince
me that I had something significant to say to this group and also to feel
wanted. So I'm very delighted to be here -- which proves that the biblical
injunction that man does not live by bread alone is true -- he must be but-
tered up occasionally. Now that I’'m here in the presence of this somewhat
forbidding group, I feel somewhat like the little girl who was very much
concerned about her father who was in the habit of bringing home a
briefcase full of work every evening and, after dinner, repairing immedi-
ately to the study to remain there all night. She asked her mother why
Daddy had to work at night and at home. Her mother explained that her
father was a very busy and important person who couldn’t possibly com-
plete his work during the daytime. "Well," said the worried girl, "why don’t
they put him in a slower section?" Well, now, in the presence of this pro-
fessionally oriented and experienced group who preside over an area of our
theological communities which remains for many of us a mystery and yet
still highly valued, I recognize what a fast track I’'m in -- or ’'m on -- at this
time and I’m very grateful to be here.

When I was thinking about the assignment and the topic, I was
tempted to entitle my remarks, "Theological Libraries: A Vanishing
Species," and then I did some research on the experience of our theological
schools with their libraries over the last three or four decades. I learned,
for example, that four decades ago, there were only twelve libraries on the
North American continent housing seventy-five thousand volumes or more
in their theological collections. Today, there are a hundred and six which
exceed that number. I studied ten libraries and their development during
that period -- ten chosen at random -- and learned that, over that same
period, those libraries had increased in size from 2.9 to 5.8 times, with an
average growth of 3.4 times increase. So, over that long period, we have
just lived through, as you know, an unprecedented period of growth and
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expansion. I then tried to discern something of the trends over the more
recent past and tried to analyze some of the indices that have taken place
over the last five years. I found that over these five years, contrary to, I'm
sure, the full satisfaction of libraries -- librarians -- that our schools con-
tinue to invest an increasing portion of their resources in theological
libraries. For example, over these five years, I learned that university-
related libraries had increased their appropriation for library support 37% in
five years; Roman Catholic schools, 31%; denominational schools, 64%;
Canadian schools, 66%; non-denominational and non-university-related
schools, 84%. Now, this took place during a period of time when the con-
sumer price index increased 51.5%. Now, what this points out, then, is
that, over a five year period, that at least three of the five categories of
schools had at least kept pace with the rate of inflation in the support of
their libraries. I know that that doesn’t tell the whole story, that the
increase in costs of library appropriations and acquisitions have far outpaced
the average rate of inflation. So I went back to try to understand what is
happening in terms of the acquisitions picture and again this bears out the
fact that library costs have exceeded significantly the average increase in
inflation. Again, university-related schools over this five year period has
decreased the number of volumes added to their collection by 60%, a figure
so startling, in fact, that I'm very suspicious of our data. The same has
occurred with Canadian schools, where the number of volumes added has
decreased some 50% over a five year period; for Roman Catholic school, a
decrease of 16%. Denominational schools have increased their number of
acquisitions or additions to the library by a modest 28% and non-
university-related, non-denominational schools, by 4%. The conclusion one
can draw from this brief presentation of statistics, however, stands, namely,
that it is the experience of our theological schools that, perhaps more than
any other part of the institutional budget, appropriations for libraries have
at least kept pace in most instances with the rate of inflation. I suspect
there’s a closer parallel there, related to libraries, than on any other aspect
of institutional budgeting. From this, one can draw, then, at least some
implications of the role, the status, that libraries may have in our institu-
tions. But I want to concentrate not upon the financial picture or the con-
straints within which libraries proceed but to single out another topic for
conversation and in the few minutes that we have together I would like to
offer an invitation to begin anew a dialogue and perhaps even a debate
about the nature and role of theological libraries in theological education,
and, futhermore, I would like to include in that invitation the suggestion
that persons gathered in this room assume the responsibility of becoming a
more constituent part of that discussion and debate.



First, let me try to make clear my own personal perspective. At the
biennial meeting of the Association of Theological Schools in 1948, L. R.
Elliot, who was then the librarian of Southwestern Baptist Theological Sem-
inary, in one of the major addresses to that gathering, completed his
presentation entitled, "The Role of Theological Libraries in Theological
Education,” with this comment -- he said, "I believe that seminaries should
increasingly be known by their libraries and by the use made of those
libraries by students and faculty." Now, I happen to believe that injunction.
I also believe that that statement is true of a great many of our schools;
partially true of a great many more; and, in principle at least, true of the
hopes and aspirations of still a larger number of schools. But I also believe
that unless the kind of discussion and debate that I’'m about to suggest take
place, I suspect that that index of the effectiveness of our theological
schools will diminish in the years ahead.

Now, it’s been an interesting and illuminating exercise to go back
through official documents of the Association of Theological Schools and
the official actions taken related to our theological libraries. It seems that at
least once every decade it has become a topic of official action by the Asso-
ciation. Interestingly enough, in the 1940s, the major issue, it seemed, was
that of trying to transform theological education in such a way as to make
learning by books a more significant instructional mode. It’s rather startling
to realize that, as late as the middle 1940s, the status of theological libraries
hung in the balance of the debate and the thesis that a student whose theo-
logical educaton included substantial learning through volumes, important
volumes of every subject matter, would be much better prepared for minis-
try than a student whose theological education turned around standing for
examinations on the basis of textbooks and lectures. How far we have trav-
eled since the middle 1940s, at least in principle, in our schools, for learn-
ing by books, I would assume, is indeed a proven point beyond debate and
discussion in our day. In the 1950s, there was an official study again made
of the role of theological schools -- theological libraries -- which led to the
establishment of accrediting standards for the library to be used in the
accreditational processes of the Association. It’s interesting to study those
standards because they continue to constitute the core of the standards as
they exist today. Standards were rooted in the principle that the theological
library should be integrated to the purposes of the institution itself and by
all means should support the instructional and the research programs of the
institution. It also insisted that theological libraries should be indeed the
study center of the entire institution. During the 1960s, the major study of
theological education was carried on by a commission on the planning of
resources for theological education, and, in the report that was submitted
late in that decade, theological libraries were mentioned only in passing,
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and, in the mentioning, the one point that was singled out was the potential
advantage of cooperative mechanisms. A few years later in the curriculum
for the 1970s that was published, no mention of theological libraries was
made at all. In the 1970s, there was a joint ATS/ATLA task force on the
strategy for libraries, and that report is quite interesting because there again
it singles out the need and the advantages for cooperative mechanisms and
structures and calls attention to the fact that theological libraries must
include resources which go beyond the printed page or the bound volume.
And then it ended with something of a pep talk that in times of diminishing
resources we must avoid the mood that nothing could be done in terms of
regional cooperation or research because of diminishing resources.

Now, as one looks at that history so briefly outlined, one has two very
vivid impressions: one, how substantive and decisive was the discussion
about theological libraries in the 1940s and the 1950s and, conversely, how
much that kind of discussion and debate seemed to be lacking in the 1960s
and 1970s, decades when procedures and techniques tended to dominate
our attention. I want to suggest that it is time to return to the level of seri-
ousness and substance that engaged the theological communities in the 50s
-- in the 40s and 50s -- so far as theological libraries were concerned. 1
want to suggest also that this kind of a constituency is an important part of
the total context in which that kind of discussion and debate might prove
productive. The need for such a debate, I think, is in part less obvious
than the need for all the constituents of theological communities to partici-
pate in that debate. I don’t know a great deal about libraries, but I know
enough to understand the problems that you confront as professionals
responsible for a segment, an important segment, of your institutions. But
I want to suggest that your concerns must go beyond those technical and
professional concerns, and, that as members of the full community of theo-
logical educators, the concerns and issues which confront theological educa-
tion as a whole will be decisive not only for the enterprise but also for our
libraries as such. Your participation therefore in that discussion is abso-
lutely imperative.

Now, let me point out in very brief outline something of the nature
and perhaps the issues around which that future discussion might take place
-- issues which affect our entire enterprise but which have far-ranging
implications for the day in and day out responsibilities each of you
shoulder. Let me suggest first of all that the immediate future of theologi-
cal education will be shaped by the need to increasingly clarify its basic pur-
poses and objectives. Throughout the twentieth century, the instructional
programs and curriculums of our theological schools have been shaped
increasingly by the conviction that ministry is indeed a profession. And a
professional model has been the source for the motivations of the greatest
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development, additions, and innovation in theological education. Now, for
some, that has been a saving grace and there can be no question but what
that model has had not only official but lasting impact upon the enterprise.
There are others, however, who look upon that fact as something of a curse
rather than a blessing and who are calling attention to the fact increasingly
that we must be about the task of discerning ways in which that single
model should be augmented, corrected, and perhaps even transcended. I
want to suggest that you as librarians have an important stake in that dis-
cussion. And I recognize something of the anomaly however into which
you are placed as a participant in that discussion. Our schools can tolerate
ideology when it touches faculty; it can tolerate ideology when it bears upon
administrators; but it can hardly tolerate ideology or limited perspectives
where the library is concerned. There you must serve not only the advo-
cates of a single resolution of an issue but you must cover the bases for
either change or addition in whatever resolution an institution will adopt.
But perhaps in that anomaly itself stands or is included some of your
greatest contribution to this ensuing discussion, for you have a perspective
that your responsibility will keep alive in striking a balance, in suggesting
dimensions of the issues, and in evaluating whatever resolution is projected
in the effort to understand the basic purpose for which our institutions
exist. Profession or something else -- an emphasis upon the nurturing of
competence and functions or something else -- are we in the business to
nurture persons trained to perform according to certain expectations and
need or are we in the business to identify and nurture those who will
embody a tradition, the experience of a people, a destiny that is determina-
tive and distinctive? That signifies something of the dimension of the dis-
cussion which all of us must undertake and be a part of.

A second issue that confronts theological education is of a different
kind. The future of our institutions will be determined by their relation-
ships to the rest of higher education. We are learning to appreciate what
the 1970s did for theological education. More than we realized as we lived
through those difficult years, the 1970s constituted a very creative period in
the history of theological education. It was a period of growth probably
second to only the the 1950s. It was a period of development and of great
creativity. But it was also a time in which our theological schools increas-
ingly isolated themselves from important centers of our culture including
the other aspects of the fabric of higher education. Now, the history and
the elements in that growing isolation are complex. Some of them can be
traced to the unprecedented growth in the post-World War II period of
university and college departments of religious studies. What happened
with that growth and development was that there was an increasingly shar-
pened division of labor between departments of religious studies and
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seminaries, the latter increasingly focusing upon their roles as agents of the
church, existing for the purpose increasingly singular in understanding of
preparing the leadership of the church, and increasingly narrowing the
scope of institutional functions attentuated to that increasingly specialized
purpose. Now, I’ve overdrawn the distinction, but I think there is great
truth in the elements and the implications of that distinction. But what has
happened as a result is that there is an increasing gulf that threatens to
expand into increasing alienation and isolation. Now, it’s not difficult to
imagine the implicatons and the consequences if that gulf is permitted to
grow and to develop. And yet I’'m convinced that one of the greatest
threats to our theological schools is that of greater, increasing isolation
from other culture-forming, culture-shaping centers in our society, and it’s
a trend which must be very carefully discerned, assessed, and evaluated.
And its implicatons for theological education must be made very clear.
Again, I want to suggest that librarians have a very important contribution
to make to that issue and to the discussion that ought to center around that
issue, for there is a very real sense in which our libraries should remain the
open door to the rest of the world of learning. The size and the
configuration of that door will be determined largely by persons gathered in
this room. The implications of that determination will be felt by theological
education as a whole.

There’s a third type of isolation that will increasingly challenge our
theological schools which also requires serious thought and assessment.
That is the threat of increased sectarianization of our instructional pro-
grams. Ecumenicity came to theological education in a very unique way in
the 1960s. It was epitomized in 1968 when the first Roman Catholic sem-
inary was accredited by the Association. Since then, every major Roman
Catholic seminary has either been accredited or is well on the road to
accreditation. During the period, there also developed what comes to as
close a consensus in theological education as I know, often times unspoken,
even more frequently never debated, and that is the belief that preparation
for religious leadership can be best carried out in some form of an ecumen-
ical context. If there is a principle that we have somehow all accepted and
embraced in some sense, it’s that. And yet, of late, there are signs that
that principle is being seriously called into question, not explicitly, but
nevertheless, no less effectively. That calling into question is the result of
a number of factors, some of which are aloose in society as a whole --
forces and motivation stressing the separation of groups withing our
society, stressing distinctiveness; a political process which proceeds accord-
ing to caucuses and encounter and confrontation -- but there are also forces
within the ecclesiastical communities themselves contributing to that
increasing sectarianization, namely, as our churches have experienced, as
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most have, a declining support and a declining size of their enrollments,
there has been a tendency to guard the ramparts, a tendency to alter or to
change or to transform a concern for ecclesiastical identity to an advocacy
of denominational distinctiveness, and, in that transformation is contained a
great threat to the community of theological schools. Now, again, where
responsible denominational identity ends and sectarianization begins is a
very important issue that needs to be on our agenda in the immediate
future and again I submit that librarians have a great deal to contribute to
the clarification of that issue, its implications, and its resolution. Whether
our libraries will become indeed denominational archives or whether they
will remain centers of theological study in our institutions is not an exag-
gerated way to pose some of the consequences and implications of that
trend.

Let me suggest a final issue and I’'m finished. The theological schools
in the immediate future will need to clarify for themselves again their dis-
tinctive subject matter. Ned Farley of Vanderbilt University has argued,
and I think convincingly, that much of the present predicament of theologi-
cal education stems from the fact that we have lost a coherent subject
matter. In place of a single reality that not only shapes and relates our
theological studies but also justifies and defines them, in place of a single
subject matter, we have substituted a very loose configuration of highly-
specialized studies, each with its own method, its own objectives, its own
purposes, and somehow we have pulled it all together and called it theologi-
cal study. Now, the issues and the problems implied in the increasing loss
of a singular subject matter are indeed complex and comprehensive in
scope. It’s an issue that touches the very heart of the enterprise we
represent, for it deals with the very nature of knowledge, the knowledge
upon which our educational enterprise rests. For to raise a question of the
subject matter of theological education is to raise a question of the theologi-
cal nature of knowledge itself. What is the substance of that knowledge?
What is its defining form and principle? What should be its organizational
forms? Almost overwhelmingly complex questions, and yet questions
which no longer can be ignored without extracting a fearful toll from the
enterprise itself. Again, what kind of knowledge must our educational sys-
tems presuppose? Or, what kind of knowledge is the responsibility of the
church? Or, what kind of knowledge is it our responsibility to nurture and
to offer to the total pantheon of scholars in our culture and in our times? I
want to suggest that we can no longer assume that these answers can come
from history or from the way history has shaped our intellectual or scho-
larly guilds; that as theological schools have increasingly focused upon their
distinctive purposes, there may be far reaching implications and conse-
quences for the kind of knowledge upon which those purposes rest. These
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are questions which must be phrased, discussed, and debated, and certainly
you who preside over the gathering, the preservation and the servicing of
that body of knowledge must be a constituent part.

Well, we’ve hopped, skipped, and jumped over a lot of issues but I
want to suggest that the future of theological education requires the contri-
bution that each can make from the uniqueness of their perspectives and
that you who are such important parts of the community of theological edu-
cators have a distinctive and a very important role to play in that debate. 1
firmly hope you’ll accept that challenge and that you will make it a part of
your agenda, not first and foremost as professional librarians, but first and
foremost as members of the community of theological educators and out of
that basic commitment and assumption 1 think that there is much to be
gained. Now, one doesn’t have to be around an academic institution very
long to be rather jaundiced about all of the great claims that will be forth-
coming from a new venture or an experiment or an innovation of some
kind or another. I remember once Robert Hutchins commenting that he
had learned that Harvard had decided to alter the size of the diploma. He
went on to say that they were either going to make it larger or smaller, he
had forgotten which, but he was sure it was a step in the right direction. 1
want to suggest that your participation in the right kind of debate or dialo-
gue that I have suggested would be indeed a step in the right direction and
can make all the difference in the world.

Throughout this first year in office, I have learned a great deal. Part
of what I have learned I owe in no small measure to Simeon Daly and his
colleagues, who cornered me in one of the buildings of Princeton Theologi-
cal Seminary early last October and we discussed matters of mutual interest
and concern. Well, saying we discussed it overstates it -- they talked and I
listened. But I came away from that meeting convinced that one of the
priorities before the community of theological schools touches upon our
theological libraries. It was an impression which grew throughout the year
as I increased my knowledge of our schools and their leadership, so much
so that, when the executive committee of the Association gathered and I
was asked to submit a very small number of priorities to which I thought
the Association of Theological Schools should commit itself, included in
that small list was the future of our theological libraries. I remain con-
vinced of that.

I’m happy to announce that again with the help of Father Daly and
his colleagues, we have formulated a joint project of both associations
which we have rather modestly entitled "Theological Project 2000." It’s a
project which is designed to do some of the things at least that I have been
suggesting, a project that will be studied -- a study project basically of
nature -- devoted to two or three important objectives: one, to try to more
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clearly discern the role of theological libraries in theological education for
the remainder of this century; secondly, to try to discern the resources
needed to fulfill those functions and purposes; thirdly, to suggest strategies
to insure those resources; and finally, to propose possible updating of the
standards affecting libraries upon which accreditation rests. That’s a
presumptuous study to undertake and yet, we’re convinced, a timely and
essential one. I’m happy to be able to announce, for the first time publicly,
that, yesterday afternoon, I received confirmation from the Lily Endow-
ment that $70,000 have been approved to underwrite such a study. It will
be a study that will be inaugurated almost immediately and hopefully com-
pleted sometime in academic year 1982-83. This is one way in which our
associations can be about the very essential business that is the main
responsibility that you and I share. I'd also like to say that I look forward
to not only working on that project but to pledging whatever resources the
Association of Theological Schools may command to insure the success of
that what will hopefully be a benchmark study in the development and his-
tory of theological libraries. In addition to the action taken by the Lily
Endowment, I can think of no other more hopeful sign of insuring the suc-
cess of that project than to indicate that we have received a commitment
from one of your colleagues, one of your distinguished colleagues, Steve
Peterson, who’s agreed to coordinate that study for us. I look forward to
the result of that and to continued relationships of our associations as we
seek to find ways in which to fulfill the important purposes to which we are
committed. Thank you.



Developing the Calvinism Collection
by

Peter De Klerk

There are some materials in any library that do not lend themselves to
being placed on the open shelves. These materials are often rare, irreplace-
able, fragile, or have archival value, and are therefore referred to a special
designated room. This constitutes, whether we like it or not, a special col-
lection.

Some special collections remain an integral part of the book collection
as a whole. Don’t we hear ourselves say at times that we are "strong" in
this subject, and "weak" in that? If a subject is being consulted in the card
catalogue, the cards listed under this subject heading represent a special col-
lection, although the materials are not to be found in any one single
classification of the library.

Any collection, whether large or small, can be separated physically
without diminishing its availability, as long as the materials are classified
and their location properly noted in the card catalogue. The mere
classification of the books naturally divides the material by subject, and
therefore into special collections.

It may be for that reason that the library literature is not very helpful
in giving a satisfactory definition of a special collection. Is it because spe-
cial collections vary so much?

There are, however, a few essential characteristics that are mentioned
in this connection. First, the collection must include unusual titles not to
be found in most libraries, and secondly, the size of the group of books
must be proportionately larger than the other divisions of the library. The
description that follows will show that the collection of Calviniana found at
Calvin Library fits these two characteristics. This collection is know as the
H. Henry Meeter Calvinism Research Collection. It consists, in the first
place, of books, monographs, pamphlets, dissertations, etc. that deal
exclusively with books by or about John Calvin, and of works concerning
Calvinism; in the second place, the collection includes some works by and
about Calvin’s close associates, such as William Farel, Theodore Beza, Mar-
tin Butzer, Pierre Viret, etc. If, for example, a book has a few pages or a
chapter dealing with Calvin/Calvinism, these pages are photocopied and
these photocopies are placed in the CALVIN ARTICLE FILE. The books
themselves do not become a part of this collection, but are placed in the
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general collection. The CALVIN ARTICLE FILE also contains articles and
book reviews concerning Calvin/Calvinism found in issues of periodicals.
The CALVIN ARTICLE FILE is considered to be an integral part of the
Calvinism Collection. It has, however, its own author catalogue. The Cal-
vinism Collection consists, therefore, only of books, articles, and book
reviews dealing with Calvin/Calvinism, that today number nearly 3,000
volumes and over 10,000 items in the CALVIN ARTICLE FILE.

In spite of the fact that our Calvinism Collection is housed in a special
designated area, we see it as an integral part of the library. All the materi-
als housed in this collection, except for the CALVIN ARTICLE FILE, can
be located through the card catalogue. A few years ago, when an ad hoc
committee was formed with the mandate to find a suitable location for the
Calvinism Collection, a few voices were heard who wished to build a
separate building for this collection. We had to argue for the fact that
although the collection is a special subject collection, it should not be
"divorced from the environs out of which it arose, the late Medieval and
early Reformation periods; and that it should be seen as an integral part of
the library collection as a whole. And that point of view has been accepted.

In separating the Calvinism Collection from the general collection, we
established, as we already discussed, the following guidelines: first, all
books written by John Calvin; secondly, all books exclusively about him or
concerning Calvinism. If we had more than one copy of the same edition,
only one of them was placed in the collection, the other or others were left
in the stacks. We made an exception with Calvin’s commentaries; they
were left in the stacks. We felt that they were in such great demand that it
would be a hardship for the user not to be able to check them out. And we
guessed correctly; they are in heavy demand. Since the Calvinism Collec-
tion was placed in a separate area, several publishers have reprinted the
commentaries. These reprints are automatically placed in the collection.
The Calvinism Collection is not a static thing but a very vibrant and grow-
ing one.

For the development of the collection we keep in mind the following:

1) to make the collection of Calviniana as complete as possible.

2) to buy everything written by John Calvin including the various
editions and works about him or concerning him, regardless of
language (that includes Latin, French, Japanese, Indonesian, Dutch,
etc.). Of the English language books about him, automatically two
copies are ordered, one for the collection, and one for the stacks. Of
the foreign language ones, only one copy is ordered and placed in the
collection.
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3) to purchase all primary and secondary source materials on persons
such as Theodore Beza, Martin Butzer, Michael Servetus, etc., places
such as Geneva, Strasbourg, etc., and countries such as the Nether-
lands, Scotland, Hungary, etc. All of these items are closely associ-
ated with John Calvin and so provide a suitable support for the Cal-
vinism Collection. These materials are not necessarily placed in the
collection itself.

4) to obtain as much basic material about the period preceding the
Reformation, and about the period of the Reformation as possible, as
long as this material is seen in the context of the Calvinism Collec-
tion.

It is, of course, understood that all of the above mentioned materials
that are added to the Calvinism Collection are not separated geographically
from the total collection. This demonstrates that the Calvinism Collection
is an integral part of the total library, although it is identified as a unique
collection.

If we tell you that we aim to get "everything" that has been written by
John Calvin or about Calvin and Concerning Calvinism, you may counter
that "everything" is too undefinable. It is hardly provides a working rule. It
may be better to suggest that we shall endeavor to collect every manuscript,
book, monograph, pamphlet, periodical  article  dealing  with
Calvin/Calvinism. If the librarian and/or curator in charge of the collection
does not muster the enthusiasm to collect "everything", it is unlikely that
the materials will be supplied by others.

Therefore, it goes without saying that the building of a collection of
books on a specific subject is not an easy task to perform. It takes many
hours of labor to sift through publishers’ and book dealers’ announcements
to find the titles that ought to be in the collection. To examine every
catalogue that comes to the library is no mean task, since the catalogues are
many. We turn the pages of the scholarly and technical journals of theol-
ogy containing articles, book reviews, and the announcements of new titles,
and we check published bibliographies such as are found in Lutherjahrbuch
and in Revue d’Histoire Ecclesiastique, so that we may find just one or two
titles. We might find nothing at all! Over the years we have secured all the
accessible materials but now we must seek for things that grow more and
more rare, as well as for new publications.

When I came to Calvin Library in 1969, there was already a good core
of books dealing with Calvin/Calvinism. Today we have close to 3,000
volumes in the Calvinism Collection. The CALVIN ARTICLE FILE con-
tained only 400 items, when I came to the library; now it contains over
10,000 items. Is it immodest to say it is the world’s largest single collection
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on Calvin/Calvinism? I will let you decide that.

The Calvinism Collection also hold two manuscript collections, the
one of John Thomas McNeill and the other of Ford Lewis Battles. John
Thomas McNeill (1885-1975) taught, among other places, at Union Theo-
logical Seminary in New York and at the Divinity School of the University
of Chicago. These personal papers include his class lectures and his
correspondence. Of special interest to the collection is his correspondence
with Ford Lewis Battles concerning his English translation of John Calvin’s
Institutes of the Christian Religion that appeared as volume 20 and 21 in the
Library of Christian Classics of which McNeill was the editor. We also
received 1,000 volumes from his library that have been incorporated into
the Calvinism Collection and the general collection.

Ford Lewis Battles (1915-1979) taught, among other places, at Hart-
ford Theological Seminary, at Pittsburgh Theological Seminary and at Cal-
vin Theological Seminary. His manuscripts consist of the [nstitutes of the
Christian Religion (translation of the 1559 edition), Calvin’s Commentary on
Seneca’s De Clementia, Institution of the Christian Religion translation of the
1536 edition) and A Computerized Concordance to Institutio Christianae Reli-
gionis 1559 of Joannes Calvinus.

In order to know which title we held in the Calvinism Collection, and
which titles we still lacked, I needed what I call a working bibliography.
The bibliographical information of our Calvinism holdings was put on 4 x 6
cards, as was the bibliographical information of all the titles found in Alfred
Erickson, Bibliographia Calviniana (Nieuwkoop: B. de Graff, 1960), and in
Wilhelm Niesel, Calvin-Bibliographie 1901-1959 (Miinchen: Chr. Kaiser
Verlag, 1961). With this card file stuffed in shoeboxes, I would travel the
country. On my way to and from an American Theological Library Associ-
ation Conference, I would stop in a theological library or a University
library to check their holdings on Calvin/Calvinism. While attending an
ATLA conference, you might enjoy some free time or a concert or a tourist
trap, but you probably would find me near the card catalogue of the library
with my shoeboxes, adding cards to my file (of course, a card never gets
thrown away). On my cards I would also note the library where I
discovered some special items, so that the titles could be retrieved at a later
date. It was a delight to learn the special information concerning
Calvin/Calvinism that the librarian/cataloguer may at times put in the card
catalogue for the clientele of his/her library.

Most of this research I have done in conjunction with my annual "Cal-
vin bibliographies" published in the November issue of the Calvin Theologi-
cal Journal; the tenth annual bibliography is to be published in the
November 1981 issue of the journal. It is, of course, difficult to say where
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my first love lies, the "Calvin bibliography" or the Calvinism Collection, but
both benefit from my research. I have always viewed the two as separate
entities regardless of the fact that they are meshed. Upon my retirement, I
can take my "Calvin bibliography" with me but not the Calvinism Collec-
tion.

Why do I share this experience, which is highly personal, with you?
Well, a special collection such as the Calvinism Collection only grows and
expands through the enthusiasm and determination of the one in charge. I
have had the full backing of the administration of Calvin Theological Sem-
inary and Calvin College, but they probable are not fully aware of the per-
sonal time and money that I spent in building up this collection.

The Calvinism Collection does not have a budget. Some items such
as buying of books and photocopying of materials for the collection are
charged to special accounts but otherwise all costs incurred are part of the
overall library budget. In other words, the day to day running expenses
connected with the collection are part of the library budget.

All the materials in the Calvinism Collection are duly classified and
placed where they can be found. We do not feel that we are building a
"broom closet library." But a library patron does not always see it this way.
If he is not fully aware of what the symbol in the left-hand corner, over the
call number, means, he will be frustrated when he is unable to locate the
book in the stacks. A day or a week later, he discovers that the particular
title is in the collection. Another frustration that patrons, especially stu-
dents, grumble about is that the materials in the collection have been desig-
nated for library use only. They don’t realize the advantage of having the
materials at hand on a daily basis, rather than unavailable for days, as
would be the case if they could be checked out. There is a danger on the
part of the librarian and/or curator, that he is overly protective of the
materials, particularly if he has more or less single handedly built up the
collection. But certain characteristics of a person, both the patron and the
librarian, cannot be overcome. That is a fact of life.

Well, where does this lead us? We still have a long ways to go before
we make the collection as complete as possible. Periodically, we receive
inquiries as to whether we hold a certain item concerning Calvin/Calvinism.
And often we have to admit that we do not have it. We really have not yet
tried to obtain the works of those men with whom John Calvin had dialo-
gue. If the Calvinism Collection is to be a research collection then these
men should be represented in the holdings of Calvin Library.

What does the future have in store? First, the plans for the expan-
sion of the Calvinism Collection, presented by the ad hoc committee that I
mentioned before, are soon to be implemented. The space of the present
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location of the Calvinism Collection/ will be extended towards the south of
the library. The mere 58 square feet of the present space will become
approximately 350 square feet. This new extension will not only contain a
stack area but also a conference room, a rare book room, a work room, two
enclosed study rooms, a reading area with tables and chairs, and easy
chairs. This should all be finished by summer of next year.

Secondly, another ad hoc committee, which later on was appointed,
has submitted a report for the establishment of a CALVIN AND CALVIN-
ISM STUDY CENTER, that has been approved by the faculties of Calvin
Theological Seminary and Calvin College, and by the Board of Trustees, the
governing body of the two institutions. This committee recommends that
the work of the CALVIN AND CALVINISM STUDY CENTER includes
the following:

1) Building up the holdings of the Calvinism Collection;

2) Editing, translating and publishing texts (a second edition of Cal-

vini Opera);,

3) Stimulating general scholarship and interest in Calvin and Calvin-

ism;

4) Serving the Christian Reformed Church and larger community;

5) Promoting the formation of young scholars in Calvin and Calvin-

ism studies;

6) Encouraging and facilitating the use of the Center by faculties and

students of Calvin Theological Seminary and Calvin College; and

7) Integrating the work of the Center with classroom

High ideals? Personally, I do not think so. Over the course of many

years we have obtained materials that will not gather dust, but will be used
to the fullest.
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Resources in Adventism

and Development of an Adventist Collection
by

William H. Hessel

The collecting of Adventist materials is a youthful enterprise. The
Seventh-day Adventist Church was officially formed only 118 years ago.
Energy and support has gone into programs directed primarily toward
membership growth rather than study of roots. Then too, the church had
immediate eschatological expectations that did not nourish preservation. If
the world were soon to face destruction what value was there is collecting
and preserving material? Records in heaven were important, but in Adven-
tist eschatology even parts of them were blotted out!

In the very early year from 1844 to 1863, documents and even deeds
were held by individuals; but with the formation of local conferences, the
General Conference in 1863, and various institutions such as sanitariums,
publishing houses and colleges, these organizations maintained their own
records though the ravages of fire and the carelessness of people took their
toll. Probably not one could envision these documents being used one
hundred years later.

Now Adventism has come into the period where historical perspective
is possible and the canons of historical research require documentation.
Collecting interest has increased, especially among younger persons. One
can be grateful for the accidents of history and culture that have preserved
records.

There has been one notable example of preservation. After the earli-
est years, most of the letters and manuscripts written by Ellen G. White
were carefully preserved, due to the belief that these writings were inspired
by God. At first there were copies made by hand, often by her husband,
and with the coming of the typewriter in 1863 secretaries made six or seven
carbons. All correspondence was filed away. This growing store of literary
output, which eventually reached sixty thousand pages by the time of her
death in 1915 and covered hundreds of topics. moved with Ellen White as
she traveled throughout the country and to other continents. The files set-
tled with her in St. Helena, California, in 1901, there to remain until 1937
when they were moved to Washington, D.C. Custody of this material
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remains in the hands of a self-perpetuating board of trustees.

The Ellen G. White Research Center in Washington, D.C. now
houses a collection which contains the following source materials:

Sixty thousand pages of Ellen White letters and manuscripts
Index files of the Ellen White materials

A biography file chronologically arranged to follow the daily activities
of Ellen White

A question and answer file
Early Adventist publications

Most recently the White Estate has been researching and collecting
the source materials upon which Ellen White drew in here writing. Scores
of books of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries have been
added to the collection, most of them being conservative religious writing
of the inspirational type. Her grandson is engaged in writing her biography,
and a bibliography of her published works is being prepared.

In 1960 a duplicate research center was established at Andrews
University, Berrien Springs, Michigan, and since them smaller centers have
been set up in other countries. Another United States center is at Loma
Linda University, Loma Linda, California.

When Andrews University was established in 1960, it brought
together the libraries of Emmanuel Missionary College, with its predeces-
sor, Battle Creek College, and the Seventy-day Adventist Theological Sem-
inary, which had inherited the General Conference Library. The Heritage
Room was formed to properly handle rare materials and this collection
presently constitutes the best library of Seventh-day Adventist books and
periodicals. It has sought to collect exhaustively English language Adven-
tiana and Millerite materials and is a depository for the two United States
Seventh-day Adventist publishing houses, the Review and Herald of Wash-
ington, D.C., and the Pacific Press of Mountain View, California. Foreign
language journals are acquired but other non-English materials are selected
only if they deal with Adventist history, biography, and doctrine, or are
Ellen White translations. Mrs. Louise Dederen is the curator.

Major collections are:
Extensive holdings of Adventist and Millerite books and periodicals

Biographical information and personal papers of some Adventist
leaders. Included in this is a continually growing collection of remin-
iscences by retired workers
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An obituary file of more than 80,000 Seventh-day Adventist employ-
ees and members

The Advent Source Collection: 3,700 items dealing with prophetic
interpretation used by L. E. Froom in writing the four volume set,
Prophetic Faith of Our Fathers

The Conditional Immortality Collection of 1,145 items

Some denominational records such as General Conference minutes,
Lake Union Conference minutes and archival material of Andrews
University

At Loma Linda University there is a similar but smaller collection
with a strong emphasis in medical and health-related materials. Mr. James
Nix is the librarian in charge of this collection and the Ellen G. White
Research Center there.

In 1973 the General Conference Archives was established in Washing-
ton, D.C., to collect and organize administrative materials of the General
Conference that are of historical and cultural value. This archive contains
the most extensive records of the denomination and includes minutes,
proceedings, official and personal correspondence of officers, financial
records, legal documents, photographs, recordings, films, and machine
readable data. There are minutes from world divisions, which are a part of
the General Conference itself. Holdings are approximately 3,000 linear
feet, the equivalent of 300 five-drawer files. Collecting is pursued mainly
through regular archival accretion, but an increasing number of personal
collections of major leaders are being donated. Most records are open to
researchers. The archivist is Dr. F. Donald Yost.

Little has been accomplished in preserving local conference and
congregational records though it has been suggested that this be divided
along geographical lines, with the exception that all Regional (Black)
conference and Black congregational materials go to Oakwood College of
Huntsville, Alabama. Overseas colleges and universities have been
encouraged to et up their own heritage rooms and archives. New feelings
of national identity have recently helped this process.

Only a few months ago, through the efforts of a few individuals,
Adventist Historical Properties Incorporated was formed to begin a small
reconstructed nineteenth-century village in Battle Creek, Michigan, to illus-
trate Adventism at that time. Such an historical site will depict an interest-
ing section of American history that includes the reform movements with
all their trappings: the American costume and bloomers, hydrotherapy,
vegetarianism, the Graham cracker, and Elijah’s Manna (later to become
Post Toasties).
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Budget for the collecting activities of archives has been small. While
individuals have been employed to organize collections, little money has
been appropriated for acquisition. A major exception was Loma Linda
University’s purchase of the Peterson collection of Millerite and Adventist
materials from the New York Public Library. A recent trust gift of
$400,000 to the Heritage Room at Loma Linda will substantially help its
budget.

Guidelines for collecting rare English language Adventism are similar
at both Andrews University and Loma Linda University. Any variant in
printing or binding is retained. What is considered rare can usually be
determined only by the book dealer and collector of experience and he
judges by what comes into his hands over a period of years. In the last
fifteen years the experience of these persons has been that original materi-
als have become more than scarce. The lengthening years separating today
from the pioneers of the Advent cause, and a lack of appreciation for the
faith of the forefathers have made the early pamphlets rare. Today’s
demand for mobility also makes it difficult to keep personal libraries.

The rare items we are discussing generally fall into the period from
1846-1878. The most notable authors are Joseph Bates, James and Ellen
White, J. N. Andrews, J. N. Loughborough, J. H. Waggoner, and Uriah
Smith. The Joseph Bates and James White pamphlets were first privately
printed, the former at New Bedford, Massachusetts, and the latter at
Oswego and Rochester, New York. These were published from 1846 to
1851. In 1853 the Adventist imprint stated: Published at the Advent
Review Office, Rochester, N.Y. In 1855 the move was made west to Battle
Creek, and the imprints carried that name. About 1858 it changed to
Steam Press of the Review and Herald Office, and then in 1860 to Steam
Press of the Seventh-day Adventist Publishing Association. A few items
bearing these imprints are scarce, almost all are rare. A press run of pam-
phlets during this time was generally from three to five thousand. One
advantage is that they were printed on good quality rag paper before the
introduction of high chemical wood pulp. Also, it was common to take
pamphlets and bind them together with hard covers, thus helping to insure
longevity. Even though rare, the price on any of these today on the market
would probably run from $75 to $125.

A number of Seventh-day Adventist works up to 1870 are in the
University Microfilms collection entitled "The Millerites and Early Adven-
tists." This collection consists of 60 reels embracing about 1,000 books and
pamphlets, 111 volumes of periodicals, and 800 items of correspondence to
and from William Miller. The areas covered include: sources dealing with
the study of prophecy in the nineteenth century; Millerite and anti-Millerite
publications; the works of post-1844 Adventist groups, especially Advent
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Christian and Seventh-day Adventist; and selected secondary works. The
collection is based on the bibliography The Rise of Adventism, edited by
Edwin Gaustad. The Millerite and Advent Christian material was gotten
from Aurora College, Aurora, lllinois, which has the best collection in
those areas.

In this set 18 percent of the works are Seventh-day Adventist pub-
lished. Of the 21 secondary Seventh-day Adventist works, 18 deal with his-
tory, two with doctrine, and the other is the Seventh-day Adventist ency-
clopedia. Two significant omissions must be noted. Works by Ellen White
were left out, and of course, Seventh-day Adventism cannot be explained
without paying attention to the position she held. While her name is not
found in the index to the collection, two of the twenty-seven works she had
authored up to 1870 are buried in it. One of the twenty-seven is currently
not in print. The other omission is eary Seventh-day Adventist periodicals.
However, they too are available. In order to supply research centers around
the world the General Conference Archives has had them filmed. A run of
the weekly Review and Herald, the most important of the journals, from
1850 to 1940 is available at a cost of under $300, about 16 cents per nega-
tive fiche. Yearbooks may also be purchased.

For a listing of over 1,100 periodicals 4 Union List of Adventist Serials,
published in 1978, is available from the Seventh-day Adventist Theological
Seminary Library at Andrews University. This gives the location of hold-
ings including colleges, research centers, publishing houses, the American
Antiquarian Society, and Aurora College.

The possibility of putting together a representative collection of non-
rare Seventh-day Adventist materials that reflects distinctive doctrinal
beliefs, doctrinal change, history, practice, and objectives is good. In the
appended bibliography most of the works are in print in some form.

The easiest way to purchase in-print Adventist published books is to
visit the nearest Adventist Book Center located at local conference offices,
often in the capital city of the state. Leaves-of-Autumn Books, P.O. Box
440, Payson, Arizona 85541, deals in out-of-print Adventist books and has
also reprinted many early items. Often there are Adventist and Millerite
items in the catalogs from Richard Owen Roberts of Wheaton, Illinois, and
Stroud Theological Booksellers of Williamsburg, West Virginia.

This has been a backward look. Present concerns and controversies in
the church would require much more telling. If I can be of assistance to
any of in your collecting endeavor, feel free to contact me.
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Collection Development in Religion and Theology
in the Library of Congress

by

Stephen L. Peterson

The best way to introduce the purpose of this paper is to quote an
early statement of purpose which I tried in the first draft and then offer the
statement of purpose around which the paper is actually organized. The
aborted statement read:

The purpose of this paper is to attempt a definition of what the aggre-
gate collection development policy of the American Theological
Library Association should be -- what its institutional members should
collect and not collect. Eventually, this definition should tell us
something about the nature and extent of the library collections scho-
lars of the twenty-first century will inherit for the study of Christianity
on Canada and the United States of America.

This statement led nowhere and I started over more modestly. What
[ have, in fact, tried to do is (1) describe in general terms the approach to
collection development in religion in the Library of Congress and in ATLA
institutions, (2) suggest ways in which these fundamentally different
approaches to collection development might affect collection policies, and
(3) propose some strategies for greater coordination of effort between the
Library of Congress and our own member institutions. The main point of
reference here is to the Library of Congress even though the membership
of ATLA spreads across Canada and, indeed, other countries. This is a
pragmatic limitation. I only had ready access to information from the
Library of Congress and, in any event, I do not feel qualified to properly
assess the situation in Canada. I am led to believe, however, that the col-
lection development in the Canadian National Library is different from that
in the Library of Congress and I hope that this problem will be addressed
by a competent spokesman at a future meeting.

I also want to say that, after formulating an initial outline and several
questions, I did talk a better part of a day with officers of the Library of
Congress, primarily Mr. John Finzi, Director of the Collection Office. I am
grateful to him and his colleagues for sharing their time and much valuable
information with me. To be fair, I have not had a chance to let Mr. Finzi
look over this paper although I asked him to do so. Because he has not had
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an opportunity to review my remarks, I bear full responsibility for the accu-
racy of the details of our conversation.

L

Let us begin by observing a number of general details about the
Library of Congress which have a bearing on collection development but
which we tend to ignore in thinking about that Library and assessing its
impact on our own institutions. The Library of Congress is supported by
the Federal Government and, at least in the eyes of some, operates for and
is constantly accountable to Congress. Thus the Library of Congress is a
government agency, susceptable to the pressure of competing interests and
shifts in the balance of power. Among other things, this means that while
there is interest in collecting religion in the Library of Congress, this
interest is generalized and definitely nonsectarian. Religion is likely to be
reviewed primarily in the light of political or sociological concerns. For
example, the Library of Congress is presently showing considerable interest
in the so-called Moral Majority which, regardless of its apparent political
program, is certainly not a major theological initiative.

Although the Library of Congress is the copyright depository library
for the U.S.A., not all books received by copyright deposit are kept for
research collections. Furthermore, not all books received on copyright
deposit which find their way to the collections do so in a prompt and ord-
erly fashion. In short, one cannot assume that a book bearing U.S. copy-
right will be necessarily or readily found in the collections of the Library of
Congress. It must be remembered that the selection officers of this Library
have a duty to create orderly collections out of the quagmire of material
which enters the Library of Congress through the copyright deposit
mechanism.

The most important detail to remember for our purposes is that the
Library of Congress is an independent research library -- the largest in
North America. I only use the word "research” to classify the Library of
Congress with those other libraries which are similarly described. That is,
while the Library of Congress is unique by virtue of its size, it is otherwise
similar to and susceptible to the same problems as other major libraries that
are associated with large universities. To say the Library of Congress is
independent means it is not attached to an institution having a resident
body of scholars -- not intended as a slur upon the members of Congress!
Perhaps the best way to amplify and signify the importance of this observa-
tion for the discussion is to note that one problem the Library of Congress
does not share with university-based research libraries is a need to cater to
the whims of faculty members or the foibles of course reading lists.
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A final preliminary detail worth noting is that the religion collections
in the Library of Congress are indeed sizeable. In 1969 the Library of
Congress added 8,888 titles in its classification BL-BX and 7,494 titles in
the same classification sections in 1979. At the end of 1979 the total
volumes classified as religion in the Library of Congress numbered 437,615.
Obviously the collections and collecting practices of the Library of Congress
in the field of religion are too important to be neglected.

By contrast, what can be said for the institutional members of the
ATLA? Three observations are germane to this discussion. First, ATLA
Libraries are, for the greater part, privately supported and their continued
financial wellbeing -- like that of their institutions -- in large measure
depends upon the willingness of individuals, organizations, and foundations
to support them.

A close corollary of this is that ATLA Lijbraries serve narrow and spe-
cial interests. Very few of our libraries have a statement of purpose which
does not include a pledge to support the study needs of our respective insti-
tutions. Indeed, the accrediting standards of the Association of Theological
Schools require this of us.

The third observation is more difficult to state clearly. Our theological
libraries are more than mere libraries. They are integral parts of educa-
tional institutions which most assuredly view their roles and purposes in
terms larger than establishing libraries. Indeed, our libraries are one com-
. ponent of institutions given to the orderly, rigorous, and systematic
transmission of Christian faith. Here it is the concept of transmission that
is important. Our libraries seek to do more than collect books published on
religious topics. Our goal is not to buy books on religious subjects but to
buy books which will be germane to our institutional view of the Christian
heritage. Each of us doing book selection in a theological library passes
over many books which we judge to be marginal to this task of transmitting
our accepted institutional notion of Christian faith. We do not pass over
these books because they are not religious, but because we judge them to
be peripheral to the real task of collection development as perceived in our
library. They do not contribute significantly to the transmission of Chris-
tian faith.

I1.

With these generalities in mind, let us inquire more specifically about
collection development in religion in the Library of Congress. As it turns
out, the Library of Congress is currently reviewing its collection develop-
ment policy for religion. There is an extant policy statement which has
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been applied, with varying consistency, since 1957 and there are drafts of
the emerging policy. The older policy has been subject to wider and nar-
rower definition over the years and is, in any event, a rather general state-
ment giving considerable latitude to the collection officers. Thus, it is
difficult to be precise about the collection development objectives of the
Library of Congress over the past three or four decades. 1 would, however,
draw the following tentative conclusions about this collection development
based on various statements and my discussions with the officers of the
Library.

First, books on religious topics are collected at the Library of
Congress in a very pragmatic and straightforward manner. What I mean to
note here is that if a book is judged important, the Library of Congress
adds it. Now, many things may signify that a book is important, but a book
passing this test will be acquired for the collections. What I find curious
and enviable about this is the apparent absence of overarching concerns for
subject balance, collection strengths, or sectarian interests. The result of
the approach at the Library of Congress must undoubtedly be a very even
collection, probably more even than most other libraries are able to
achieve. Less important books, however, are acquired only on a selective
or representative basis. This means that many topics will simply not be
covered in sufficient depth.

Another aspect of the religion collections at the Library of Congress is
their appropriate concentration on the United States. This has not been an
exclusive preoccupation at the Library of Congress but certainly a notice-
able concentration. A decided shift, however, seems to be taking place in
this regard. The draft of the new policy statement under consideration pro-
poses that the Library of Congress collect works of religion as it is "known
and practiced" in the United States. This is an important change. It makes
American religion a subject rather than considering the United States as the
preferred provenance for materials collected. It gives a clearer collecting
objective and, if implemented over time, a collection with a discernible cast
or temper will result. Moreover, it provides criteria by which foreign
materials may be collected according to a rational principle. Perhaps the
most important aspect of this shift is that it widens the collecting interest of
the Library of Congress to include works which previously might have been
considered minor or unimportant but which do reflect the knowledge or
practice of religion in this country.

Another feature of the Library of Congress practice is that its collec-
tion policy focuses on religious materials of rather general interest. Highly
specialized or geographically localized topics are not as likely to be collected
as broader topics affecting a large segment of the population. This is espe-
cially true of denominational materials. we have in this country few truly
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national denominations, and even if the larger regional denominations are
included the Library of Congress’ denominational concern is rather limited.

The collection development policy for religion which is now taking
shape at the Library of Congress is tilting toward what we might call the
phenomenology of religion. The Library is planning to focus on religious
history and religion in the national life. This is not to say that the intellec-
tual developmerit of religion will be neglected, but it appears more
appropriate to the officers of the Library to specialize in the collection of
religion as it is experienced or evidenced in the life of the American peo-
ple. This may mean that the exegetical fields and theology proper may
decline somewhat in the Library’s collection. Missions may decline, but
the history of the churches outside the U.S.A. is likely to continue to be
acquired more for its history than for its ecclesiology.

It is also possible that there will be a lessening of foreign language
acquisitions, especially in the area of theology. With the reductions in the
PL 480 program and the closing of many foreign acquisitions offices, most
foreign material acquired by the Library of Congress will come from coun-
tries with well-organized book trades. Much of this material will treat reli-
gion as it is practiced in the United States.

This is a general overview of a complex situation; nevertheless, let
me offer a modest appraisal. On balance, it is advantageous for the Library
of Congress to focus its collecting in religion rather more narrowly than in
the past. To organize its collections in religion around the understanding
and practice of religion in the United States is a most appropriate principle
and should produce an important collection of research materials.

I appreciate the care and deliberation with which the Library of
Congress is modifying its approach to collection development in religion.
Substantial changes in the collection practices of our large research libraries
should not be made quickly or lightly as such changes can produce unfor-
tunate and often unpredictable results. Furthermore, the changes now tak-
ing place at the Library of Congress are being considered in the light of
careful scrutiny by other libraries. The results will certainly be more
acceptable to these libraries and their collections will certainly play a more
significant role as a result of the Library of Congress’ decisions.

I am not willing to criticize the Library of Congress for the materials
which will be excluded by its newly emerging policies. Rather, I take some
of these omissions to be the springboard for a discussion of the role many
of our theological libraries may play in building our own resources for the
study of Christianity.
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This statement and the logic of this paper suggest that the next topic
should be collection development in the ATLA. But, of course, there
really is no such thing as an ATLA collection development program. It is
possible, however, to turn the question around and ask about the responsi-
bilities our member libraries must assume if there are to be reasonably
strong resources in North America for the study of Christianity. What is
being suggested here is that there are ways in which we can do our collec-
tion development work separately and cooperatively that will, along with
the efforts of the Library of Congress, give this country coherent and
strong research resources for the study of religion. The Library of
Congress is striving toward a well articulated, rational and appropriate pro-
gram for collecting religious materials, yet it leaves large and significant
lacunae in the collections of North America, lacunae which some or even
many ATLA libraries must address. What is being questioned here is the
naive assumption that the Library of Congress does not leave room for any
serious collection development in other libraries, and hence that these
libraries may safely devote all their efforts to tending their rather specific
needs.

What are some of the areas left unattended by the Library of
Congress? Stated more constructively, in what areas do we need to join
forces with the Library of Congress to achieve stronger collections in reli-
gion and particularly in Christian theology? Theology has a fullness, a
depth, and a breadth which needs careful cultivation. The literature of the
Church which is important to the study of Christianity is ancient and vast.
While theology in the end may only and ultimately have to do with how
men and women live with God, theology is also a discipline far more exten-
sive and complex than the phenomenology of religion. Permit an awkward
analogy. While the Library of Congress may properly confine itself to col-
lecting books about how religion is known and practiced in this country, it is
important to preserve the working papers, the manuscripts, the early drafts,
the notecards and the full archival record. It is the collection of this fuller
record to which our theological libraries must attend. This means that
older literature should still be acquired. We have several fine twentieth
century collections of religion in this country. We have fewer, perhaps only
two or three, splendid nineteenth century collections and these badly need
each other in some subfields of theology. The eighteenth century collec-
tions tend to reflect a more general preoccupation with the English
eighteenth century to the neglect of other literatures and cultures. Our col-
lections thin out quickly for the earlier centuries. Retrospective collection
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for theology is still needed on this continent.

Foreign acquisitions are also needed. The need here, however, is less
for a highly technical foreign literature dealing with the current agenda of
theology than for indigenous literature, especially from nonwestern Chris-
tianity. While the major study and training centers for theology and minis-
try are still predominantly western, it is clear that Christianity has ceased to
be a growing phenomenon in the world except in some areas of Africa.
Surely there will be some leveling of this situation over the next few
decades and, in any event, it would appear that our libraries must ade-
quately reflect the ecumenical face of Christianity.

Narrow and specialized topics need documentation. This should
include denominational and transdenominational material as well as studies
of Christian sects and civil religion. It is still safe to say, I think, that we
have far too many general theological collections and not nearly enough
specialized theological libraries in this country.

To summarize my answer to the question of what the Library of
Congress has left for us to do, I would answer "More than enough." We
are left as a matter of first importance with an angle of vision, a collecting
focus which concentrates on the integrity of theology as a discipline and as
a witness with which to do our collection development. This focus is as
necessary and appropriate for our libraries as it is inappropriate and unwise
for the Library of Congress. Also, we are left with a plethora of topics,
interests, eras, and countries which still cry for documentation.

Iv.

Finally, let us ask if there is anything specific that the ATLA can do
in this regard. Note that I am not speaking of the response any individual
library should make. I am asking about our response as a professional asso-
ciation and I am afraid I speak as a prophet of doom. While many large
cooperative projects seem possible, I do not think an ATLA collection
development policy is possible and if it were possible I doubt it would be
desirable. The world has yet to see a first-rate library collection built on a
cooperative collection development program, and I am beginning my
reckoning from the outstanding library acquired by Ashurbanipal in
Nineveh in the latter seventh century B.C.E. There are, however, some
things that can be done. This organization can establish ways of opening
and maintaining constructive conversation with the Library of Congress,
and for that matter other major libraries, on collection resources in religion
and theology. This is self- apparent and sounds easy. Yet, it has not been
done and I confess without shame that Mr. Finzi, in our discussions
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together, asked many difficult questions which I could not answer and for
which I could not suggest other sources of information. There is work to
be done, questions to be addressed, answers to be sought, and long lasting
structures of communication and development to be established.

Another very constructive thing that is possible has already begun and
I hope it does not end. This association can take concrete steps toward
encouraging and promoting responsible long-term collection development in
its member institutions. We need to explore ways in which we can do our
own work in our libraries with greater sophistication, and we need to
explore ways in which we can share the results of this work together.
Today’s section of this 1981 Conference strides notably in this direction,
and I congratulate the officers and the Collection Development Committee
on this start. I hope these sessions become an enduring and stimulating
part of our annual deliberations.

Editorial Note

At the time Dr. Peterson presented his paper, officers of the Library
of Congress had not had an opportunity to review it comprehensively.
They have now done so and have offered the following remarks in response
to his paper. We are grateful for their decided contribution to this discus-
sion.

John Finzi, Director, Collections Development Office

-------- I have two sets of remarks: one of a general nature concerning
the definition of the word "Religion", and the other more specific and more
serious concerning your interpretation of LC policy.

As regards to the first, I must confess that what I found disturbing in
your paper is that the words Religion and Christianity are used almost inter-
changeably. The two are certainly neither identical nor coterminous. Reli-
gion, as a universal human phenomenon, has been traditionally of deep
interest to the Library of Congress, and even more so in the last few
decades, in all its manifestations, past and present, from the most primitive
to the most elaborate: Animism, Judaism, Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism,
etc,. etc. Our collections in these areas reflect this particular stress and are
indeed strong and will continue to remain so. Our deep interest in foreign
cultures and societies, whether in the Far East, Near East, or South and
Southeast will continue to insure this commitment. What is "Religion" as a
subject just as History, Philosophy, or Social Anthropology, a whole field of
study with very complex ramifications in all cultural aspects of a given
society. The fact that Christianity and its various denominational subdivi-
sions are part and parcel of European and American history and culture
gives them a particular weight in our collecting responsibilities simply
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because they are an integral part of our culture.

As regards your interpretation of the developing LC policy in these
areas, it is unfortunate that some misunderstanding has occurred. The tim-
ing was probably bad, since you got to see only the first paragraphs of a
very incomplete draft. As I stressed above, LC is not "organizing its collec-
tion around the understanding and practice of religion in the United States,"
we are rather looking at "Religion" as a whole and complex subject that may
shed light in other areas, but certainly not as a subdivision of American
studies. Although we are still in the process of drafting an up-dated
acquisitions policy statement, the matter has been discussed with subject
librarians and selection officers and general agreement seems to be emerg-
ing along the following lines:

1. There should be research coverage, historical and current, of major
religions on a world-wide basis, with special stress on movements and
developments in the United States.

2. There should be research coverage of newer religious groups and
trends, and of current issues and controversies.

3. Materials of purely local or denominational interest (U.S. and
foreign), especially in the administrative area and in contradistinction
to national or international sphere, should be largely the responsibility
of other and more specialized institutions.

4. Instructional and devotional materials, largely of a repetitive
nature, should be limited to representative selections.

Aside from these general principles, there will probably be little
change in our traditional policy. -------- We are already strong in these areas
and there has been no suggestion that we cut down on them, except for the
elimination of duplication and repetitive editions. Should foreign acquisi-
tions be reduced, the reduction is likely to occur primarily in categories 3
and 4 as listed above.

Jean Metz, Selection Officer, Collections Development Office

Dr. Peterson’s evaluation of LC’s collection policy is both accurate
and sympathetic. It is only in a few details that I feel it should be
amended.

1. Copyright. While it is true that not all copyright receipts are
selected, all that are issued by regular trade or denominational publishers
are kept. Only privately printed, vanity-press, and pamphlet publications
are presently excluded. Because many publishers are participating in the
CIP program, their publications are given the highest cataloging priority and
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thus are readily available after publication.

2. In stating that LC is not obligated to cater to the requirements of
faculty members, he overlooks the fact that the Library of Congress has a
good number of constituencies and that for this reason it must develop in
partial collections not open to the charge of censorship. A further pressure
comes from the local clergy who make extensive use of our collections and
who expect to find their requirements amply supplied.

3. Dr. Peterson underestimates the impact of copyright in the charac-
ter of our collections. It it is true that important books are added, but it is
equally true that less important ones are kept by virtue of their availability.
Defining "less important” is a pragmatic operation, but there are a good
many publications for which heavy requests can be anticipated. Since virtu-
ally all publications are copyrighted in the U.S., I question his conclusion
that many topics are not covered in sufficient depth at LC. This situation
may change, of course, if we narrow our acquisitions policy for religion and
if we decide to depend on regional libraries for the responsibility of acquir-
ing local history including that of churches and like materials.

4. I am not so sure that the proposed new policy statement on reli-
gion as "known and practiced" in the U.S. will widen our collecting interest,
as he supposes. We are already retaining virtually all denominational pub-
lishers’ output. It is difficult to imagine what other materials would be
obtainable to enlarge our collections. The only exception that comes to
mind are the regional proceedings of various denominations. For the same
reason, I do not anticipate a decline in the exegetical fields or theology
proper. In fact I do not see how they can be divorced from the study of the
practice of religion in the U.S.

5. It is to be hoped that in the foreign field there will be a decline in
such receipts as lives of Indian swamis or in Spanish hagiology. We should
continue to acquire, however, the writings of all important and/or contr-
oversial figures such as Schillebeeckx and Kiing. Disputes about the new
Dutch catechism, worker-priests, etc. should also be documented. The
impact of missions in Africa and Latin America (if not their teaching litera-
ture) is likewise within our field of interest.
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Collection Development for the 1980°s

The following brief addresses are from members of a panel discussing " Collection Development for the 1980’s." References
are to an essay by Mr. Stephen L. Peterson, "Collection Development in Theological Libraries: A New Model - A New Hope," in
Essays on Theological Librarianship Presented to Calvin Henry Schmitt, edited by Peter de Kierk and Earle Hilger: (Philadelphia:
ATLA, 1980), pp. 143-6..

Reflections on
"Collection development in theological
libraries: a new model -- a new hope.”
by Stephen L. Peterson
by
Henry J. Bertels, S.J.

We continue in this second presentation to reflect on Steve Peterson’s
article "Collection development in theological libraries: a new model, a new
hope." Since we have been requested to make observations from the par-
ticular perspective of the Woodstock Library, these reflections are based on
a theological library with a strong Roman Catholic denominational base
with an openness to other religious traditions.

Peterson presents a typology for libraries who wish to evaluate their
collection development policies. The two purposes of his typology are: 1. to
help individual libraries identify more clearly their own role and obligation
in the larger picture of theological collections in the U.S. and Canada; and
2. to call our several theological libraries to an enlarged sense of responsi-
bility for bodies of literature which are currently not adequately represented
in our collections. I find the purposes as stated very helpful, especially as
consciousness raising models. They call attention to our need to keep
expanding our vision, raising our levels of performance and sensitizing us
to the concern for future generations. The call is to a sense of responsibil-
ity for the larger Christian (and theological) community, to the notion of
international research resources.

Toward the beginning of the article, Peterson asks: "What are the col-
lection development obligations of the theological libraries of the United
States and Canada; what is the scope and the limits of the obligation.” As
the author observes, the possibility of single library self-sufficiency is now
simply preposterous.

With this question in mind, I would like to address the notion of obli-
gation: the scope and limits, as seen from the perspective of the Woodstock
Library. We find that the scope of such an obligation will be dictated by
different criteria governing the library: Who is served by the library? what
are the commitments and contracts made? what is the basic purpose for
existence and what is the self-understanding of the library? Using the
typology of Peterson, the Woodstock Library would be closer to the third
type. As background it should be noted that the Woodstock Library
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suffered two major moves within five years: from Woodstock, Md. to New
York City, then from New York to Washington, D.C. Thus there was a
shift from an in house seminary library used exclusively for the training of
Jesuits, (Maryland), to a Roman Catholic library in an ecumenical consor-
tium (New York and Washington). The Woodstock Library is now located
on the campus of Georgetown University and is a member of the Univer-
sity Consortium of Washington, D.C. It retains its independent status as a
theological library belonging to the Woodstock Theological Center, a theo-
logical research institute run by the Jesuits.

Despite the moves and shifts, the self-understanding of the library has
remained firm. The basic goal of the Woodstock Library as dictated by the
parent organization (the Society of Jesus) has been and continues to be, to
build as good and as complete a Roman Catholic and Jesuit theological
library as possible, with strong commitments to other Christian traditions
and to the Jewish tradition. The shifts that have occurred in the collection
development have been dictated by a change in the patrons and users. The
library is to serve the needs of the dozen or so scholars attached to the
Woodstock Theological Center as well as the faculty and students who are
associated with the religion courses in the university.

It is hardly necessary to go into details about the scope and range of
the collection. It is a basic type III library with the breadth and depth that
would be hoped for in such a type. A growing awareness of the interest in
and the need for documentation in popular Catholic religious devotions has
led us to collect more and more of popular devotional literature, such as
pious prayer books, novenas, devotions to saints, and apologetic pamphlets.
Certain areas of religious concern present themselves as special to the
Woodstock Library either because a good basic collection has already been
assembled, or because a growing interest demands the material. A sam-
pling of such areas: lJesuitica, Jansenism, Anti-Catholica, and Anti-
Jesuitica in the first category; charismatic movement, ordination of women,
liberation theology, and theological dissent in the church in the second
category. Such are the observations about the scope of the library.

With regard to the limits of the obligations of theological libraries, the
first thing that dictates any limitation would be its resources: financial and
personnel. It is rare that any theological library claims to have enough of
each. Another area which could limit the obligations of a theological library
would be the availability of neighboring libraries which have particular
strengths. For example in the Washington, D.C. area, there is Catholic
University with fine collections of canon law, semitics, and Catholic dioce-
san papers; Georgetown University with its Early Catholic Americana; the
Kennedy Institute of Bioethics with its close to complete collection in
bioethics; and the Dominican House of Studies with Dominicana. Then
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there are special major collections across the country which cannot and
should not be duplicated, for example, University of Dayton collection of
Mariology, the Berkeley collection of Canon law, and the St. Louis collec-
tion of Vaticana.

It is apparent that there is a need for some central listing of the vari-
ous collections of Catholica that exist in the U.S. and Canada. And also
there is need for a directory of all the theological and denominational
resources in libraries in North America. These kinds of listings would be
very important for a more intelligent and comprehensive collection
development policy for the individual library.

These reflections on Peterson’s paper coming from one type of library
are in the nature of a report of what one library is trying to do, however
imperfectly. It is hoped that this particular collection development activity
reflects Dr. Pacala’s "responsible denominational identity," as well as
responding to ecumenical responsibilities. The great value of Peterson’s
reflections is to renew our awareness of responsibility to future generations
and to reawaken enthusiasm for the special kind of theological library enter-
prise we are capable of. We all need encouragement to continue to
improve our ideas of collection development and our pursuit of excellence
in our libraries.

Curriculum Theory and Theological
Library Collection Development
(A response to "Collection Development
in Theological Libraries:
a New Model -- a New Hope"
by Stephen L. Peterson)

by

John M. Gessell

Stephen Peterson’s paper raises important questions about the
assumptions which lie behind theological curriculum development and
theological library collection development, which demand the attention of
theological librarians and faculties alike. He correctly inquires about the
collection development obligations of theological libraries in the United
States and Canada in order that the selection process results in objectives
which govern practice rather than practice dictating results.
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In response to Peterson’s thoughtful proposals, it will be my care for
the next several minutes to address myself to the question of criteria for
collection development from within the teaching and learning process of
theological education itself. I promise not to solve the criteria problem, but
I want to suggest a way of making a beginning. I will do this from the per-
spective of a theological educator who starts with two assumptions: (1) one
of the basic purposes (though by no means the sole purpose) of a theologi-
cal library is to support the processes of theological education; and (2)
proper theological collection development is a function of clarity about the
nature of theological education, its methods and purposes.

Dr. Peterson touches on this problematic himself when he warns
about as yet undefined goals for library collections, and of the danger of
development programs which are too narrowly defined in terms of present
curricula and institutional needs, and which will leave a legacy of severely
impoverished resources for scholars of the next century.

Peterson’s paper should come as no surprise for, if my assumptions
are correct (and I believe they are), then theological libraries share the
same fate as theological education. This is to say that the lack of clarity
about the nature and purposed of theological education is part of the larger
late-twentieth century problem of the confusion about the purposes of the
Church and its ministry in the world. This incoherence is both a cultural
and a theological problem. It affects both school and library.

I will try to describe the nature of the problem by a brief review of
immediate past history. Ever since 1946 when Samuel Blizzard issued his
report on the nature of theological education we have witnessed increasing
confusion and indirection about what theological schools should be doing.
Blizzard focused on two things -- the need for the development of more
so-called practical courses for future ministerial practitioners, and the need
for the schools to provide the means by which students might attain some
sort of meaning and coherence of faith and practice in their own lives.

But not much was changed, and in 1957 came the now-famous Carne-
gie foundation study conducted by H. Richard Niebuhr, Daniel Day Willi-
ams and James M. Gustafson. In that study the storm warnings were
flying. It called for "some universal rationale and logic of internal relation-
ships to order the diversity of theological studies." (The Advancement of
Theological Education, p. 82) Yet, as Robert Lynn has written in an unpub-
lished essay, there was no readily discernable path toward that goal, and
Niebuhr and his colleagues argued (ibid.) that "the real key lies in the
nature of the Christian faith itself and hence beneath the surface of any
formal scheme."
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The ATS has tried to bring some focus to the task of theological edu-
cation in the past two decades through the use of its revised Standards for
Accreditation, and through a study of its Resources Planning Commission
entitled "Theological Education in the 1970’s." ATS standards in general
call upon member institutions to define their own purposes and goals for
theological education and then to demonstrate that they possess the
resources, including paramount library resources, to meet these goals. But
such standards do not, nor can they be intended, to define coherence and
unity in theological education. Member institutions of ATS during this
same period have been encouraged to develop programs which will seek to
overcome the alleged irrelevancy of much of theological education and its
"academic", that is, unreal, nature. Such things as the use of the case study
method, intern years, clinical pastoral education, theological reflection
groups, supervised field education, advanced programs of study and practice
such as the D.Min. have become commonplace attempts to try to close the
gap between academic program and the life of faith and practice signaled by
Blizzard.

But most observers, whose primary concern has been the unity, the
coherence. and the clarity of the purposes of theological education, while
not unsympathetic to the hard work involved in these attempts by faculties
and staffs of theological schools, remain unconvinced that the problem has
been properly addressed.

I suspect that Edward Farley of Vanderbilt Divinity School, in a paper
entitled "The Reform of Theological Education as a Theological Task"
(1979), has put the problem as succinctly as any. He writes that American
theological schools borrowed from Germany a four-fold pattern of organiz-
ing the curriculum into specialty disciplines of Bible, theology, history, and
practical theology. While there developed internal incoherencies within
each of the specialties, the relational incoherencies between the four led
American theological educators to posit a split between theory and praxis
and, as a corrective, to build into theological school curricula bridges
between the "academic” disciplines and "real life."

As we have seen, this twentieth century strategy has not solved the
problem of the unity and coherence of theological education and, indeed,
has compounded the confusion. For, as Farley notes, the four-fold pattern
still organizes the curriculum and provides criteria for faculty structure and
replacement, while the two-fold pattern becomes the standard way of think-
ing about theological study (p. 16). One rationale is imposed upon another
and "since a unifying rationale is present neither in the curriculum nor in
the student, there is little or no pattern which makes visible what is impor-
tant and why" (p. 26). Confusion is compounded for school and library and
is exacerbated by the cultural and world crises characteristic of our time.
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I would like to turn now to some tentative indications of how we
might proceed, and to follow this with some implications for library collec-
tion development.

I think the clue to Dr. Blizzard’s query about the means by which
theological students might achieve meaning and coherence in their own
lives was given by Richard Niebuhr and his colleagues when they wrote that
the real key to ordering theological studies and to bring into the diversity a
coherent center of unity lies in the nature of the Christian faith itself. Far-
ley writes (p. 30) that an appropriate organization is one which "displays the
study of theology in patterns of work which reflect in some way the struc-
ture of faith itself, the structure of Christian existence, and how ministry
reflects such." Thus, he says, "the normative reality of that matrix to which
theological education is subject and by which it measures its task is Chris-
tian faith itself. It is the interrelation of faith, the community of faith, and
ministry which grounds the possibility of a unifying subject matter of theo-
logical education" (p. 34). The link between the Christian faith, the com-
munity of faith, the ministry of the Church to the world becomes the
matrix, unifying subject matter of theological education, a center of clarity
and coherence, and an expression of its purpose.

Now what does this do for us? Nothing yet. But this kind of para-
digm for organizing and clarifying the purpose of theological education per-
mit us some movement. The achievement of twentieth century specialities
and disciplines within theological study (Bible, theology, history, etc.) need
not be given up. Their value to the Church and for faith can be affirmed.
In addition, the attempt to relate theological studies to practical experience
must be continued. But neither of these achievements of the contemporary
theological enterprise can be used as the matrix and center of coherence for
theological education. They become part of its methodology.

Further, putting method where it belongs permits us to be open to
new forms of theological existence in the life of faith in the Christian com-
munity such as the feminist movement, liberation theologies, black religion
and theology, ecological consciousness and other global paradigms of
churchly and Christian existence. In other words, with a center of clarity
and coherence we can be open to new ways of "doing theology." Robert
McAfee Brown points out ( Theology in the Americas, ed., Sergio Torres and
John Eagleson, p. xi) that the orientation has changed. It "was in large
measure to books, ideas, concepts, and modes of argument, rather than to
human struggle, anguish, pain, and exploitation" that theology used to
appeal, seeking a fixed position or a restatement of "the faith once delivered
to the saints." This is "not," says Brown, "the crying need of the present.”
And Charles McCoy ( When Gods Change, p. 13) forcefully suggests that the
"theological pattern dominant in the Western tradition -- a pattern I...call
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the Constantinian paradigm -- is too narrow in scope to deal with the con-
temporary plurality of faiths, values, and interests."

i

"In addition to new paradigms for Christian existence," writes Farley
(p. 26) "there are new and exciting literatures, methods of interpretation,
which do not simply coincide with the fourfold pattern (of theological
study) and its areas of scholarship. One thinks of hermeneutics, language
studies, social phenomenology, spirituality..." In other words, the inter-
relation between the humanities and social scientific literature appropriate
to each theological discipline is necessary for developing hermeneutical
competence.

To sum up:

The coherent center and unity of theological education lies in the
nature of faith itself, in Christian existence in the Church as a community
of faith with the task of ministering to the world. This is the "subject
matter" of theological education. It will be open to new forms of Christian
experience in the world and to new and ever-changing social contexts of
ministry in the world.

I can not go further than this at the moment. But there are ways of
putting the hueristic question: what will it take for our students to survive
into the twenty-first century? what is an effectively functioning minister in
a world constituted by a plurality of values and by various forms of global
consciousness? how can we teach our students the abilities to engage in
critical and analytical thought, this is to say, to teach them to become com-
petent exegetes of the world and critical interpreters of all of its documents
-- exegetes of the Scriptures, of documents arising out of the theological
tradition, of social systems, of human persons, of contemporary media,
etc.; in other words, theological education as a universal hermeneutical
task.

Now: some implications for library collection development which fol-
low from this understanding of the purposes and unity of theological educa-
tion which cannot be carried on in isolation. )

1. Clearly even the primary library collection (to use Peterson’s
typology) cannot exist in isolation from materials which interpret the plural-
istic culture of which we are a part and the global consciousness which is
the context in which theology goes on today. Social scientific materials,
hermeneutics, language studies, phenomenological works, provide the
matrix within which the theological discipline must go on, not to mention
the history and comparative study of religions. This probably means theo-
logical libraries will need to depend on larger university collections else-
where.
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2. If Brown and McCoy are correct in their reading of the world and
the place of theology in it, what non-print sources are required and avail-
able to provide the necessary context and matrix for theological study?
Where do we find the documentation of human struggle, anguish, pain, and
exploitation? How does a theological library represent the pluralism of con-
temporary global cultures? What limits are feasible to us in collection
development?

3. How can library classification systems signal alternatives in theo-
logical education to conceptual, "Constantinian," static modes of teaching
and learning? Most library classification systems represent the four-fold
arrangement of the classical discipline and the two-fold separation of
"theory" and "practice." How do new modes of consciousness in theology
and how does a central focus for all theological studies in a life of faith in
the Church in the world become reflected in collection classification and
arrangements?

4. What is the role of the theological librarian in assisting faculties to
break out of their "locked-in" thinking patterns based on nineteenth century
paradigms and what is their role in assisting in the process of reformulating
the theological curriculum?

5. How can a bibliographical data-base be built for computer retrieval
of theological materials and how can the cognate "secular" disciplines
appropriate to each of them be developed in the near future?

As you can see, 1 have responded to Peterson by some initial probes
and questions. A lot of careful thought and analysis will be required. I am
convinced that faculties and theological librarians must work together to
develop the clarity and coherence about the nature and purpose of theologi-
cal education upon which the theological school and the theological library
alone can engage in appropriate planning and development into the next
century.

Response to
"Collection Development in Theological Libraries"

by

David L. Green
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I would like to approach the topic of collection development by vary-
ing Steve’s typology somewhat.

Fundamentally, I would see three distinct types of library: (1) curricu-
lum centered; (2) research special; and (3) research general. Each of these
has certain special features affecting collection development.

The first type, which I have called *‘curriculum centered,”’ serves pri-
marily and almost exclusively to support the course work of the institution
it is associated with. It resembles the ‘‘undergraduate library’’ of many
universities. It will generally not support faculty research. There are two
special requirements for collection development in this context: (a) stu-
dents as well as faculty should participate in the planning; and (b) coopera-
tive arrangements are absolutely necessary to support both the research
needs of the faculty and study needs of students in ancillary disciplines,
especially in the sciences, if theological education is not to take place in a
vacuum.

The second type, which I have called ‘‘research special,”’ undertakes
to build a collection above and beyond the immediate instructional needs of
the institution, but only in a limited area. Such a library should observe at
least three principles in framing its collection development policies: (a) it
should be sure that its goals are tailored to its resources rather than its
ambitions (specialization even in a reasonably narrow field like ‘‘biblical
studies’’ is a large — and expensive — order); (b) the area of specialization
should be coherent, fitting in well with the general strengths and purposes
of the collection as a whole, and able to stand alone (a specialization in
‘“‘biblical studies’’ without equivalent specialization in at least many aspects
of Greek and Hebrew philology is badly deficient); and (c) the area of spe-
cialization, ideally, should make a contribution to the bibliographical
universe by not duplication work done elsewhere (specialization in ‘‘early
vernacular versions of the Bible’’ is more apt to make such a contribution
than ‘‘biblical studies’’ in general, both because it is less likely to duplicate
effort and because it is a more realizable goal).

Both these types have a common feature: they represent ‘‘stand
alone”’ libraries in the sense that they are (almost) self-sufficient for their
own goals. Their intended users (the student community of the institution
or researchers in the narrow area of specialization) can reasonably expect to
find all their needs met in situ They rely on other institutions primarily for
materials outside their defined purpose.

The third type is different: a general research library expects, in a
sense, to be all things to all researchers. This is true whether we are talk-
ing of a truly general research library such as that of a major university or a
more specialized library covering a general field (such as religion, whether
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or not limited to Christianity). The researcher has a legitimate expectation
when he comes to a research library to find in (or at least through) it “‘all”
his or her needed material.

As soon as we admit that this is a legitimate expectation, we realize
that such a library’s collection development program must be cooperative.
For ‘‘collection development” we should substitute ‘‘bibliographical
access.”” This means to me that we must increasingly look on our major
research libraries as components of a general ‘‘religious bibliographical util-
ity which as a whole provides materials for researchers in the field of reli-
gion. I would like to outline a brief agenda that such a utility imposes on
us.

First, we must have a cooperative preservation project. Even if we
are not bibliophiles, the vast bulk of “‘information’” (i.e., text) in the field
of religion depends for its existence on a more or less rapidly decaying phy-
sical substrate. The realistic options include treatment of paper to lengthen
its life, microfilming of text, and preserving text in machine-readable form
(on tape, disk, or whatever). All these options are relatively expensive,
and so cooperation under a central program is vital if the work is to be
done. The point is simple: we can afford preservation (f at all) only if each
item is preserved once only and as well as possible. Both duplication and
palliative efforts that need to be redone merely waste resources and could
well prevent the job from being done. This is clearly a plug for the preser-
vation program the ATLA has been studying.

Second, we must share the work of current documentation. I can
only touch on this very difficult problem. Standard publications of religious
and theological scholarship are generally under good bibliographical control
(although even here there are exceptions, as in the case of Latin America);
but the source material of religious scholarship, especially history, is often
obscure and quasi-ephemeral. Sermons, liturgical materials, position
papers, devotional manuals — the ‘‘documentation”” of our religious life —
are under no systematic bibliographical control, and are rarely systematically
collected. Here is a point at which the specialized research collections men-
tioned as our second type can provide an invaluable service. In trying to
control this material, we should beware casting too small a net. To a large
segment of the U.S. population, the Hare Krishna movement is a far more
important religious option than the Russian Orthodox Church.

Third, the preservation and control of all these materials imply a
shared data-base of detailed records; ultimately, I think, we should plan for
full-text storage. Since no research library can hope to present the
researcher with immediately available physical copies of all the available
material, the researcher will increasingly confront not a book (or periodical,
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or pamphlet, or microfilm, or whatever), but a (catalog) record represent-
ing the item. He or she will have to decide efficiently from that record
whether the material is ‘‘relevant’’ (in some sense of the word). Here 1
will show my own biases: I do not think we should be content with minimal
level cataloging of any items. We need not just full records (like current
LC cataloging, for example), but augmented records with additional
descriptors and abstracts — and ultimately access to on-line full text. The
work and expense of controlling, collecting, and preserving ‘‘minor”
materials is lost unless they are made accessible to users, and that means
high quality cataloging. Indeed, I would argue that the more obscure and
ephemeral an item is, the more important it is that cataloging bring out all
the aspects of study to which it is relevant.

Finally, what may be the most difficuit item on our agenda has little
to do with bibliography or libraries. If we are moving in the direction of a
bibliographical utility, it will have to be undergirded by formal, legal, enfor-
cible, contractual arrangements. Framing these presents a formidable polit-
ical problem. Our institutions are used to controlling their own libraries. If
these libraries are to become nodes in a general utility, this control will
pass, at least in part, to outside agencies. This is not going to be comfort-
able for the institutions we serve, and it is not going to be comfortable for
us. T think our libraries are going to operate increasingly on a ‘‘fee for ser-
vices” basis; how the fees are set, how the costs are paid, and what services
are provided present challenging legal and political problems. 1 think we
should begin addressing them — as individuals and as an association —
immediately.

In short, we have our work cut out for us!

Collection Development for the 80’s
The Small Library

by

Betty A. O’Brien

Coliection development in theological libraries is complicated today by
the very nature of theological education. No longer can we be concerned
solely with such easily defined areas as biblical studies, doctrinal theology,
church history, etc., but we have to contend with the practical applications
of theology to counseling, sociology, psychology, medical, political and
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technological ethics and the like. Trying to keep current with the literature
of all these areas is indeed a major undertaking.

It seems safe to assume most small library collections are serviced by
small staffs of one or two, only one of whom might be a professional.
Perhaps time has lessened my initial idealsim, but it seems to me we must
begin to recognize the limits of time and energy of the personnel of small
library operations, especially when it seems more and more is being
expected of them. Steve Peterson reflects some of these added responsibil-
ities in the introduction of his essay -- bringing bibliographical description
of theological collections into emerging national bibliographic networks --
concern for conservation and preservation of materials -- the educational
role of the librarian to integrate the use of library resources into the process
of theological education -- stewardship in the areas of collection develop-
ment. Add to this the attempt to keep up with all library literature and
especially the cataloging changes of AACR2 while fulfilling faculty obliga-
tions and actively participating in consortia and other cooperative ventures.
It is no wonder one becomes overwhelmed and frustrated.

Faced with all these facets of the job, the librarian must determine his
or her priorities -- or face breakdown. The time spent on any one area of
responsibility is not available for use on other areas. Collection develop-
ment, as important as it is, is just one aspect of the librarian’s job. I ques-
tion whether a single librarian, given the limited amount of time, can really
do the kind of systematic and thorough job that should be done. It seems
to me this is one area that can be shared, with some degree of
effectiveness, with the faculty, and the librarian in the small library may be
forced to rely on faculty judgements for much of the material selected.
Since the librarian works with the material in all stages from selection, ord-
ering, cataloging to giving reference help, he or she should be in the posi-
tion to know the collection well enough to be able to supplement faculty
suggestions where necessary to fill obvious gaps.

Given the instability of the lives of small seminaries, I question the
need for the librarian to be overly concerned with long-range planning --
especially beyond that of the administration. [ also question the
justification of spending a large percentage of a small budget for materials
that are not currently in demand.

The typology used by Steve in his paper is both interesting and useful.
While most small libraries would probably fit into Types I and II -- Primary
library collection development -- not all these libraries are necessarily small.
It will be the larger libraries that will have to bear the brunt of responsibil-
ity for assuring the good library for the future because the small library can
do little more than supply the curriculum needs of the institution.
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To a lesser degree I see the possibilities of small libraries being
involved with type III (Documentation) and type IV (Research). Certainly
some denominational libraries are small and must be responsible for collec-
tion and preservation of the documentation for that denomination. A small
research library is also possible, provided the area of specialization is very
limited. In both cases an adequate staff is essential.

Ideally the small library with limited financial resources should be
using those resources wisely by purchasing only the best materials available.
But the very smallness of the library staff makes that kind of selection all
but impossible. Perhaps institutions need to be reminded that more staff
could produce a better library and in the long run show better stewardship
of available resources.

As a representative of a small library that is facing extinction, I would
like to suggest that some thought be given to the effect this has on the
work of the librarian in general and specifically on collection development
practices. How can the integrity and value of the librarian be preserved
when the library is no more? How can the librarian excercise influence on
decisions concerning the disposal of the library? What does the closing of a
library do to the collection development policies of neighboring institu-
tions? At this point I have no answers -- only questions.
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Managing Serials*
by

Charles Willard

The purpose of this address is to share with you notions and concerns
that I have about serials, to make several preliminary commitments on
behalf of myself or the library where I work, and to solicit your hard and
reflective critique. The order of the aspects of serials that I wish to con-
sider probably does not follow a logical pattern. On the other hand, it does
more or less represent the path of my own experience, and I am willing to
assume that what was real for me may be real for you, even if neither be
logical. By way of a brief overview, let me say that we are going to be
looking at the question of bibliographic control, from several different per-
spectives. The first, Part A, is the problem of the provision of access to the
contents of serials, that is to say, the bibliographic control of journal arti-
cles. We deal with this as a retrospective matter, one, and then as a current
consideration, two. We then take up the business of identification, Part B:
what are the journals, newsletters, and other serials germane to the study of
religion and theology. Next, that is, Part C, we review several ancillary ser-
vices provided by some types of journals that may be of benefit to the pro-
fession as well as to the scholarly world at large; here we have to do with
the contents and responsibilities of journals beyond the publication of scho-
larly articles. Finally, you will see that during the discussion of the earlier
concerns, two proposals for specific action to respond to the problems are
advanced. The last, section, Part D, will develop a number of by-products
that may be derived from the success of the two proposals.

A. 1. Retrospective indexing unfortunately connotes an antiquarian
pursuit, a subject that is assigned for those never to be days when there is
world enough and time for anything and everything. With libraries engaged
in what appears to be a desperate and even a losing economic battle for the
control of current literature, any proposal focused on literature of the past,
indeed the far past, is an invitation to scorn. The scornful, moreover, point
to numerous studies alleging a radical dropoff in the citation of literature

*A portion of this address was presented at the ACRL conference under the titie "Retros-
pective Indexing: Tombstone or Touchstone?"

- 49 -



more than a decade or two old. Any such proposal, therefore, would seem
to merit a very low priority.

First of all, I am going to attack the generalized implications of litera-
ture use studies, A. I, Section I. Then I develop a model for the structure
of a retrospective project that minimizes the labor intensive and therefore
enormously expensive approaches to serial indexing that currently charac-
terize the field of religion and theology, A. 1, Section 2.

Section 1. It is not necessary to review in detail here the substantial
number of studies that have been made on the use and so-called obsoles-
cence of literature (See Line and Sandison [1974]). Although several
methodological questions have recently been raised about the assumptions
and applications of many of these studies (Line [1970]), and (Line and
Sandison [19741), it is virtually axiomatic that older literature is less used
and that the curve charting this diminished use is strikingly similar across
most disciplines. On the basis of the nature of my own research and what I
assumed to be that of others in my field, I used to think that so-called "nor-
mal" use curves would not characterize research in religion and theology,
inasmuch as the issues and contributions articulated in serial literature dur-
ing the early decades of the twentieth century do not cease to be relevant
merely by the passage of time. This belief, however, was undermined by a
series of published and unpublished studies showing that our field produces
a curve that coincides with everyone else’s.

Consequent speculation suggested to me that another factor, or fac-
tors, may be the cause of the diminishing use of older literature, that is,
factors other than merit or relevance. The falloff of citations, as it occurs
in the 1950s and early 1960s is intriguingly coincident with the beginning of
many of the most widely used periodical indexing and abstracting services,
including Religion Index One. The hypothesis that I have set for the first
part of the afternoon is this: Lack of bibliographic control rather than lack
of quality is the primary factor in the infrequent citation of older serial
material in current literature.

It is necessary to acknowledge at the outset that the arguments that
are available to us in the first stage are from silence. I do not, therefore,
anticipate conclusive demonstration but rather a series whose results con-
verge. The initial step was the identification of four articles, published in
the 1920s and taken at random. The articles were the following:
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"The original form of Paul’s letter to the Colossians" / Clay-
ton R. Bowen (Journal of Biblical Literature, 1924).

"Cardinal Mercier et la theologie" / Pierre Charles (Nouvelle
Revue Theologique, 1926).

"La chronologie de l’activite litteraire de Theodor de Mop-
sueste" / J. M. Voste (Revue Biblique, 1925).

"Albrecht Ritschls spaetere theologische Entwicklung” / Ernst
Guenther (Theologische Studien und Kritiken, 1922).

A series of monographs dealing with each of the four subjects
represented by the articles and published subsequently was then examjned
in detail. Of the six monographs on Cglossians, none cited the article” Of
the six on Mercier, one cited the article“ Of the eight on Theodore of Mop-
suestial4 three cited the article,” and of the seven on Ritschl, two cited the
article.

I also made a search for unpublished dissertations bearing on the four
subjects and ascertained whether the relevant article_was cited in the
bibliography6 I identified di,;sertations on Colossians,” on Theodore of
Mopsuestia, - and on Ritschl.” The article was cited by those on Colossians
and Theodore of Mopsuestia, but in none of the three on Ritschl.

It is evident that there is some unevenness here, and if there be not a
credible, alternative explanation for the appearance of the articles in the
later literature, then the hypothesis is called into question.

A closer examination of the context of the two subjects that appear to
violate the hypothesis, namely, Theodore of Mopsuestia and Ritschl, tends
to provide a probable explanation. The article on Theodore occurred in a
series of related articles in the same publication over a short span of time.
The thesis of Voste was taken up in the following, proximate discussions
and from these entered the discussion in monographs. It is, moreover,
noteworthy that two of the monographs cite the same truncated portion of
the article, suggesting that the reference in the second instance is, in fact,
not direct but indirect. In the instance of Ritschl, the first published of the

Bujard, Francis and Meeks, Grosheide, Lohse, Radford, and Robertson.
Beauduin, Boudins, Gade, Ramaekers, and Simon (1962). Cited by Simon (1960).
Brade, Greer, Patterson, Sullivan, and Wickert. Cited by Dewart, Koch, and Norris.
Courth, Hefner, Link, Nocolaisen, and Timm. Cited by Hék and Schifer.
Hobson.
Zaharopoulos.
Hoover, Lotz, and Privett.
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two contained the citation in a bibliography that is regularly referred to
thereafter in the literature as exhaustive, sufficiently so that a number of
scholars content themselves with providing subsequent, supplementary
bibliographic notes.

The second leg of the hypothesis is that since library catalogs provide
a form of bibliographic control for monographic literature although not,
except in the rarest of circumstances, periodical literature, the proportion of
articles to monographs cited should decrease in the more distant decades. 1
returned to the original selection of monographs in the initial subject areas
in order to make the necessary comparison.

Of the monographs that were used in the first part of the study, I
selected four whose bibliographies appeared to be substantial and to contain
a variety of types of materials. I computed the ratio of articles to the whole
number of cited titles, excluding primary sources and reference works. I
then analyzed the citations in blocks of decades going backwards from the
publication of the monograph (See Table 1.) One bibliography exhibited an
exceptionally low percentage of periodical articles (17%). The other three
were all close to 50%, i.e., 49%, 54%, and 52%. Two of the latter also
showed an interesting bell curve, which supports an assumption that it
takes longer for periodical articles to enter the mainstream of bibliographic
control. In three of the bibliographies, the percentage of articles does fall
off as the chart moves away from the publication date of the bibliography.
The one that departs from the predicated pattern was published in Scandi-
navia in the early 1940s. It does not follow the pattern because the author
obviously did not rely upon a library catalog or references in other secon-
dary works but made an exhaustive -- and doubtless exhausting -- original
examination of an astonishingly wide spectrum of periodical literature of
the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.

The foregoing evidence suggests a pattern, I believe, of the non-use
of material bearing directly upon the problems being discussed in the sub-
ject areas. The reasons that have been advanced for the use of some arti-
cles in subsequent studies supports the argument rather than undermining
it, for it is precisely because the later used articles happened to get caught
up in the literature that they have continued to be cited. The other articles,
which shared the common characteristic of age, did not make it into the
normal forms of bibliographic control, namely, exhaustive published
bibliographies or a wider discussion, and as a consequence, these articles
are not a part of the on-going scholarly discussion. For practical purposes,
they were never written.

Two further determinations would provide additional substantiation of
the hypothesis. The first would be a qualitative evaluation of the articles
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initially selected. If any, but especially those nowhere subsequently cited,
be found to lack scholarly merit, then the hypothesis could suffer the cri-
tique that the author was aware of the article but made a conscious decision
to omit it. The second would be to make a careful search of appropriate
journals during the period and succeeding decades; if additional articles
within the same subject area appear and are also absent from the same
monographic bibliographies, then the presumption for the hypothesis bord-
ers on conclusive.

Section 2. Until very recently, even though the argument may have
been conceded that this earlier literature is more attractive to scholarship
than has hitherto been recognized, the labor intensive requirements for
indexing and classifying periodical literature manually would have severely
limited the feasibility of a retrospective project. The increasingly broad
availability of sophisticated computer assisted techniques and their applica-
tion to bibliographic problems offer, however, a very attractive alternative.
Research in the 1960s on the relative merit of machine generated keyword
indexing over against human constructed indexing terms and classification
showed that machine indexing compared favorably, in terms of both recall
and precision (Borko [1964], Knable [1965], Kraft [1964], and Sparck
Jones [1974]). This means that the text of the titles themselves will pro-
duce search keys sufficient to collect as wide an array of literature as a
manually generated index or classification scheme and also that the search
keys permit a comparatively narrow refinement of the search without the
loss of desirable records. The consequence of these observations is that a
much higher percentage of the available funds for bibliographic access may
be invested in pure data collection and entry.

In addition to author searching, the software has long existed to
enable searches of titles, abstracts, and descriptors by words, truncated
roots, and Boolean combinations. Once the data is in a machine readable
form, for example, the following hypothetical inquiry is possible. We have
a scholar who is interested in an interpretive approach to certain aspects of
Paul’s apocalyptic world view. First, we ask the machine to set aside all
records that have the term apocalyptic, which we will call set 1. Then we
ask for a collection of all the records with the name Paul, although from
that group we want to eliminate any record that also has the name Tillich or
Ricoeur; we will call this set 5. Then, using a truncation technique, we ask
in a single command for all records with either hermeneutics or hermeneut-
ical, and we call this set 6. Next we request the machine to take a look at
our three groups and set aside all the records that appear in set 5 and also
in either of the other two sets, 1 or 6, that is, what records are there that
are about Paul, but not Paul Tillich and not Paul Ricoeur, and about either
apocalyptic or hermeneutics. The resulting group could be further refined,
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by chronological limitations, e,g., only articles published since 1950, or by
language, e.g., only English language articles. In our example, we have
provided a further subject restriction, namely, with the term Romans -- not
this time using a truncation mechanism, which would have brought up
everything on Rome and the Roman Empire.

More recently, there have been other advances, such as the machine
generation of substitutive terms and the appropriation by machine tech-
niques of previous search routines to enhance current and prospective
searches (Kalgren and Walker [n.d.], Sparck Jones [1971, 1974]). For
example, the machine is able to learn by informed observation of repeated
search routines that the Eucharist is effectively equivalent to the Lord’s
Supper and to Communion and, therefore, to search the latter two phrases
automatically when asked th search the first.

This leads logically to the point that a cooperative enterprise, involv-
ing theological seminary libraries through North America, should be
entirely feasible. Rather than undertaking to reinvent the bibliographic
computer assisted wheel, we would establish a relationship with one of the
national data base service agencies, which we shall call for the purposes of
this paper, STARE, an acronym meaning storage and retrieval. In coopera-
tion with STARE, a panel of scholars and subject and information science
specialists would establish a format for the required and optional data ele-
ments. The panel would also set the subject and chronological scope of the
project, from which would be developed a master list of journals, then
priorities, and then assignments.

The required elements would consist of title -- translated if non-
English -- author, and bibliographic citation. Among the optional elements
would be cited names, descriptors, and subject fields. It seems to me that it
is an open question as to how much standardization would be required in
the optional elements, e.g., I am doubtful that a name authority file or a
common thesaurus is necessary. The format should be capable of further
expansion to include, for example, classification and abstracts.

The participating libraries would have the incentive of being able to
select serials for retrospective indexing that reflect their own strengths, the
interests and concerns of their own constituency, or both. Since the
software of STARE permits either online data entry or batch mode process-
ing, it would be possible for a participating library to add its data locally
through an inexpensive data transmission terminal or, through the use of
local computer p facilities, to generate a disk or tape for delivery to STARE
for batch loading.

All of this has somewhat the quality of a superheated hot air balloon.
In order to collapse it to more nearly realistic proportions, let us take a
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short excursus into the realm of dollars and numbers. I choose Religion
Index One simply because it is the tool that is most familiar to all of us.
Volume fourteen, which arrived in our libraries earlier this month, indexed
12,672 articles from 263 journals. A thirty year retrospective undertaking,
at the same annual rate, would produce about 190,000 articles. At fifteen
articles an hour, it would require 12,650 hours to input, paid at $5 an hour,
approximately $63,400. At the point that a data base of that size were in
existence, it would cost $13,650 annually to store it is STARE.

Now, how much is access to such a data base going to cost? Let us
suppose that we were able to anticipate that 25 large libraries might use the
data base 30 hours a year; another 50 libraries, an average of 15 hours a
year, and many smaller libraries as well as colleges and universities with
departments of religion, let us estimate 100, use of for 7.5 hours a year.
STARE charges $16 an hour for access. If we were to set a royalty of $10
an hour, so that a library’s effective hourly use charge is $26, the 2250
hours of use would produce a total of $58,500. STARE would take $49.650
of this for access and storage, leaving a surplus of $8,850, which figure I
want you to remember.

If the royalty were set at $25 an hour, the surplus would be $42,600,
another figure to remember.

Now let us consider another set of figures. Suppose we were to pro-
pose an annual commitment to 1,000 journals, amounting to 24,000 arti-
cles. This would be almost four time the current coverage available
through Religion Index One. The annual storage costs for the data would
be $144. The cost of inputting this data would come to $8,000 --
remember the excess if the royalty were set at $10? If a current, RIO
equivalent 30 year retrospective data base were up, and the royalty were set
at $25, an input from 1,000 journals a year could be maintained and the
cost of inputting the original thirty year retrospective could be recovered in
less than two years based on the annual surplus of $42,600.

Let us take a final dollar/time estimate. How much is this going to
cost a library? The large library should be able to conduct 200 searches in
30 hours, for an annual total cost of $1,230 or $6.15 a search under the $25
royalty program. Not bad, I think, for complex and intricate searches of an
190,000 article data base that will grow at the rate of 24,000 articles a year.

Part A. 2. The thoughtful among you will have immediately seen that
the mechanism proposed for capturing the bibliographic data of older serial
literature could, of course, also be applied to current serial literature. If the
argument in the second phase of the first part of this address be sustained,
that is, that machine keyword generation and computer assisted searching
are not less and possibly more effective than manual indexing, then it may
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be argued that the substantial sums that libraries now invest in the acquisi-
tion of manually produced bibliographic control for a number of subfields
within the area of religion and theology, which is inevitably limited to a
relatively small number of high demand journals, might be more responsi-
bly invested in the computer assisted bibliographic control of a much larger
number of journals.

There are three elements needed to make a program along these lines
successful: (1) a list of serials, (2) a commitment from a group of libraries
to be responsible for a specified subset of the titles, and (3) a data terminal
for each participating library or, alternatively, access to a computer and
peripheral equipment that will generate discs or tapes in a format that can
be batch loaded by the host service agency, STARE.

Now I cannot responsibly seek commitments from libraries without
something more specific and probable in hand, and I anticipate that the
question of local access to data terminals will be resolved as soon as even
relatively small libraries perceive the enormous potential in access to Reli-
gion Index One, Religion Index Two, and the retrospective multi-author
index online through BRS. Therefore, let us look at the question of lists.

Part B. Of the makings of lists, it may be said of librarians, there is
no end.

There are four general types of lists in which one may locate theologi-
cal and religious journals. First, lists of journals indexed or abstracted by
tools such as Religion Index One, Religious and Theological Abstracts,
Internationale Zeitschriftenschau fuer Bibelwissenschaft und Grenzgebiete,
and so forth. Second, General or specialized holdings or subscription lists
of libraries, for example, New Serial Titles, union lists of various library
cooperatives including the BTI, SEPTLA, and CATLA, the subscription
and gift list of the Overseas Ministries Study Center at Ventnor, New Jer-
sey, and CONSER. Third, simply lists, either general, such as Ulrichs and
the annuals produced by EBSCO and Faxon, or specialized, such as the
ones by Schwertner and Westerfer. (Schwertner, 1974; Westerfer, 1976)
Fourth, lists of abbreviations used by various journals and reference tools,
containing, inter alia, serials titles. There is an interesting discussion, by
the way, of current developments in the control of serial literature, includ-
ing a discussion of some of these types, from the European perspective, in
Les revues de sciences religieuses by Langhorst. (Langhorst, 1979) This
work is taken up in an expanded discussion by John V. Howard, Librarian
of New College in Edinburgh, in the most recent issue of the Bulletin of
the Association of British Theological and Philosophical Libraries.
(Howard, 1981)
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For our purposes, all of these lists are afflicted with one or the other
of the following fatal deficiencies: (1) insufficiently comprehensive in
scope or (2) out of date.

What we need is an array of bibliographic data that will start out in
machine readable form but that does not need to be accessible online. We
would need to start with a collection of records that could easily be the
CONSER collection developed by the BTI. If that record structure were
considered too complex or cumbersome for our purposes, the Europeans
have developed several other models for data collection. In addition to the
title, the record would contain information on scope and level, ISSN,
periodicity, a description of its format and typical contents, and subscription
information. Once these data were assembled, they would be produced in a
COM microfiche, with a hard copy or fiche printout containing the alpha-
betical title listing and the register number for the original, full record.
Supplements could be produced periodically, taking the form of additional
register fiche as required for the new information, a fully cumulated com-
plete title listing, and a hard copy printout that would contain a list of addi-
tions to the basic list with more information than mere title and less than
the full record, perhaps title, scope, and level. Major changes in a record
already in the data base, e.g., cessation or address modification, would
result in a similar hard copy printout. All changes, however, would pro-
duce a new record in the register, and the register number would be accord-
ingly changed in the alphabetical title listing.

The purpose of the list would be simply to provide to ATLA libraries,
and to any others who might have some interest, exactly that, an exhaus-
tive list of titles. The purpose of the supplements would be to provide an
annual alerting service so that libraries would have concentrated in a single
place, a comprehensive list of new, or newly discovered, titles that bear
upon the disciplines common to scholarship in religion and theology.

We are able to deal somewhat more rapidly with the last two areas
under consideration this afternoon. The first of these, Part C, I have
described as ancillary services, that is, the uses of some journals beyond
their primary raison d’etre of conveying scholarly articles. I mention here
three, that is, service as a selection tool and a bibliography and for current
contents of other journals. In view of the lengthy delays that often charac-
terize the appearance of reviews following publication, one cannot responsi-
bly use journal review sections as primary selection tools. I find, however,
the seventy-five or so that I regularly go through to be valuable backup
sources, both for titles that would not appear in the normal trade channels
reflected by the standard tools that [ employ and for works whose title does
not connote anything relevant to a theological collection.
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In recent years, I have been impressed by journals that regularly
include systematic and comprehensive bibliographic surveys of both broad
and narrow subfields within the discipline of religion and theology. In addi-
tion to being the first ancillary service I described earlier, I anticipate that
the faculty in our institutions would find these bibliographic undertakings to
be of enormous value in keeping up with the field. During the past semes-
ter, I made a preliminary effort to identify as many of these types of jour-
nals as possible. This is an instance in which a bare list is not very helpful,
and for that reason, I enlisted the assistance of a couple of graduate stu-
dents to analyze and to describe the nature of these bibliographic enter-
prises. The results of this work, which I anticipate will complement the
reference work that has been announced by our sister association in the
United Kingdom, I am distributing at the close of these remarks. The jour-
nals that are covered in the first collection number twenty-eight.

Finally, in this section I take note of journals that include lists, in
whole or in relevant part, of the contents of other journals. I have not at
this point made an effort to assemble a list of such titles, and it may be that
that task can be taken up later.

The last general section, Part D, considers briefly relatively inexpen-
sive by products of the development of a machine readable data base of
journal contents and, secondarily, a machine readable list of relevant jour-
nal titles. Data that are to be added to the primary collection will not be
dumped in willy nilly. They will be collected and stored, if added directly
and online, and simply saved if delivered in the batch mode. At regular
intervals, all these new data would by processed for addition to the primary
data base. At that point, the incoming data could be run through pre-
determined search routines. For the scholar who is interested in Paul, for
example, all relevant titles in the new load could be peeled off, printed out,
and delivered. The same routines could be set for narrow or broad
interests.

I acknowledge that there is some self-interest behind the last phase.
On more than one occasion, I have been the publication of articles in
recent journals about which I had never heard. I assume this was not, or
not solely, because of some common incapacity on my part and that it
results from the fact that we simply do not have the same types of exhaus-
tive tools for identifying, much less controlling, periodicals. Maybe the rest
of you do it much better than I, for I simply have not found the time to go
through every issue of the two dozen or so of the indexing and abstracting
tools to which we subscribe, checking complete title listings against our own
lists. I have assumed, however, that I would be glad to go through a
comprehensive list of new titles, and I am prepared to undertake to develop
such a list, along the lines described earlier, if I can find others to share the
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cost.

I want to suggest in closing that the simple title mechanism that I
have proposed for the control of serials articles might also work for mono-
graphs.

Comparison of Periodical Articles
and Monographs in Bibliographies

Boudins Norris Koch Hok

Overall

Monographs 70 63 31 132
Articles 14 60 37 143
Per cent Articles? 17 49 .54 52
Contemp. Decade

Monographs 9 1 5

Articles 8 0 2

Per cent Articles .47 .0 .29

First Previous Decade

Monographs 18 20 8 11
Atrticles 4 19 21 3
Per cent Articles2 .22 .49 .72 21
Second Previous Decade

Monographs 6 10 8 11
Articles 1 12 9 13
Per cent Articles 14 54 .53 57
Third Previous Decade .
Monographs 3 4 6 297
Atrticles 0 15 4 25
Per cent Articles2 0 .79 .40 .46
Remainder

Monographs 34 28 4 82
Articles 1 14 1 102
Per cent Articles 03 33 .20 55

1. Excludes primary sources and reference works.

2. Number of articles as a percentage of the whole number of bibliographic references for the period.
3. For two decades.
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Library Instruction:
Evaluating Library Resources and Student Needs

by

Sara Mobley

Most librarians today agree on one point: library instruction programs
are absolutely necessary if students and faculty are going to use libraries to
the best advantage. Although definitions of what constitutes an instruc-
tional program may differ considerably, the underlying belief in these pro-
grams is important. This paper deals first with those items that should be
included in assessing a library’s ability to provide library instruction, and
second, with how to evaluate what students must know about a library in
order to use it.

Many librarians, in their initial enthusiasm about starting an instruc-
tional program, decide what kind of program they will design without
assessing the needs of their patrons or the capacity of their libraries. Each
one has his own ideas about the best approach, and there is a tendency to
adopt that method regardless of the situation. Instead, librarians should
begin by looking at the library’s resources. How well prepared is the library
to meet the needs of its patrons? What resources are available? And what
do the librarians have to offer? Then they need to look at their patrons,
particularly students. What do they need to know about the library in order
to use it? What do they already know? And what is the best way to teach
them?

These questions are still relevant, even of there is already an active
instructional program. The situation is always changing -- new students,
new courses, new librarians -- and periodic re-evaluation seems essential to
keep up, or, preferably, keep ahead.

Library Resources

The type of library is important to the kind of instruction librarians
can offer. For the purpose of this paper, we are concerned with theology
libraries. But some theology libraries are part of a larger university system,
while others are independent institutions, operating on their own. If the
library is part of a university system, it is usually one of several libraries on
campus. Non-theological reference tools and other materials are held else-
where, and other librarians are responsible for teaching students about the
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use of these sources. In independent institutions, where the library’s col-
lection includes more non-theological resources, the librarian likely takes
responsibility for instruction in non-theological as well as theological
materials.

The size of the library’s collection also plays a part in a preliminary
assessment. If the library has a large collection, the librarian should tell
students about resources in all fields covered by the collection, although it
will make sense to highlight unique assets and special collections. Time
restraints often constrain the librarian who can only try to generate enough
interest so that students will come back to find out more about what the
library contains. With a small collection, the information about the
library’s resources can be more comprehensive.

There are also certain characteristics about a theology school that need
to be taken into consideration. One is denominational affiliation. If the
school is a denominational institution, the librarian may need to offer spe-
cialized instruction in the literature of the denomination.

Another factor is the number of students. Smaller numbers allow
more personal contact with students. One-to-one instruction, the most
effective type, becomes more viable. On the other hand, a larger number
of students requires other methods that still allow for meeting individual
needs. Group instruction and printed handouts and guides are effective
ways to deal with large numbers, but the librarian will need to allocate more
efficiently time spent on the problems of individuals.

Librarians must also take into account the school’s curriculum, since
it has a direct bearing on the type of assignments students will be given. In
a practicum oriented curriculum, students typically spend less time in the
library. A research oriented curriculum, on the other hand, required stu-
dents to write more papers, making heavier use of traditional library
resources. One thing to remember about the curriculum is to be sensitive
to changes. Librarians must be flexible enough that their methods can
change as the curriculum changes.

Each class differs in ways that can affect the librarian. All the juniors
may write exegetical papers their first year, and need assistance in using the
language tools, biblical and theological dictionaries and commentaries.
However, the only seniors in the library may be those planning to do Ph.D.
work. Over the years their needs have changed. As they become more
interested in advanced subject bibliography, library instruction for them
must change, too.

Another question to be asked is: who is going to be involved in
library instruction? The size of staff may help determine this, since with
only one or two professionals the possibilities are limited. If the staff is
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small, using non-professionals or theology students for tours and other
orientation activities may help. With a larger staff, the responsibilities can
be divided. Even though the library director or reference librarian is usu-
ally the one in charge of library instruction, it pays to find out about other
people on the staff with special skills, such as subject or language expertise
or artistic abilities, who can make a contribution.

It may be easier to involve more staff in certain activities than others.
Orientation tours are one possibility. Conducting tours gives the technical
services staff a chance to meet the students. And it saves some time for
the public services staff.

Library exhibits provide another opportunity to use non-public ser-
vices staff. In the cataloging department at the Pitts Theology Library, we
have a member of the Schwenckfelder Church. During the past year he
developed two exhibits for the library on Caspar Schwenckfeld and the
Schwenckfelders. No one else on the staff had the subject knowledge
necessary to do as good a job as he did, so staying alert for special capabili-
ties in the staff can lead to felicitous results. When it comes to writing
guides to the literature or to using the library, however, it is probably more
appropriate for the reference staff to take that responsibility.

If the reference staff is in charge of the instruction program, instead
of the library director, certain other factors need to be considered. For one
thing, the reference librarian needs to ask what kind of support he will have
from the director for the instruction program. Whether or not the director
considers it important will determine the amount of money made available,
the amount of staff time allowed for it, and the kind of public relations
work he is willing to do for the program in other sectors of the theology
school. He may be instrumental in determining the form of instruction.

One librarian, having returned from a library instruction workshop,
became excited about the possibilities of teaching a formal course in theo-
logical bibliography. He developed a syllabus and a reading list, then pro-
posed the course to the director. He was told, quite bluntly, that courses
such as the one he had in mind were not a productive way to teach students
about the library. That librarian decided that the best thing he could do
was redirect his energies to other forms of instruction.

Obviously, the amount of direct involvement of the director varies
considerably. Some directors give the reference staff free rein to do what
they think is best; others want a step-by-step accounting of how they spend
their time. But, if a librarian is in that kind of situation, the important
thing is to be aware of the director’s point of view. You may decide to
change it, but first be aware of it.
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It is also necessary to look at the financial side of instruction pro-
grams. The amount of money available certainly plays a part in determin-
ing what can be done. Sometimes there is a special budget for instructional
programs, but more than likely, instructional needs will be included as part
of the regular budget.

In addition to asking how much money is available, it is important to
determine how it will be used. There are certain direct costs such as print-
ing handbooks and guides to library tools, viewing equipment and sound
equipment. Slide/tape shows, often used for orientation, cost approxi-
mately $500.00 for a fifteen minute show. This includes $50.00 for film
and developing the slides, $20.00 for a tape, $200.00 for a media specialist’s
time (40 hours at $5.00 per hour) and $200.00 to $300.00 for the time it
takes for a librarian to do the planning and to write the script. For mul-
tiscreen productions, it is necessary to allow for approximately $150.00 per
hour of studio time for programming slides and other technical work.

There are also indirect costs, and the most costly of these is usually
staff time. It takes time for writing and updating guides to the library.
Pathfinders, basic guides to the literature of an area, require about fifteen
hours to develop. Other guides may require less time depending how fami-
liar the librarian is with the material to be covered. If a bibliography course
is taught, the librarian should anticipate that the preparation time will be
four to six hours for each hour in class. Plus there is the actual teaching
time and time for grading papers and consultations with students. Another
activity that is important for an instruction program is contact with faculty
and students. It is necessary to build rapport, but it does cost money to do
that.

Another factor that goes into an evaluation of the library’s resources
is the availability of assistance from outside the tibrary. For instance, at the
Theology School at Emory, there is a media center, separate from the
library. When we decided to do a slide presentation for orientation, one of
the media staff took the pictures, had them developed and set them up.
We might not have been as interested in that type of orientation program if
we had had to pay for it directly out of the library’s budget.

Librarians from other libraries can be very helpful. No one needs to
try to operate in a vacuum. If someone else has written a guide to using
the card catalog or periodical indexes or COM catalogs, these can be used
as models for guides in other libraries. In most cases, it saves time and
money to build on someone else’s work.

Do not overlook the teaching faculty as a library resource. They are,
after all, experts in their fields, and their assistance in developing
pathfinders and other guides to the literature of particular subjects can be
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immensely helpful. Faculty support for library instruction has other
dimensions, too. Certainly their support for some types of instruction is
more necessary than for others. If a librarian is interested in doing course-
related instruction, he first has to be invited into the classroom. And for
formal bibliography courses, a faculty committee frequently has to vote
whether or not another course will be added to the curriculum. But, even
if the kind of instruction employed does not require faculty sanctions,
librarians should recognize that if the faculty support library instruction,
they are much farther ahead.

Student Needs

Evaluating the library’s resources is only part of the picture. We also
need to look at the target audience -- the students. What do they need to
know about the library in order to use it most effectively? At the very
least, they need an orientation to the building and some idea of the
resources that are available to them.

Tours are the usual form of orientation. These can be guided by a
librarian, self-guided, using print guides or cassette players, slide/tapes,
slides alone or one of several other methods. At Emory, a slide presenta-
tion is narrated by a librarian. A guided tour which follows and printed
handouts reinforce what has been shown on the slides.

The type of orientation depends on how many people must be
reached, how much information will be given, and how much time is avail-
able. Librarians should keep in mind that students will not remember very
much of what they hear; some tests indicate as little as twenty percent in
that kind of situation. It may be more important to stimulate their interest
so they will come back, make them feel welcome, and give them a positive
attitude toward the library and librarians.

Instruction in the use of basic library tools is essential, too. Again,
the methods used depend on the number of students to be reached and the
amount of time available. If a bibliography course is offered it is possible
to teach thoroughly the use of key reference sources, but the librarian must
recognize that only a small portion of the student body will be reached. At
Emory, a three year plan has been developed to introduce students to basic
reference sources and theological fields during their school years. The ulti-
mate objective is to provide them with enough basic information so that
they will be able to use any library without the constant assistance of a
librarian.

Finally, librarians need to provide instruction in search strategies and
advanced bibliography in the various theological disciplines. This appeals to
a very limited audience, and it is more time consuming than other types of
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instruction. But, it can be the most rewarding type because the librarian is
dealing with students who are highly motivated to learn about the library.

Librarians also have to determine what students already know about
using the library. First of all, they have to recognize that the levels of
library sophistication will vary enormously -- between M.Div. students and
Ph.D. students, between juniors and seniors, and even between two people
in the same class. One informal way is simply to observe students to see
where they have difficulties and make notes about the questions they ask
most frequently. Testing is another way to determine what students know.

If librarians decide to test, there are a number of questions that need
to be answered before designing the test. Who is going to be tested? Only
juniors? Or middlers and seniors, too? It might be useful to do tests for
the different levels to determine what progress has been made.

When should the testing take place? Students feel over-tested and
over-oriented at the beginning of the year, but that is when librarians need
information, too. One possibility is to test both at the beginning and at the
end of the year, using the second test as a pre-test for the next year.

What kind of information is being sought? Whether students possess
basic library skills? Whether they have advanced bibliographic skills?
What student attitudes about the library and librarians are? How they are
using the library, whether for research, for reserve book reading, for study
hall, or possibly for a social gathering spot?

Finally, what will be done with the results? Will the data be used to
improve a program, to modify a program, or perhaps to justify a program?
If a librarian is trying to justify the existence or the need for an instruc-
tional program and can show that students lack basic library skills, it can
strengthen his arguments.

A corollary to testing is asking students what they want to know about
the library. An argument against doing this can certainly be made. After
all students can not request instruction in how to use a reference tool if
they do not know it exists. But student input can help direct librarians in
meeting their needs as they perceive them, particularly with students who
have been in school for a while. Upperclassmen can be asked what kind of
information would have been useful at the beginning that they did not find
out about until later. Do they feel competent about using the library now,
or are there library skills that they still do not have? What is their attitude
about the library and librarians? Who has been helpful and in what ways?

Finally, what is the best method for teaching students about the
library? I do not think there is one best method. The key to success is
flexibility -- changing instructional methods of they are not producing the
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desired effect, trying new things, varying the method depending on who
and what is being dealt with and using a combination of methods instead of
depending on just one.
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One Book -- Many Books
by

John H. Tietjen

The latest issue of the Library Journal contains a fascinating article
and a thoughtful editorial on a confrontation between the Moral Majority
and the Washington State Library over access to circulation records. I don’t
want to mislead you into thinking that a rare president is addressing you,
one for whom the Library Journal is regular reading fare. Lucille Hager,
the Director of our library, called the issue of the publication to my atten-
tion when she and I talked about what I was going to say in this banquet
address. The confrontation in the State of Washington took place because
of a request of the Moral Majority for a list of borrowers of the film,
"Achieving Sexual Maturity.” The Moral Majority wanted to make use of
the information concerning borrowers to bolster efforts for legislation cal-
ling for closer parental and community control of sex education in the pub-
lic schools. The confrontation was avoided when, after taking the Washing-
ton State Library to court, the Moral Majority asked for the case to be
dismissed without prejudice, which means it cannot be tried again. So there
was no definitive decision. Yet the ingredients were all there: freedom of
information, freedom of speech, right of privacy, and lurking over it all the
specter of censorship.

The confrontation in the State of Washington is not an isolated
incident. It is an illustration of a much larger problem present in many
ways right now. The problem has to do with what books libraries should
have available, especially for children, what textbooks should be used in the
schools of the land, whether creation should be taught alongside evolution,
whether time should be set aside for voluntary prayer in public schools.
Theological libraries will not have to face the Washington State Library
problem. But we will probably face the problem in a different form. There
is no escape from the tension between truth and freedom. I want to deal
with that tension tonight through the theme "One Book -- Many Books."

"People of the Book -- that’s how Muslims describe Jews and Chris-
tians. Because we are "people of the Book" we have a privileged position
among Muslims over other non-believers in the Koran. The prophet
Mohammed was right. Jews and Christians are "people of the Book though
they differ as to what constitutes the Book. Both have a volume of writings
that is sacred to them. They believe the volume tells the Truth, the

- 71 -



ultimate Truth about the meaning of life.

Christians believe that God has been revealed in history, has acted
through the nation of Israel, was incarnate in Jesus of Nazareth, and is
present among believers as the Holy Spirit. In that revelation we find the
Truth about life, the world and ourselves. The Church is the community
of those who believe the Truth of revelation. Christians meet together to
learn about the Truth, to preserve it, to share it. We sponsor seminaries
for that purpose. In seminaries we build libraries for that purpose.

Everything we do in the Church is in the service of the One Book and
the Truth to which it witnesses. No matter how complex or detailed we
may think the Truth is, all churches operate with a reductionism that in
some way says, as those in my Lutheran tradition do, that the Bible is the
rule and norm of faith and life. However we see the relation of Scripture
and tradition, we agree with that most radical of all statements, made by
some Christians, "No creed but the Bible." We are "people of the Book."

That is true of theological librarians. We may forget it as we get
caught up in our mundane chores. The day-to-day tasks involve librarians
in purchasing, processing, cataloging, circulating books, and then trying to
get them back from recalcitrant students and faculty. So we may not be
able to see the forest for the trees. You know the story about three men at
work on an ecclesiastical structure. When asked what they were doing, one
said that he was laying stones one on top of the other. The second said
that he was constructing a wall. The third said he was building a cathedral.
From time to time we need perspective on what we are doing. All those
books with which we are involved are in the service of the One Book.
They help the seminary and the Church to know and share the Truth.

But the One Book is not enough. It has never been enough. You
have to understand it, explain it, share its message, live out its teachings.
That has produced other writings -- many books. Commentaries, dic-
tionaries, historical studies are designed to help understand the text of the
One Book. Apologetic and systematic treatments seek to pass on its mes-
sage. We have to know something about the world and about life for which
the message of the One Book is the Truth. We need to know how others
have understood the Truth.

So we go from One Book to many books. In the service of the One
Book we collect a library. The development of the Seminex library is a fas-
cinating illustration. Because of what our faculty believed was commitment
to the Truth of the One Book, we found ourselves "in exile," as we said.
We faced a problem for continued teaching: we had no library. Our first
library was a table in the St. Louis University Divinity School commons
with a sign on it marked "Library." The library consisted of two dozen
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books from the studies of our faculty. We saw the need for many books
and so began building our library. We made a basic decision: to tie into
existing libraries and not to duplicate basic resources. We made another
basic decision: to limit the number of volumes that would be available in
the stacks so as to avoid the need for constantly expanding space. We
started with the collections of deceased colleagues. Primarily through gifts
we received, many from ATLA schools and librarians, we today have a col-
lection of 32,000 volumes.

We all know that a multitude of books is not enough. Today libraries
have media centers with tapes and filmstrips and records and videotapes.
We are taking advantage of technological advances in communication. We
make use of the computer and tie into OCLC.

I’m sure you don’t realize it. In gathering many books you are
trouble-makers. You surely don’t think of yourselves that way as you
quietly go about your work. However, the consequences of your work is
that many books "relativize" the One Book.

Go to the stack area where commentaries are. Take down the com-
mentaries that deal with a particular Bible text. There will be almost as
many views about the meaning of the text as there are commentaries.
Libraries produce the same result as education in general. The more you
learn, the more you realize how little you know. The more you learn, the
less certain you are that the position you hold is absolutely true. In a
course I had during seminary days with Jaroslav J. Pelikan, that noted his-
torian told us that the church historian had a twofold task: first to foster
love for mother church, second to slay her sacred cows. Many books con-
tribute to the slaying of sacred cows.

I personally have had a fascinating experience with Biblical inerrantists
who did not want to hear about problems with their position. They saw the
posing of problems as an attack on their faith and a a subversion of the One
Book. I can appreciate the problem from my own personal experience. I
was a home-grown Missouri Synod boy who went off to Union Seminary in
New York. I would have preferred the blissful ignorance of traditional
positions to the relativizing that resulted from new knowledge. Denomina-
tional views are secure behind denominational walls. It is different when
you have to test those views in an ecumenical arena. That is what a good
library is.

But the library’s many books cause the problem of relativizing the
Truth. In our own land we have seen the development of denominational-
ism to account for the presence of many churches when the Scriptures tell
us there is one church. We have taken on the attitude that denominations
are just different roads leading to the same God. It’s only a little step to
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the next relativization. Religions are just different roads leading to the
same God. The end result of the relativizing process is that the One Book
is just one among others.

Confrontations like that between the Moral Majority and the Wash-
ington State Library are caused when some resist relativizing in the name of
Truth, or in this case, what is moral, which for the Moral Majority is the
same thing. Some rise up as vigilantes to proscribe error when they are
convinced that what is true or moral is being threatened.

The January issue of American Libraries, a publication of the Ameri-
can Library Association, reported a phenomenon related to the November
elections.

"My phone has been ringing off the hook,"” Director Judy
Krug of ALA’s Office for Intellectual Freedom told a Los Angeles
Times reporter shortly after Ronald Reagan’s sweep Nov. 4. "It is
the beginning of a major assault" on the First Amendment, she
predicted.

Krug has been monitoring incidents of censorship in libraries
and schools for 13 years. Last year more than 300 cases were re-
ported to her office. Recently the calls have been increasing. Dur-
ing the month of November the reports of censorship snowballed
from an average of 3-5 a week to 3-5 each working day.

The current threats to library collections seem to come from
established conservative groups, the newly emerged Christian Right
and the New Right, single-issue organizations, and both feminist
and antifeminist groups.

"All the pressures that were just below the surface are now
coming out,” she told the Times, "pressures to remove those
materials...on moral grounds or because they...do not reflect ’tradi-
tional American values.”

Krug cited specific cases: a complaint about the use of Brave
New World in a Statesville, N. C., high school course; an attempt to
ban One Flew Over the Cuckoo’s Nest from an English class reading
list in Wapakoneta, Ohio; and a fundamentalist minister’s campaign
to remove all books by Harold Robbins and Sydney Sheldon for the
Washington County (Va.) Public Library.

The phenomenon is very familiar in the Church. In former days
Christians (if they were entitled to the name) banished heretics and put
them to death, all in the name of the Truth. Book burnings were a
dramatic way to proscribe error. I wanted to use an illustration from my
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own tradition so as not to condemn anyone else’s past, but I couldn’t quite
get away with it. There is a famous book burning in Lutheran history. It
took place on the morning of December 10, 1520, at the Elster gate outside
the walls of Wittenberg. Students and professors built a bonfire. Onto the
pyre they threw works by John Eck and Jacob Emser, Luther’s opponents
in the controversy. Into the flames they also hurled the Summa Angelica by
Angelo de Chiavasso, which was to them a heinous example of how the
cure of souls had strayed from true religion. It was probably also used
because Luther’s colleagues wouldn’t give up their copies of Thomas Aqui-
nas’ Summa. Most important of all, they threw into the fire a copy of the
Canon Law because they saw it as inimical to the Gospel. Almost inciden-
tally Luther threw in the fire a copy of the Papal Bull of Excommunication.
That incident made the fire famous.

My review of the event recalled the reason for it. It happened
because the Papal Ambassador Aleander had instigated the burning of
Luther’s works, That had taken place at Louvain and Liege, at Cologne
and Mainz, though, if reports are correct, Aleander may have been duped
by students who burned books by Luther’s opponents instead of by him.

Today we use more sophisticated ways to proscribe error. The St.
Louis newspapers reported recently that Hans Kiing will not speak in St.
Louis when he is across the river at Southern Universiity in Edwardsville.
He has not been invited to St. Louis. He is not welcome in the
Archdiocese. The Sacred Congregation on Doctrine of the Faith has
declared that Kiing may no longer teach as a Catholic theologian. Though
he continues as a professor at Tubingen University, he no longer represents
the Roman Catholic Church in his teaching.

Protestants have their ways of proscribing "error." Qur faculty, when
we were at Concordia Seminary, was condemned in a politicized church
convention contrary to the bylaws of the church for views "not to be
tolerated in the church of God." I will spare you my own experience with
inquisition procedures. I will share my experience as a seminary student
with how to eliminate error. You propose a straw man to be knocked down
in the name of the truth. I remember the observation made by Robert
Handy, one of my teachers at Union Seminary, about F. E. Mayer’s book,
The Religious Bodies of America. for which the series of volumes by Arthur
Carl Piepkorn, Profiles in Belief, is the successor. Handy observed that what
Mayer did was compare the real situation in other people’s traditions with
the ideal situation in his own. So in the cause of One Book we do our bat-
tles against many books.

Vigilantes for the truth often do not have power to achieve their
goals. So they become disagreeable and unpleasant in their search for
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power. On the other hand, more often than not, those who are really on
the side of truth do not have power either. Jeremiah was a lonely figure as
he contended against the religious establishment of his day. Indeed, a
popular prophet may be a contradiction in terms. Again and again in his-
tory true believers have had to confess the faith and stand up for the Truth
against opposition and a great cost.

Today is an important anniversary in the Lutheran tradition. On June
25 in 1530 princes and representatives of three cities in Germany presented
a confession of faith to Emperor Charles V at the imperial diet in Augs-
burg. So the Augsburg Confession was born. It resulted as a response to a
reasonable request made by the Emperor to various sides on the religious
controversy that had divided Europe that they present and compare views
to reach consensus and heal division. As the diet wore on, the political
situation changed. The Emperor could not get out of his request for a con-
fession of faith. So he tried to prevent it from being read. When that
failed, he boxed the reading into a very small room so it could be heard
only by a few. He didn’t reckon with the resourcefulness of his opponents.
With windows wide open on a June day, the crowd that had gathered in the
courtyard below could hear loud and clear the reading of the confession
through the articulate voice of Chancellor Beyer. For many at that time the
document became what it still is for some today: the confession of Gospel
Truth.

As for the confessors at Augsburg, our Christian calling to witness
sometimes becomes a responsibility to confess. In the Gospels Jesus Him-
self makes clear that we may have to suffer for the Truth. Recently some-
one (perhaps the publisher) sent me a copy of a reprint of Foxe’s Book of
Martyrs. In reading around in the volume I was struck by the martyrdom
of Robert Barnes. As he went to the stake he said:

"I am come hither to be burned as a heretic; now listen to my
faith. God knows I never to my knowledge taught any erroneous
doctrine, but only those things revealed to me by scripture. I be-
lieve in the holy and blessed Trinity, three persons and one God,
that created and made all the world: and that this blessed Trinity
sent down the second person, Jesu Christ, into the womb of the
most blessed and purest Virgin Mary. ...For [ believe that without
man’s will or power he was conceived by the Holy Ghost, and took
flesh of her, and that he suffered hunger, thirst, cold, and other
passions of our body, sin excepted. the sufficient ransom for the
sin of all the world."

A heretic indeed!
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We don’t burn heretics at the stake any more. But you better believe
it: we are not done with our Christian responsibility to endure suffering for
our commitment to the Truth of the One Book.

The point of this presentation is to underscore the tension between
truth and freedom. Though like you I am interested in freedom of infor-
mation, I think we need to avoid the knee-jerk liberal response to efforts
made to guard the truth from error, the point made very well in the edi-
torial in Library Journal. Though like you I am committed to the Truth of
God, I think we need to avoid suppression of ideas because that may in fact
suppress the Truth of God. We have to live with the tension between truth
and freedom.

On the one hand, we have to continue to be people of One Book. We
have to maintain our commitment to the Truth. From my work as editor
of Profiles in Belief 1 know how much disagreement there is over what the
Truth is. But from my work with Profiles 1 am also impressed with how
much Christians have in common. Recognizing what we have in common
we have to deal with what makes us different. In the quest for the Truth
none of us should be expected to compromise our particular understanding
of the Truth. As we do our work of gathering many books, we should con-
tinue our commitment to One Book.

Just because of that commitment, we must foster many books. What
we often forget is that we have no need to fear loss of Truth. God has His
own ways of preserving Truth. God may use us, but he doesn’t really need
us. Jesus told Nicodemus that the Spirit is like the wind, blowing where it
wills. God sees to it that the Truth gets accomplished.

The quest for Truth has to go on in an ecumenical arena. The Spirit
of God is not the captive of any one group. The Spirit gives gifts to all
Christians, which we are to use for the good of all.

Lutherans and Roman Catholics have experienced recently the
benefits of seeking Truth in a more ecumenical arena. Theologians of our
two communities have been meeting officially since 1965. They tell us that
differences we still have. They also tell us that there has been much con-
vergence of views. We are using different terms for the same reality. We
are emphasizing different sides of the same truth. Now the results of the
work of the theologians is being translated so that it can be shared with the
rank and file in the church.

There is need for a forum for the free exchange of ideas. Libraries
are just that. There in need for the extension of the library function into
the wider arena of the church’s life. Linkage of libraries through consortia
and computers is an illustration of what should be in the church. We need
to share many books in the service of One Book.

So go back to your work with joy and commitment.
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FOUNDATION FORUM
Mr. Robert Lynn, Ms. Margaret Child

Ms. Child:

That was a remarkably positive introduction for anybody coming from
Washington, D. C. in 1981 I’m not sure that you’re going to have quite the
upbeat image at the end of this talk that you may have gotten from either
the introduction or the charming fable. Actually, I feel rather peculiar
standing and talking to a group at this point. I am much more used to sit-
ting with an adding machine or a calculator in my hand, adding up columns
of figures, trying to make them fit within the new parameters that we have
been given for expenditures for this year or next year.

Now I’ve just come from three days of working on our fiscal 1983
budget— —the initial budget preparation. It’s a rather difficuit exercise to
engage in because, as I will explain in a few minutes, at the moment, we
don’t really even know how much money we will have next year; so either
to prepare figures or, even harder, the rhetoric to support your request for
the program two years down the line is what I suppose could be called a
leap of faith. As most of you have probably read, either in the public press
or in specialized newsletters, the National Endowment for the Humanities
is one of the many, many agencies which has been cut by the new adminis-
tration since it took office in January. The cuts initially were applied to our
fiscal *82 budget as a part of the President’s present budget message to
Congress. We had, of course, prepared an 82 budget many months before
for Mr. Carter, and those figures were all nicely in tabular form with again a
great deal of supporting language for why NEH should expand. The direc-
tives that we got from the Office of Management and Budget were essen-
tially to cut our request by 50%, so that whereas originaily we had expected
or asked for 117 million dollars for next year’s money if the Carter budget
had gone through, we were now given a ceiling of 59 million, which is quite
a drop. Perhaps it’s a little fairer to compare that 59 million to our actual
expenditures last year, which were somewhat over 100 million dollars. It’s
a little bit more than half of what we spent in fiscal '80 and even a little
more than what we think we are going to be able to expend this year,
although there is a big if involved in that figure, which was projected to be
rather more than 106 million.

When we were given this 59 million dollar figure, we were not given
any instructions by the Office of Management and Budget on how to allo-
cate it within the agency. If you can imagine, there was a certain amount
of struggle that went on internally, both intellectual struggle and argumen-
tation in the halls and a lot of memo writing. Basically, the decision on
how to absorb that kind of cut was made by the chairman of the
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Endowment, Mr. Joseph Duffey, and the underlying pattern which emerged
from a whole series of decisions was to cut the public programs in which
the Endowment engages much more severely than what Mr. Duffey termed
the heartof the humanities, which he feels are the research supporting pro-
grams. The division in which my program is located— —the Division of
Research Programs, the Fellowships Division, and the Education Programs
Division— ~was cut relatively less than were the Division of State Pro-
grams or the Division of Public Programs or our Division of Special Pro-
jects. So, where our cuts ranged from about a quarter to a third of our
current funding, the cuts in these public-oriented programs ranged from
two-thirds even up to, in some cases, abolition of programs.

The one exception is the Challenge Grant Program; some of you may
be at institutions which have received challenge grants since that program
was started four years ago. That program was very badly cut. It has virtu-
ally been decimated so that it is going to be impossible to make any new
challenge grants for several years, and they are still trying to decide how
they are going to handle the offers which they originally had out. This is a
rather unusual program in terms of Endowment funding because all other
programs are responsible for funding projects, whereas challenge grants are
directed to institutional support. It springs from the idea that there are cer-
tain ongoing basic costs that humanistic institutions are confronting in the
1970s and now the 1980s which are central to their survival — to their
institutional survival — and which need assistance that cannot be rendered
by private support. This is so because project support is very often a drain
on institutional resources when you actually figure out the real costs of
doing public programming or developing a new curriculum or the kind of
editing project or big bibliographic project or library processing project that
are funded out of the Research Division. The institution ends up having to
put considerable resources into these projects; meanwhile, salary costs go
up and energy costs go up. Libraries in particular have been struggling with
the escalation in the price of nomographs and serials. Those institutions
which purchase heavily overseas have been especially affected by the
decline of the dollar. All of this is very old news, but the Challenge Grant
Program was devised in order to address these basic operating costs. I'm
sounding a bit mournful here because I had a great personal, emotional
investment in that program. It was originally thought up, if you want to
use that term, within our division, and next year, they were going to allow
second applications just from research libraries. I had fought for two years
to get the program opened up for a second round of applications to help
libraries meet some of these basic costs, and now, of course, this has all
been wiped out. So I will wipe away a tear and go on to what it means for
the program that I am still left with, which is the Research Resources
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Program.

The Research Resource Program has been in existence now for six
years. It was originally set up to make both primary and secondary materi-
als available for scholarly research in the humanities. It is in the Division
of Research, and was started because we were increasingly getting applica-
tions to do substantive research projects. Almost without fail, these would
start off by saying, ‘‘Before I can do this research, something has to be
done about cataloging or arranging and describing such and such special col-
lection of books, or such and such collection of manuscript materials.”” We
got enough requests of that kind that it seemed sensible to break off a
separate budget item to begin to deal with what seemed to be an enormous
backlog throughout the country of research materials which were not under
any kind of intellectual control. That remains the primary focus of the pro-
gram, and I think it’s something that you really do have to keep firmly in
mind when thinking about applying to the program. We are not a program
for support of historical societies or archives per se. We are a program
which exists in order to make the raw materials that are needed for
advanced scholarly research in one of the humanistic disciplines available.
That is the basis on which we evaluate all applications which come to us. It
has led us into some rather far-flung activities, such as support for biblio-
graphic networks because, by extension, if you can go to a computer data-
base and find out that the title you need is at another institution quickly
and easily, then that title becomes more accessible to you as a scholar. But
we are not doing this because we have a wonderful, grand vision of the
country being blanketed with computer terminals. We are doing it because
we are hoping that this kind of increased access to materials will promote
better scholarship.

One of the things ’ve done for the fiscal *83 budget projection is to
look at the grants that we made in the first five years of the program from
1976 to 1980. 1 think that our bias, or program thrust, has been very much
reflected in the kinds of grants we have made, because the largest number
have been to arrange and describe primary sources. We have done far
more in numbers of projects for manuscripts, photographs, architectural
records, sound recordings, and now, videotape documentation — the kind
of primary source that most scholars depend on.

All right. Where have the current cuts left this program? In 1980,
we actually expended $3,727,000 from the program for what we call organi-
zational projects, which are everything from cataloging through a wide
range of other activities, and another $283,000 for preservation. I’ll return
a little bit later to talk about the preservation program. This year we are
expecting to spend $3,900,000 for organization and improvement grants,
and $500,000 for preservation. In fiscal 82, we had originally under the
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Carter request been given $4,100,000 — just a $200,000 increase for organ-
ization and improvement — but the preservation budget was being jumped
to a million dollars. Next year, now, in the real world of 1982, we will
have a total of $3,000,000 for both programs combined. The conservation
program has been eliminated as a separate program line, and, although we
are still accepting applications specifically directed toward conservation and
preservation, they will have to be funded out of the total $3,000,000 dollar
allocation. Essentially, we have been cut by just about one-third from the
funding that we have available this year.

This is not a happy prospect, which is one reason that I look a little
bit tired and harassed. It has certainly been a useful exercise, in some
ways, however, because if you have a sudden drop in your standard of liv-
ing, you immediately start looking about for activities that you may possibly
stop engaging in; we have certainly been engaged in an examination of the
program priorities, We have looked very carefully at the kinds of projects
we have been funding over the past years and we are hoping to sharpen our
focus so that certainly we will be asking even more stridently than in the
past, ‘“What is the utility of this project for humanistic research?" As a
result of asking that question, there are also certain kinds of projects which
probably will no longer be as competitive as they have been in the past.
These large projects, such as the grants that we made some years ago to
help develop the BALLOTS system at Stanford, the grant that we made at
the University of Chicago to develop its automated data processing system
for the library there, the grants that we now have — we have one to OCLC
to bring up a foreign character set capability in Greek, Hebrew, and, I
believe, Arabic characters; we have one to RLG for East Asian character
set capability. I think that it will be surprising if we make any more of that
kind of major investment in the machinery of bibliographic control. First
of all, they are very expensive, and the immediate payoff for the humanis-
tic scholar is remote. I mean, you can justify it intellectually, but it takes a
long time. It’s not something that’s going to help people in the short run,
and that’s the kind of thing that we’re going to be looking at.

We’re also going to be looking at projects in fields which are very nar-
row or where there are very few scholars functioning; these are all losses,
and they are terrible losses, if you look just on purely intellectual grounds.
For instance, we have a project now to catalog the Tibetan texts at the Field
Museum in Chicago. How many people are going to be interested in gain-
ing access to that original Tibetan? How many Tibetologists are there in
the United States? There are not a lot, although it is a fascinating project
and, if you look at all of human history, it’s probably a very worthwhile
project. But it’s going to be hard to justify the expenditure of federal dol-
lars for something that is going to have a payoff in the short run for a very
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few people.

There are other kinds of activities — we have in the past made a
number of grants for oral history projects. We are still not at all sure that
scholars really use oral history materials the way they use written materials,
either printed or manuscript materials, even to the extent that they use
photographs. There seems to be a real interest in photographic and visual
documentation. Probably the generation whose minds were shaped by TV
are now moving into the scholarly ranks, and, if they can’t have a few pic-
tures around, they feel lost. But oral history is a real dilemma for us. We
have always said we will fund oral history only when it could be clearly
demonstrated that it supplemented a documentary collection of some kind,
but I think we’ll probably pull back from doing even that because we are
just not convinced that the expenditure really is cost-effective in terms of
making documentation available for scholarship. It’s a very expensive way
to collect information, if you actually take into account the cost of the
equipment and the cost of the transcription of the tapes.

We will probably do fewer single-person bibliographies. We will be
looking more at sustaining our support for bibliographies which serve an
entire field, such as the Renaissance bibliography for which we have been
paying the editorial costs for the last three years in one grant and have just
made another grant to automate it so that it will become more cost-
effective. We have also been carrying L’annee philologique, which is the
standard bibliographic publication in the field of classics. We support the
Near East Union Catalog. We do the Slavic bibliography. And those are so
central to scholarship in entire fields and actually, to some extent, outside
of entire fields. We funded the automation of the MLA bibliography.
RLA and RLM were both NEH projects, also. So that that is the kind of
projects that we will be focusing on, I think, in bibliographical terms, rather
than ones we funded this last cycle — a Milton bibliography, a Machiavelli
bibliography, a Richard Crenshaw bibliography — which are good, strong
projects, but they have a much narrower scope.

We have done a great deal in the past in terms of overseas filming
grants. We have supported for more than ten years now the overseas
filming and then the cataloging that is being done by the Hill Monastic
Microfilm Library at St. John’s University in Minnesota, the filming of
medieval manuscripts primarily in the monasteries and archives of Europe
and the Iberian peninsula, where they are now filming in Portugal. We also
had a massive filming of medieval (mainly biblical) texts in Ethiopia. That
kind of project is going to be scrutinized even more severely, partly because
not just those projects but almost all of our overseas microfilm projects
have at one time or another run into political difficulties with the govern-
ments of the countries in which the filming operation is being conducted.
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Permits come and go; customs officers get very officious about whether or
not exposed microfilm can be shipped out of the country. In some cases,
permits have been withdrawn completely because this is viewed as a kind of
intellectual colonialism. I think that we are going to have more trouble
with overseas microfilming projects in getting them through in the future.

So, what are we going to be left with? I think we will probably see
that, like the rest of the Endowment, there is this sort of going back to the
core. Certainly, we will continue to invest considerable sums of money;
remember we will have three million dollars. If you apply the old *“‘Is the
cup half-empty or half-full?”” approach, three million dollars is not an
inconsiderable sum. Next year, we will be funding continuing projects to
arrange and describe non-print collections. We will be doing a number of
cataloging projects. Actually, we have just made a rather interesting grant
to catalog all the Mennonite materials at Goshen College in Indiana, I
believe, which is the largest collection of Mennonite print materials in the
country. That will be put into OCLC and it will then be available
throughout the country. That is the kind of special collection that our cata-
loging grants normally go to.

We are also going to be looking to private foundations much more
aggressively to help us in funding some of our activities. The Research
Resources Program has had a long history of successful fund-raising on the
part of its projects. It’s not something that the program should take any
credit for; our determined and energetic grantees should get the credit.
Last year, for example, we brought in over two million dollars in matching
funds on our projects. Because that money comes out of a separate budget
fund (the money to match it), in essence our program funds were increased
by that amount. Next year, unfortunately, we have only been allocated a
million dollars in treasury funds over and above the three million we have
in outright money. But that does mean altogether if you add in the million
dollars in private money that has to be raised to match — to liberate — the
million dollars in treasury funds, we will have a total of five million dollars
going into our projects. As I say, our grantees have been very energetic in
this area and particularly, I think, in the preservation grants, which we will
certainly continue to make. There is a potential there for raising private
money. I think that it is easier to go out and raise funds when you can
show that materials are disintegrating than to go and make a case to a
private foundation to catalog or to process another kind of collection. It’s
very hard to dramatize cataloging, I've decided, or arrangement and
description; I thing the foundations do like something that is a little easier
to grasp than why you need to do this according to AACR-2. Maybe I'm
being denigrating. I have not had that much experience with the Lilly
Foundation, so you (Mr. Lynn) may take a very learned view of the
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proposals that come to you.

We are also really going to shift our focus in the way in which we
look at the projects overall that we fund; often, among ourselves, we have
tended to think of them as our projects. The Hittite dictionary, for
instance, at the University of Chicago, isn’t really an NEH project. It’s a
University of Chicago project and has been funded by a number of other
outside contributors as well as NEH, but we tend to look at them in a very
proprietary way. I think that’s going to change. 1 think that we will now
think much more of contributing and assisting a project which will be a
complex of sources in terms of its overall funding. My program has always
had a very high cost-sharing requirement from the sponsoring institution or
organization and, as I say, there will be this looking to private foundations.

Now, you’ve noticed that I have been talking as though the future of
the agency was assured. This is probably just my own psychological self-
defensive mechanism operating. However, I think that the news that we
have been getting in recent weeks has been a little bit more positive than it
was in the dark days of February and early March; I think the appointment
of the task force to look into the future of the National Endowment for the
Humanities and the National Endowment for the Arts by President Reagan
is turning out to be a positive sign. Initially, I think, there were many peo-
ple who felt that the task force was simply a mechanism to find a way to
end those two agencies. I am now verging into the very tenuous world of
rumor. The rumors that have been coming floating back through the halls
of the Endowment in recent days suggest that this is probably not the case,
that there does not seem to be an actual vendetta being pursued by the
Administration against these two agencies, that the cuts in our funding
were not because of any theoretical conviction that the government should
not be engaging in this kind of activity, but simply because OMB was look-
ing for any and every place to cut the federal budget. Our money looked
somewhat more vulnerable than other program budgets, so that we have
had one rather (I would prefer to look at it as) positive experience recently:
Six weeks ago, now, immediately after the May meeting of our council at
which millions of dollars worth of projects had been approved, we were told
that we could not make, send out, the award letters resulting from that
council action, that the Administration was going to prepare a recision bill
to take back a certain amount of our budget. Initially the figures that we
were told that we would have to absorb out of fiscal *81, the current year
funding, were 28 million dollars. That amount out of a total budget this
year of 106 million dollars is a rather healthy sum, especially when you’re
moving into actually the fourth quarter of your fiscal year.

So, that’s one of the reasons that I have been glued to the adding
machine, because we initially were looking at what we could cut, in the
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most draconian way, which of those projects that had been approved at May
council would not be funded at all, which we would be willing to mortgage
our three million dollars next year in order to fund, and which we might be
able to fund if we were left any money at all for this year’s funding. So, we
went through enormously complex exercises, trying to find 28 million dol-
lars within the agency’s budget. Then, as a result of the intercession of the
task force, we were given another hearing at OMB. A member of the task
force made the presentation for the agency; he went over, with wonderful
charts that the staff had spent days preparing, and as a result, the recision
request was dropped to $7.4 million. This was only a little bit more than a
quarter of the original figure.

As a result, all the May awards are in the process of going out, which
has been a great relief not only to the staff but also to a lot of people who
thought they had the money and then were told, "No, it wasn’t quite cer-
tain." I had one man who was going to do a bibliography of eighteenth and
early nineteenth century Southern sermons who had rented his house with
an unbreakable lease, had told his university to hire somebody else for next
year, had signed a lease in Chapel Hill because he’s going to be doing his
research at the University of North Carolina, and then got a phone call say-
ing, "Sorry, we thought you had the money but now it looks as though you
don’t." He now has been told that he does have his money; I think he’ll
probably spend all next year in analysis. So, there were all these human
dramas being played out.

This is only an Administration proposal. Congress now has to
approve it. It has forty-five legislative days in which to act, so we will not
know until close to the end of August whether or not that $7.4 million dol-
lars is actually being lifted out of this year’s money or whether, if Congress
turns down the recision bill, we will have it. I forsee a lot of scrambling at
the end of August when a decision is finally reached. It’s kind of nerve-
wracking, to put it mildly.

I seem to have gone on for a rather long time. I would like, however,
to reiterate something that was said in the introduction. We — and I will
use "we" here rather than "I' — do try to be responsive. My advice to any-
body who is considering applying, not just in these uncertain times but at
any time, is that when you begin to think about a project that you think
might be eligible for NEH funding, once you have read the guidelines and
think that you have a pretty clear idea of what we do and do not support,
you should get in touch with a staff person. The best way to do this is to
write a brief letter describing your project and put your telephone number
on it. We suffer from a perennial shortage of secretarial help. Writing
letters back seems to be something that takes an inordinate amount of time.
It is much easier to pick up the telephone and call people, and we do. They
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have taken out our Xerox machines, but we still have our WATS line.
(We have to go to one central Xerox facility for the whole agency. You
spend all your time waiting on an elevator.) We prefer to call people back
and talk to them directly; you can have a kind of dialogue that you cannot
have by mail. It is not, on the other hand, awfully useful to leap on an air-
plane and come to Washington. People are always wanting to do so, but
that really is not necessary. We can do an awful lot of the talking by
phone; although, if you are in Washington, we are always glad to see you,
although we do like to have a little notice, like the day before. A lot of
people just walk in; if they had, for instance, walked in yesterday, they
would have found everybody running around with their hair standing on
end trying to get this fiscal ’83 budget finished by the close of business yes-
terday, and there wouldn’t have been anybody to talk to. So, it is good to
give us at least twenty-four hours notice. We also do like to see something
in writing so that you don’t spend the first twenty minutes telling us in long
detail what it is you want to do and then we have no written record of it
and cannot remember six months later what the project was all about. So
those are just little tips.

I will be here at least until the middle of the afternoon. If anybody
does have projects and would like to talk to me, even if I haven’t seen a
written document, I would be delighted to sit down in a quiet corner with
you to discuss anything within the general parameters I've outlined.

Mr. Lynn:

By way of a personal note at the beginning, I want to say to Dr. Child
that, as one along with all of you who is committed to scholarship in the
field of religion and theological studies, I’'m delighted at what the National
Endowment has given those of us who care about this particular sector of
American scholarship. My colleagues across the country, and I for one, am
grateful and watch with the same kink of anxiety and fascination that you
do about what is next going to transpire in the Reagan Washington.

In order to keep this session in bounds, Mr. Campbell suggested that
[ aim for twenty minutes. The invocation of the limit of twenty minutes
reminds this Presbyterian elder of his experience in the pew listening to the
modern sermon. Contemporary homily seems to have three points: a dash
of scripture, a great deal of impersonal experience, and a call to repentance
and renewal. So, in this sermon-like presentation, there are three points.
There is scripture borrowed from the president of Yale University, a
declaration of repentance which includes you but is also addressed to you
by me, and a call to renewal on behalf of all of us.

First, the scripture. Two months ago, President Giamadi of Yale
University addressed the Yale Club of St. Louis; the substance of his
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address dealt with the Sterling Memorial Library and its golden anniversary
in the year of 1981. Mr. Giamadi declared that the extraordinary neo-
Gothic combination of church and fortress was fifty years old this year. I
want to read you this as my text. He says, "The Sterling Memorial Library
opened in 1930 and it was in its day an architectural marvel and an
engineering wonder. It all issued into a structure massive, simple, inviting,
and endlessly complex, a cathedral of battlement. An interior built to hold
three and a half million books, almost fifteen hundred readers, hundreds of
employees, books, papers, documents, pamphlets, tablets, cards, maps,
coins, and collections of every kind; the whole adorned with inscriptions,
statuary reliefs, carving, and stained glass windows explaining the history of
letters, of writing, of scholarship, of libraries." He said, "Say ’the library’ to
me, and I think of Sterling itself, the main reading room where, to put it
most simply, I learned how to read and to write, and where, like thousands
before me and after, I first learned how majestic is the commonwealth of
knowledge and how thrilling to earn citizenship in that city." And then the
scripture for today: "You can have a library without a university, but you
cannot have a university without a library at its beating heart." My para-
phrase of the scripture, as preachers are wont to do, is, "You can have a
library without a theological school, but you can’t have a theological school
without a library at its beating heart."

That version of the text reflects the way in which I read the history of
American theological education. During the last seven years, a group of us
have been attempting to put together the first comprehensive history of
Protestant theological education in the United States. This summer, a
group of scholars located at Notre Dame will begin investigation of the first
major history of American Catholic theological education. According to my
interpretation of the Protestant story, the library is right at the heart of the
theological school at its best. Look, for instance, Charles Willard, at that
wondrously expansive declaration of 1812 which launched Princeton Theo-
logical Seminary and the claims that were made for the library. The library
was declared intrinsic to the future of that school’s service of both church
and society.

Or, [ recall the marvelous story of that redoubtable Calvinist, Edwards
Parkhurst of Andover, who took, in his middle years, the continental trek
as evangelical scholars were wont to do and visited both Halle and Berlin.
When he went to Berlin, he went into Professor Hengstenberg’s study.
(Norm Canfield knows this story. It’s a beautiful one.) He looked at
Hengstenberg’s study and discovered to his amazement and chagrin that
this one German professor had as many books as were in all of the And-
over collection. That one particular experience sent him back to Andover
with renewed determination to see to it that the school lived up to its
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scholarly responsibility.

If the library is not at the center of the seminary, then soon, within a
generation, the theological school is offering the training and behavior and
indoctrination in unexamined belief. My own personal experience confirms
that. When I left New York City for the Midwest, I was asked what it was
that I would miss most about New York City. I said after only a moment’s
reflection that I would miss the restaurants, my church, and that
magnificent library at Union Theological Seminary, where Richard Spoor
and his colleagues work so diligently. In Indianapolis, I have been taken in
by Leslie Galbraith, who is a genial and good host at Christian Theological
Seminary. We found a church. I won’t say anything about the restaurants.

This trinity of mind, body, and spirit (not necessarily in that order) is
very important to me. But, if you look at the record of the Lilly Endow-
ment during the past few years, you do not find that conviction reflected in
our annual grants. Alas, the library has not been central to the work of the
Lilly Endowment in theological education. There’s no reason, I trust, in
this company to apologize for the Endowment’s commitment to the Ameri-
can theological seminary at a time when most foundations are either oblivi-
ous to or frightened by theological schools. This one foundation has pro-
duced an average of $3,000,000 dollars a year in support of theological
schools in this country (and I will describe those programs in a moment),
but out of that $3,000,000 dollars, there is for direct library-related grants
only about two percent. The criteria of those few library grants that we
have given are that they must serve at least a cluster of libraries, encourag-
ing inter-institutional cooperation — that’s easier said than done, as we
have discovered —, and that they must have a potential significance for ser-
vice of American theological education as a whole.

Now, what accounts for this apparent — not apparent — for this real
distance between my own vision of the centrality of the library and the
actual behavior of this one foundation? There are at least three reasons.
First, I will have to confess my own failure as an educator of my col-
leagues. From time to time, I have attempted to increase the number of
library-related grants but have failed to persuade others that this is as cen-
tral as | happen to think it is. We have settled therefore in to a current
routine of making one library grant a year. In 1978, it was to the Univer-
sity of Chicago on behalf of a union catalog involving a variety of the
neighborhood theological schools, some of whose librarians are here today.
And then, in 1979 and 1980, that beguiling salesperson, Andrew
Scrimgeour, managed to sell us on the Boston Theological Institute serials
project. I'll say a word more about Andy in a moment. In 1981, just two
weeks ago, as a matter of fact, we made a grant to the Association of Theo-
logical Schools, which, in cooperation with the ATLA, is going to be
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making a very important inquiry. I’'ll come back to that also, in a moment.
But we have not done a good job at the Lilly Endowment in responding to
the library and I take personal responsibility for that failure. But, unfor-
tunately, I’'m not alone in this responsibility. There’s another group.

Second, this discrepancy between vision and reality also reflects the
paucity of outstanding proposals which come our way. There is a consider-
able bit of abstract thinking about foundations in the latter part of the twen-
tieth century. We are often asked, as though there are firm ontological
categories, whether the Lilly Endowment is pro-active or reactive — do we
initiate or do we respond? Well, anyone who knows anything about foun-
dations knows that foundations exist in reciprocal relationship to their pub-
lic, and that we are simultaneously pro-active and reactive. I have to report
to you that, while there have been a few excellent grant possibilities laid
before our eyes from you and your colleagues, there haven’t been nearly
enough. I would say only a handful of you have proved to be resolute and
imaginative advocates of library grants. In that company, I would certainly
think of Andy and Charles and John Baker-Batsel, who have often found
me a fitful and erratic student. (I think I understand a little bit more about
embrittlement but not so much that I couldn’t learn a great deal more.)
But they have largely been in the minority, and that minority has not pro-
duced enough pressure upon us to generate excitement and a new sense of
possibility. One of the ways I have of educating my colleagues is to show
them first-rate proposals. These proposals have not been forthcoming. 1
suspect that one reason why they have not been on our desk is due to the
third group involved in this pattern of default.

The gap between the Giamadi reaffirmation of our tradition and the
reality of day-to-day life at the Lilly Endowment almost reflects the benign
neglect of the presidents and trustees. After all, it’s presidents who often
have to sign the letter, and we want to know what trustees know about it
before it comes to us. And this is a very serious problem that faces both
you and me. In the course of the last year, I have spent time with some
eighty-nine presidents of Protestant seminaries as they contemplated the
future of theological education. I have listened with great care to what it
was that they talked about. Only a few of those presidents ever mentioned
the library. We are engaged in a program of education of trustees; I meet
from time to time with boards of trustees and I enjoy it very much, if the
president will let me alone with them, asking them what it is that interests
them or excites them or moves them about theological education. What do
they worry about? They never mention the library except if I prompt
them. Now, our concern for those trustees in education comes out of our
larger interest in seminary governance. We have three themes at the Lilly
Endowment currently: our work in seminary governance and that involves
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direct work with presidents and trustees. If these people do not govern
with vision and with prudence, then we’re in desperate difficulty. Our
second theme is, of course, our work in development strategy, where I
think, with a few understandable exceptions, we’ve have some remarkable
results, and now we’re encouraging through the ATS the beginning of a
fundamental debate on the presuppositions underlying the theological
course of study. You will be hearing more about that in due time. But our
current experience in an effort to reinforce interest in seminary governance
has led us into constant conversations with presidents and trustees, and
there, we find few echoes of a determined commitment to the centrality of
the theological library. Now, as I look across the room, I see a few people
whose president provides a happy exception to that, but you would be
discouraged to know how few exceptions there really are. So we’re all
involved. [ am responsible; I think you are partly responsible; and the
trustees and the presidents likewise figure in this pattern of default.

Finally, I would like to talk about a call to renewal. During the next
two years, Lilly Endowment staff is determined to learn from the work of
the ATS-sponsored inquiry into the future of theological studies, which Mr.
Pacala described to you, and which Mr. Peterson of Yale University is going
to be the project director. That is our major library-related commitment at
the Lilly Endowment for the next two years, and, in contrast to some foun-
dation grants, we hope to be deeply involved so that we can learn from and
with Mr. Peterson and his colleagues. I trust that you know enough about
this inquiry so that you will sense that it could be an educational occasion
for all of us. My expectations of this inquiry are as follows: that it will
illumine the roles of theological libraries throughout the next two decades,
that it will help us understand the nature of library resources needed to
fulfill those roles, that it will assist us in developing and recommending
guidelines for library development, and that it will enable us to develop the
strategies and programs which will assist schools in shaping library
resources. That’s a very heavy assignment, when you think about it — the
roles of theological libraries through the next twenty years, the nature of
library resources required to fulfill those goals, guidelines for library
development, and strategies and programs which will assist the schools in
shaping library resources.

I take this ATS and ATLA venture to be an educational occasion for
all of us. For in my understanding — at least the reason why I'm so
interested in learning from it — I see it as an opportunity to find ways of
renewing our common commitment to the central purpose of the library to
theological education. As the findings of the group become known, I will
do everything in my power to be sure that those results are made known
first of all to presidents and then to trustees. For example, during the next
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two years, I'm going to be meeting with some thirty to thirty-five different
groups of trustees, and I hope that I will have an opportunity to share my
own new understanding with such a representative group. It is evident
therefore that those of us at the Lilly Endowment — at least, to speak for
myself — are taking this inquiry seriously, so seriously that this foundation
will not be making any more major library-related grants until June of 1983.
This declaration, which is news to some of you, is not a moratorium, but
rather an anticipation of an educational pause that will help all of us fashion
a better future. It reflects not a decrease of interest but, on the contrary, a
beginning of a renewed determination to find ways of assisting you and oth-
ers to realize a larger promise of what Mr. Giamadi talked about. In these
times of constraint, whether at the National Endowment or at the more
than two hundred theological schools across the country, all of us are
involved in a renewed — a renewed — quest for locating that which
belongs to the essence of our work. The theological library is at the heart
of our common activity. You can have a library without a theological
school, but you surely cannot have a theological school without a library at
its beating heart.

Thank you very much.
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The following case study was developed for the 1980 ATLA program at the request
of Andrew D. Scrimgeour (Ad Hoc Committee on the Storage and Preservation of Theo-
logical Library Materials) and Charles Willard (Executive Secretary, Board of Micro-
text). It was the focus of discussion June 18 (9:00 a.m. — 10:10 a.m.). It was also
considered during the Joint Session of the ATLA with the Association of Theological
Schools (‘‘Preserving Disintegrating Collections’’, June 18, 3:15 p.m. — 4:30 p.m.).

Capital Theological Library: A Case Study
by
Meredith B. Handspicker

Part A

Being a competent and effective librarian is becoming more complex each
year, thought John Pace, sitting in his office. A comprehensive study of the collec-
tion for which he was responsible in Capitol Theological Seminary had just been
completed. He was now faced with the task of drawing up recommendations to
present to the Faculty Library Committee for review. Pace felt that the conserva-
tive function of librarians was about to take new forms. He hoped he could com-
municate that in his recommendations.

Capital Theological Seminary: Located in a metropolitan area, Capital is a
denominational school with an ecumenical mixture of faculty and students. It
offers the basic M.Div. curriculum as well as an S.T.M. degree and both a profes-
sional and an academic doctorate. It is but a short distance from a university that
has a strong Ph.D. program in religion, and there are several other seminaries in
the city with which Capital cooperates. They have reciprocal borrowing privileges
and have created a union list of theological serials. Capital’s library is strong in the
major theological disciplines. It has large nineteenth century holdings since it was
founded in the third quarter of that century.

A Developing Problem: Five years ago John Pace realized that at the then
present rate of book and journal purchasing, Capital’s library was quickly running
out of shelving space. Cramping was especially severe in the biblical, ethical, and
pastoral psychology sections. He reduced this by rebalancing the collection — giv-
ing less growth space to those sections of the collection that were growing more
slowly.

But within a year, however, Pace realized that this was merely a stop-gap.
His further search then led to a longer term alternative when he learned at the

Copyright. Case Study Institute, 1980. Copies available from Intercoliegiate Case Clearing
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American Theological Library Association Conference in 1976 that Union Theolog-
ical Seminary in New York was abandoning its unique classification system and
adopting that of the Library of Congress. Capital used the Union system. Pace
realized that by shifting to the Library of Congress classification system for new
acquisitions, he would be able to put the present collection into compacted quarters
thus freeing more shelf space. Paxton adopted this plan and bought another few
years.

In 1979 Pace calculated that, with the current level of purchasing, the library
would be approaching practical saturation within four years. He presented his
report to the President of Capital, James Michaels. Michaels agreed to report the
" problem to the Board of Trustees. While preparing his report, Michaels chanced to
read an article in the Chronicle of Higher Education that spoke of the alarming rate
of book disintegration in older library collections. Books were crumbling irretriev-
ably to dust, it reported.

Michaels called in Pace and inquired about the situation in Capital’s library.
Pace stated that he had no statistics but suspected that signigicant portions of the
collection were very brittle. Armed with this opinion, President Michaels finished
his report to the Trustees.

A Mandated Study: After hearing the President’s report, the Board of
Trustees decided that a full study of Capital’s collection was warranted. They
requested the librarian to organize such a study and asked that it document the fol-
lowing: (1) What are the circulation patterns of books in the library? (2) What is
the level of paper stability in the collection? (3) What is the extent of the space
problem? In addition they asked that the librarian develop recommendations to
present to the Faculty Library Committee, which should then develop a report for
consideration by the Board of Trustees.

John Pace considered the requests of the Trustees and concluded that he
could conduct such a study with the available staff of the library and a CETA
employee. He calculated that with a scientifically selected random sample of some
2,000 monographs — journals were excluded for various reasons — they could gain
results with a confidence factor of 99% having a tolerance of plus or minus 3%. In
addition to the scientific sampling, Pace had other tools at his disposal. The Barrow
Research Laboratory had developed a chemical spot test to determine high levels of
acidity, a characteristic of many books printed since 1860 because of changes in the
paper manufacturing process. A simple method to test paper brittleness was the
bending of a corner of the page of a volume to determine whether it was able to
survive rebinding. The final tool Pace used was also simple: the ‘‘date due’ slip in
the back of books from the sample. These slips had been in use since 1940 and
easily supplied circulation data for the past five years.

The Study’s Results: When he viewed the results of the study, Pace became
even more aware that books printed since the middle of the nineteenth century are
“time bombs”’ that self-destruct. Using the Barrow test and the brittleness test, he
found the following:
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(1) That the paper in 92% of the books printed between 1800 and 1899 is acidic,
and 78% of these volumes are too brittle to be rebound.

(2) That for volumes printed from 1900 to 1950 acidic paper is found in 97%,
and 58% are too brittle.

Since 26% (85,000 books) of Capital’s collection dates from the nineteenth
century, this means that 66,300 of these volumes are too brittle to be rebound;
similar figures might be computed for volumes purchased from 1900 and 1950.
But virtually all volumes are in danger ultimately because of the built-in acid con-
tent of paper as well as polluted and humid air that promotes deterioration.

Using the ‘‘date due’” slips of the sample, Pace was able to develop reliable
statistics for the circulation patterns of various parts of Capital’s collection. He
summarized them so the patterns would be clear:

(1)  92% of the total circulation of the years 1974 to 1978 (the last five years)
were for books of the 1900-1978 period.

(2)  75% of the total circulation of the years 1974-1978 were for books published
since 1940.

(3)  96% of the titles from the nineteenth century had not circulated at all from
1974-1978.

(4)  74% of the titles published from 1900-1949 had not circulated at all from
1974-1978.

(5) 51% of the titles published from 1950-1978 had not circulated at all from
1974-1978.

Pace was especially struck by figures at the ends of the chronological span.
The first was, to him, the stark fact that books published in the last thirty years
represented only 40% of the collection, but this portion of the collection accounted
for over 75% of the total circulation of books in the past five years. The second
was his perception that if all the books published in the nineteenth century were
transferred to closed, compact storage, only 4% of the total circulation might be
affected.

What to Recommend? John Pace stared at the summaries he had prepared.
The figures were clear, but what would be a responsible set of recommendations to
make to the faculty committee? Pace believed that a number of factors had to be
considered. First, there was the original problem that had started the study: space
to store the collection. Could this be found in the present facilities, or was expan-
sion needed? Second, there was the responsibility for conserving theological
resources for present and future use in seminary education and research. Third,
there was the question of access to materials — both for current study by students
and for scholarly research by students and faculty alike. All of these he considered
questions of stewardship. He began sketching out alternatives.

END OF PART A

Part B

.94 .



President Michaels faced a decision. His librarian had drawn up a series of
recommendations designed to deal with space problems in the library of Capital
Theological Seminary, and with the problem of constantly deteriorating books. The
Faculty Library Committee had considered but rejected the recommendations, and
had drafted instead a report to him and board of Trustees urging the construction
of an addition to the library.

Librarian’s Recommendations: Pace had put together a package of recommen-
dations that he considered were mutually supportive. Together they made more
space available in the present library facilities, and he believed guaranteed the con-
servation of older material and adequate access to it for research. He had recom-
mended the following for consideration:

(1) Weeding the collection in two ways: (a) Deleting older, non-theological
material from the collection and (b) deleting theological material that was
marginal to Capital’s curriculum but collected heavily either by neighboring
seminaries or the university.

(2)  Purchasing back runs of major journals in microform so as to allow for remo-
val of space consuming hard bound copies.

(3) Eliminating traditional stacks for the older portion of the collection that was
still classified in the Union system and placing it in compact storage.

(4)  Moving to a zero growth collection where weeding would take place at the
same rate as purchasing.

(5) Offering significant portions of the older theological materials to the develop-
ing American Theological Library Association Preservation Project for repro-
duction in microform.

Objections: During the course of the faculty committee’s discussions, a
number of objections developed. Among them were the following:

(1) Pace’s proposal’s are highly labor intensive, both for his staff and for the
faculty. Not only would the faculty have to invest large amounts of time in
determining what materials could, without detriment to the collection, be dis-
carded, but also the staff would have to withdraw the records of these titles
both from the local catalog and from the various regional and national
cooperative programs to which Capital had reported these holdings. The
zero-growth segment of the proposal, moreover, means that the evaluative
process would be repeated continually so that many of the same materials
would have to be gone over again annually.

(2) There is a danger in developing a dependency upon another library. As one
observed, ‘“Unless we make such dependence a contractual arrangement, we
can wind up in the same difficulty as those seminaries in Philadelphia and
New York when the Philadelphia Divinity School moved to Cambridge or
when Woodstock moved out of New York — their collections went with
them.”’
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(3) Microforms are more difficult to use than bound volumes, and many people
develop eye strain when using readers very long. Then, too, books have
been around for a long time. No one knows if microfilm will last for a hun-
dred years. There are terrible stories about libraries that threw away their
original volumes of the New York Times in order to replace them with
microfilm. The microfilm gave off a gas that destroyed the containers and
storage cabinets in which it was housed.

(4)  “It is impossible to browse in microforms. Pace already brought that prob-
lem home to us when he split the collection by abandoning the Union
classification system. Now it is proposed that we have a three way collection:
part in the stacks, part in compact storage — wherever that would be — and
part in microform.”

(5) **We believe it is possible that technology will be developed that will enable
us to preserve deteriorating books inexpensively. We have seen reports that
a gaseous process can stop the deterioration of books, and books can be
wheeled into the chamber by the truckful. Would it not be wiser and more
prudent to hold on to our books for yet a little while rather than discarding
them so that they are lost forever?”’

(6) Finally, in the Association of Theological Schools accrediting procedure, qual-
ity is tied to size.

After these and other problems had been aired, the committee voted to
recommend to the President and the Board of Trustees that they consider raising
money to build an addition to the library. When he read the faculty recommenda-
tion, President Michaels wondered what his action should be.

END OF PART B

Part C

John Pace wished he could figure out what his responsibilities were now — as
a librarian and as a loyal member of the Capital Theological Seminary staff. The
Board of Trustees and the President had just agreed to engage in a campaign to
raise money for a new library addition.

The Process: After the Faculty Library Committee had voted to recommend
to the Board that it consider erecting more library facilities, the President had
transmitted that recommendation to the Board. He had also transmitted the five
recommendations that John Pace had presented to the faculty committee.

During the discussion with the Board, President Michaels had noted that it
was difficult to raise money for compact storage and microfilming. Such a project
had little appeal to donors. He said, however, that he believed it would be rela-
tively easy to raise money for a building since it could be named for a major donor.
Even sections of a new facility could be used as memorials.
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After hearing the faculty recommendation, reading the set of recommenda-
tions of the librarian, and hearing the opinion of the President, the Board voted to
seek funds in the neighborhood of 2.5 million dollars for a library addition.

END OF PART C
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American Theological Library Association
Minutes
Christ Seminary - Seminex
St. Louis, Missouri
June 22-26, 1981

First General Session, 9:00 a.m., June 23
President Simeon Daly called the meeting to order.

Host Lucille Hager welcomed the members of the Association to the campus
of Washington University, on behalf of Christ Seminary - Seminex, and expressed
appreciation to Thomas Rick and Mary Bischoff for their work in making arrange-
ments for the conference.

Introduction of new members and first-time attendees (David Wartluft) Mr.
Wartluft reported that there were approximately 50 new members at the conference
this year, and that over 100 new people had joined the Association since last year.

Teller’s Committee Report (David Wartluft) Mr. Wartluft reported the election
of the following persons:

Vice-President and President Elect: Robert Dvorak
Board of Directors,
Class A members: Dorothy Parks

Richard Spoor
Index Board,

Class A member: Martha Aycock
Class B member: Inez Sperr
Board of Microtext: Maria Grossman

Chairpersons for standing committees announced (Simeon Daly)

Annual Conferences: Lawrence Hill
Bibliographic Systems: Elizabeth Flynn
Collection Evaluation and Development Donald Vorp
Library Materials Exchange Roger Williams
Membership: Kay Stockdale
Nominating: Roslyn Lewis
Publication: Earle Hilgert
Reader Services: Sara Mobley

President Daly announced that Michael Thornton would serve as Parliamen-
tarian for the meeting.

Motion by Jerry Campbell that the minutes of last year’s meetings be
accepted; seconded by Robert Olsen. The motion carried.

Executive Secretary’s Report (David Wartluft) Mr. Wartluft stated that no writ-
ten report would be distributed to the membership, although the Board of Directors
had received a written report. He announced that the 1981 Proceedings will be
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produced by Jerry Campbell and John Baker-Batsel in a somewhat different format.
He also reported that the draft study of the Standards of Accredijtation has become
a "best seller,” with an average of five requests a day being received. He asked that
employment-seekers and potential employers who wanted to meet each other let
him know and a time and place would be arranged.

Activities of the Board of Directors were announced: The Board held a series
of evaluations of appointed officers and has set terms of office for the appointed
officers of the Association. The Publication Committee is defining its role in the
Association; it will take over the publication of the Proceedings after 1981, and it
will investigate other projects. The Task Force 81 arose out of an effort to dis-
cover whether an annual conference serves the best interests of the Association.
The Task Force has recommended a change in format and content of the annual
conferences and of the role of Executive Secretary. Their report would be distri-
buted to the membership for study and discussion. Future conferences would be
announced at a later business session.

Mr. Warren Kissinger had prepared a sheet illustrating new subject headings
being used by the Library of Congress for liturgical works; he had made the sheet
available for distribution at the first business session. The members were reminded
that a helpful article in the subject of uniform titles for liturgical works had
appeared in the last issue of the Newsletrer. “Liturgical Works and AACR-2," by
Thomas Pater at the Catholic University of America.

Mr. Wartluft announced that he will be starting a sabbatical immediately fol-
lowing the conference and he expressed to the Association the pleasure he has had
in serving it for ten years as its Executive Secretary.

President Daly thanked Mr. Wartluft for his years of service.

Treasurer’s Report (Robert Olsen) Copies of the annual audit had been distri-
buted to the membership. Mr. Olsen commented that the Association is solvent;
they had more receipts of monies this year, sales were up, interest was increased,
and some small monies had been raised from Scholars’ Press for John Trotti's Aids
sales. Expenditures were less than anticipated (printing, travel, and committee
expenses). The Index Board deficit occurred because of outflow of funds for pur-
chasing capital equipment (microprocessors) for producing the Indexes. Mr. Olsen
moved that the report of the annual audit be accepted; seconded by Mr. Trotti.
The motion carried.

President Daly announced that the budget for the coming year would be
presented to the membership at the business session on June 24.

Statistician’s Report (David Green) Schools which did not respond to the
questionnaire are blank on the report which was distributed to the membership.
Data for these schools could be filled in during the conference, but the figures in
the report could not be changed. Mr. Green will ask for the same data this year.
He would like a sample week in November to be available for circulation statistics.
He has asked the Board of Directors to form a committee to consult with him,
especially when the Z39 report is published.
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Board of Microtext Report (Charles Willard) The two collections described in
the report as being available could be picked up at the end of the first business ses-
sion. They are titled "Women in the Church in America” and "Christianity in
China." The Board reported substantial progress in catching up with the backlog;
more than double the amount of filming had been done this year than was done
last year. Application has been made to NEH for a grant; copies of that proposal
are available upon request. Mr. Willard also announced that the Princeton Institute
will be held again next year; the steering committee will meet at the end of the
ATLA conference, and information will be sent to the membership or published in
the Newsletter.

Index Board Report (Grant Bracewell) The Board anticipates an increase in
equity balance next year. They cannot predict the cost of going on-line with the
BRS vendor. Some income will be generated through this vendor, but some sub-
scribers may depend upon BRS rather than continuing subscriptions. The D.Min.
project is very new and reports on it are still coming in. Instructions for submitting
institutions will be rewritten and circulated before fall.

Contact with Foundations (John Baker-Batsel) Mr. Baker-Batsel announced that
he had de facto tendered his resignation, since it is the Executive Secretary who
should be the contact with foundations. The place where most funds are needed is
for the preservation project. He described this as a stupendous task, the cost of
which will be staggering. He feels that the best foundation for the project is in the
Association itself, whose members will have to pay a substantial amount of money
to get the program underway. He expects to help with funds from the Graduate
Theological Union, and he expects each of the members to follow this lead. Unless
the Association can show foundation representatives that we are willing to commit
our own money to the project, we will not be able to raise the multi-million dollars
needed for it. Each member should study the report of the Ad Hoc Committee for
the Preservation of Theological Materials in terms of what it means to their own
libraries and administration.

Task Force ‘81 (Norman Kansfield Mr. Kansfield presented a summary of
the report, distributing copies to the members. He asked that the members study
the recommendations. An open forum was scheduled at 8:00 p.m., June 23, with
further discussion to be heard at the second business session on June 24.

ANSI Z39 (Warren Kissinger) Mr. Kissinger reported that the Board had
agreed to accept ANSI Z39’s annual fee assessment and thereby become a partici-
pating member. The various standards which are available can be ordered. A
sheet outlining new subject developments in liturgy and ritual from the Library of
Congress has been prepared by Mr. Kissinger and will be offered to interested
members.

Ad Hoc Committee for the Preservation of Theological Materials (Andrew
Scrimgeour) The membership had received an abbreviated version of the Report,
lacking the charts and tables. These had been put on slides and were to be
presented at the next business session on June 24, when the report will be dis-
cussed in full.
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Ad Hoc Committee on Relationships with Scholarly Societies New attachments
to the report were available to the members: "Provisional Listing of Associations,
Societies, and Other Organizations of Interest to Theological Librarians," and "Pro-
visional Listing of Journals with an Extensive Bibliographic Apparatus." The pro-
posal to the editorial board of RSR for the inclusion of major reference and biblio-
graphic works in its review service was accepted.

President Daly announced that Mr. Wartluft will no longer be Executive
Secretary and that the Board of Directors is setting up a search committee for this
position. Mr. Albert Hurd will function this year as Executive Secretary.

The meeting was adjourned at 10:45 a.m.
Second General Session, 7:00 p.m., June 24, Bethel Lutheran Church

Ad Hoc Committee for the Preservation of Theological Materials (Andrew
Scrimgeour) Mr. Scrimgeour presented slides illustrating the report and agreed to
make the graphs and charts being shown available to the membership. He hoped
that these would be published in the Proceedings. He offered to meet at 4:00 p.m.,
June 25, with anyone who wants to discuss the report in more detail. There are
other steps to be taken as the Ad Hoc Committee ends its work. There needs to be
a search for an appropriate management agency. It was suggested that perhaps the
Board of Microtext could act in this capacity, but the commercial sector should also
be investigated because businesses can bring their own capital into the project.
ATLA would want control of our own materials to reside with the theological com-
munity, however. The Ad Hoc Committee will propose involvement of ATS in the
project. These problems should be addressed by a task force. The Board of Micro-
text has made a proposal to NEH asking for funding for a project director and an
advisory committee which should begin its work with efforts toward funding the
project. This work should begin within the next nine months. The constituency of
the advisory committee should reflect the geographic spread of ATS and ATLA.
Fund raising strategy is critical, as is project management, title selection, and
ATLA participation. A roster of nominees for the advisory committee will be
presented to the Board of Directors on Friday. It is anticipated that the committee
will be appointed immediately and will begin its work this summer. General discus-
sion and questions then followed:

Question: Has anyone decided how much money it is going to take to do
this? Answer: No.

Question: Was there any look at the titles that would not be worth preserv-
ing from this time-frame? Answer: No. That would have to be a policy
decision of the growing program.

Question: The study identified a random sample; how could others be
identified? Answer: Provision was made for materials that were not
classified but were known to be theological; if there was catalog control on
that material, that was included.
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Question: Nothing was said about periodicals. In some institutions no
periodical holdings will be in the card catalog. Answer: The study was
exclusively on monographs.

Question: Did you take into consideration the climate of the collection being
sampled? Answer: No.

Question: Will the tables be available later? Answer: We don’t know; we
hope they will be available in the Proceedings.

Question: Would you or the Board consider submitting the report for gen-
eral publication in library literature? Answer: The Committee is considering
turning it into an article or two.

Question: Won’'t brittleness get worse as time goes on? Answer: Yes.

Treasurer’s Report (Robert Olsen) Mr. Olsen moved that the proposed budget
for 1981/82 be accepted; seconded by Mr. Galbraith.

Discussion: The item for the Library Materials Exchange has been increased
in part to allow for the increase in postage, but also because the monies financing
that project have been donated and it is thought the Association should fund that
ourselves. Mr. Galbraith asked if this were a binding plan. Mr. Olsen responded
that this is a proposed budget; we present it with the best information at hand, but
all of the proposed figures may not be finally accurate. For example, disbursements
are not always spent. In answer to a question about why membership in CLENE
was dropped, Mr. Olsen said that it was not giving the Association its money’s
worth. Mr. Caldwell raised a question about the honorarium for the Executive
Secretary, indicating that he did not feel this would be adequate for the five-year
office, although it seemed adequate for the one-year appointment. Mr. Olsen stated
that at the moment we are seeking just to get through next year. The question is a
concern of the Board which will continue to look at it in terms of responsibilities,
salary, and of financing the position. The motion carried.

President Daly added that the function of the Executive Secretary is a serious
problem which the Board will keep working with, and he invited the membership to
continue to voice their concerns and comments. He reminded the members that
the Board does have to keep making adjustments to the budget and that it does
have the authority to do this.

Annual Conferences Committee Report The Association probably will not go to
Plymouth, Michigan, in 1983 due to insufficient housing at St. John’s. The Com-
mittee is working with this now and the new site will be announced as soon as pos-
sibie.

The dates of the 1982 conference in Toronto were announced as June 21-25.

Lawrence Hill spoke concerning the proposal to hold a conference in Edin-
burgh. He advised the membership that this should be dealt with within the next
several months and a decision arrived at. He solicited more responses, either posi-
tive or negative, from members within the next month, so that the Committee can
know what kind of report to give Edinburgh and the Board of Directors. His con-
cerns are: the possibility of getting a chartered plane; the possibility of staying
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there for three weeks for an educational tour; the possibility of having the confer-
ence begin on the East coast and then going to Edinburgh for a continuation of the
conference. Program possibilities are: 1) several days of conference in Edinburgh
with British lecturers on the philosophy of librarianship in general and theological
librarianship in particular; 2) chartering a coach so individuals could continue trips
to other libraries in Britain, the Isles, Oxford, Cambridge, Blackwells, the British
Museum, etc. with lectures at each on collection development; 3) free time for
sightseeing; 4) living accommodations in hostels; 5) delaying the conference until
August to take advantage of cheaper accommodations which might then be
obtained at universities.

Laurie Gage encouraged the members to come to the British Isles; he
thought it possible that a joint session with the British Theological Library Associa-
tion could be arranged. Mr. Caldwell asked who would make the decision about
whether or not the conference would be held in the British Isles. President Daly
replied that the Board of Directors would make the decision on the recommenda-
tion of the Conference Committee. Mr. Caldwell expressed the opinion that the
members of the Association should be able to have a voice in the vote or to have
some opportunity to discuss the pros and cons; he felt that this kind of decision
should be made by the body as a whole. It was requested that the Conference
Committee get together some kind of proposal with facts and data as to how the
venture could be worked out and approved by members of the Association, includ-
ing suggestions on how to get help with funding. Father Hill said that he planned
to do that; the purpose of the questionnaire had been to see whether the Commit-
tee should think any more about it. President Daly suggested that 39 "yes" votes
out of 92 votes was a precarious margin for the Association to base a decision on.

Bibliographic Systems (Elizabeth Chambers) The report was accepted without
discussion.

Collection Evaluation and Development (Anne Marie Salgat) The report was
accepted without discussion.

Library Consultation (John Trotti) Planning for a training event next summer
is progressing. There has been excellent response and cooperation from Grant Bra-
cewell and OMS. Those who are on the list and those who indicated interest will
hear from Mr. Trotti and plans will be announced in the Newsletter. News about
funding has not been received yet, and it is not clear who will be responsible for
this. The Board of Directors will consider this, after which our application will
have to be resubmitted.

Membership (James Pakala) Membership growth is the responsibility of the
entire membership, personal or institutional. The activity should be referred to the
new Executive Secretary now, but the Association must be careful that this concern
does not become a low priority.

Nominating Committee The report consisted of the slate of officers which was
voted on and reported at the initial business session. In the January meeting, the
Board of Directors moved that for the office of President we will try for one or two
years to nominate only one person. There are many factors involved in finding the
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right people to run for office, and it is increasingly difficuit. The single nomination
will be tried, therefore, even though it has disadvantages as well as advantages.

Reader Services (Sara Mobley) The report was accepted without discussion.

Accreditation (Stephen Peterson) There was nothing to add to the report as
distributed. President Daly announced that the committee has been dissolved.

Task Force '81 (Norman Kansfield) As a point of information Mr. Kansfield
commented that a continuing education unit equals ten contact hours of face-to-
face classroom experience, with other work being done at other points when class is
not in session. He expressed confidence that our Association could handle such a
program in conjunction with its annual conferences. It was moved and seconded
that the Association accept and endorse the report of the Task Force ’81 and that
we also urge the Board of Directors to implement the proposals in such a manner
as they deem wisest and most beneficial for the Association.

Discussion and questions followed:
Question: Are we voting on the 2-page summary document? Answer: Yes.

Question: What is the plan of the Board of Directors to fund the Executive
Secretary under this plan? Mr. Campbell answered: We cannot answer this
directly because it depends on part on how the membership receives the
report; we urge you to come to the Board meeting on Friday. We don’t
know what the budget allotments are going to have to be. It is quite possible
that they will have to be altered in January. President Daly added that this
question touches a vital area, and if clear answers were available they would
be given. The Board knows the Association cannot fund a full-time office,
but we will do the best we can.

Question: Is it possible to consider these proposals seriatum or are we vot-
ing on the whole report? Answer: the whole report.

It was moved by George Johnston that we consider the proposals seriatum;
seconded by Mr. Caldwell. Discussion: Mr. Peterson reported that the Board of
Directors had found it impossible to consider these seriatum because of their inter-
related character. The previous motion leaves it to the Board, which is exactly the
kind of motion that was hoped for.

The question was called, and the motion did not carry.

Discussion continued on the first motion: If the Association passes this
motion, if it is decided that we can get along without a word processor better than
an Executive Secretary, the Board can decide that. They don’t have to implement
this all at once if they do not find it wise to do so.

The question was called, and the motion carried.

Publication Committee (James Dunkly) There was nothing to add to the report
distributed. The report was accepted without discussion.

John Baker-Batsel then requested a matter of personal privilege, which was
granted by President Daly. Mr. Baker-Batsel had overheard earlier comments
about the availabitity of electronic mail services. He is in an organization which
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provides this through Telenet, and he offered to talk to anyone who is interested in
taking advantage of this. This had not been written up for the Newsletter because
GTU was very busy moving into its new building. One way that space was made
when they began their move was by discarding or replacing large runs of volumes,
such as the British Museum catalog. Mr. Baker-Batsel offered to discuss this with
any interested persons.

Mr. Scrimgeour asked when more details would be available on the
ATLA/ATS study on libraries. President Daly replied that it may be soon; he had
just been informed that Lilly had made the grant. Stephen Peterson will be coordi-
nator of the project. An advisory Board is being developed and the information
will be given as soon as possible.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Joyce L. Farris
Recording Secretary

ATLA TASK FORCE 81
Meeting of 5-6 March 1981 at
Cook Center for Theological Research
Western Theological Seminary
Holland, Michigan

Following discussion at the midwinter meeting of the ATLA board of direc-
tors, President Simeon Daly appointed the following persons to serve as a task
force to consider implications of moving to a biennial format for ATLA confer-
ences and of related suggestions for improving structure, governance, operations,
and general effectiveness of ATLA: Norman Kansfield (chair), Robert Olsen, Jerry
Campbell, Sarah Lyons, Albert Hurd, James Dunkly, and Simeon Daly. This
group met from Thursday afternoon, 5 March 1981, through the evening of the
following day. Norman Kansfield provided admirable hospitality for the group,
both at his new library building, the Cook Center for Theological Research, and at
his home.

The first session was devoted to setting agenda, beginning from the original
fourfold charge to the task force from President Daly: ‘(1) to probe implications of
alternating annual conferences and continuing education workshops; (2) to reex-
amine governing structures of ATLA and probe the implications of moving to
longer terms for elected officers; (3) to consider a more creative role for the execu-
tive secretary and whatever else may be necessary to sharpen the effectiveness of
ATLA to meet its goals; (4) to reexamine the goals themselves: add and subtract at
this stage in our history.”” The first three of these received substantial attention and
generated the bulk of this report; the fourth was discussed only indirectly, as items
arose from consideration of the other three that seemed to reflect on our own
understanding of ATLA goals and on the statement of purpose found in the
Certificate of Incorporation, article IV.
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In order to inform the discussion further, Bob Olsen distributed a revision of
the budget proposed at the midwinter directors’ meeting for 1981-82 and a state-
ment of final cash balances from annual conferences for the years 1975-80. These
cash balances represent net gain or loss to the general fund of the Association
occasioned by annual conference expense and revenue in each of those years. In
addition, Simeon Daly reported on the current state of conversations between
ATLA representatives and the executive director of the Association of Theological
Schools, Leon Pacala, and on planning currently under way for continuing educa-
tion programs involving ATLA.

The first session ended with an agreement that five areas required considera-
tion: (1) program, (2) structure and governance, (3) budget and finance, (4)
membership, and (5) strategy for further action.

The second session began with an extended look at the present shape of
annual conferences as compared to possible models for biennial conferences and
continuing education programs. It was agreed that any ATLA general meeting,
whether for continuing education or for business or for some combination, ought
to be confined to a week, including travel time. (Nothing was said about the
appropriateness of a longer period for more specialized events, such as the two-
week period occupied during the past two summers by the Princeton Summer Insti-
tute of Theological Librarianship.) Gradually the following possible models
emerged: (a) alternating continuing education events with some combination of
business meetings and other kinds of programs, the latter being more or less along
the lines that annual conferences have been taking in recent years; (b) a similar
alternation, but with an emphasis on plenary sessions rather than workshops in
non-continuing-education years; (c) continuation of the present scheme of annual
meetings, but with the shape of the meeting changed to provide for more regular
and more accreditable forms of continuing education each year; (d) continuation of
the present pattern, but with continuing education done at entirely separate confer-
ences called strictly for that purpose.

At this point some speculation was made concerning potential attendance at
each of these sorts of conferences, and the question was also raised whether it was
more important to have a maximum number of personal members present or a
maximum number of institutional members represented. While neither of these
issues was answered in any definitive way, the questions did keep coming up
throughout the meeting. The committee recognized that it did not have the infor-
mation to provide firm answers but did endeavor to keep these considerations in
mind while discussing each possibility.

Discussion shifted here to implications of having business meetings as such
only every second year and whether it would be desirable to have brief business
meetings of some kind even in years when the bulk of the conference was reserved
for continuing education. The difficulty of having elections, extended discussions,
committee meetings, committee reports, and budget approval in non-business years
was considered, with the conclusion that more responsibility would fall on various
officers and committees to keep the business of the Association going.
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That conclusion led to a discussion of structure, focusing on the need for a
program committee to develop annual conferences (of whatever shape) particularly
if officers were to serve two-year terms. The present system of relying on the vice
president alone to generate program, with help on details from the committee on
local arrangements, was found be all committee members to be less than optimal.
The task of the annual conference committee being simply to recommend sites,
that committee was adjudged not to be, in its present role, helpful in program plan-
ning. The need for a unified program committee was felt to be a necessity, no
matter what model conference was ultimately chosen.

The importance of a program committee led to some reflection on the nature
of committees, both standing and ad hoc, with reference to their ongoing tasks and
to their relation to each other and to the board of directors. The board’s discus-
sions of the office of executive secretary were brought up here, with a look at the
proposed 1981-82 budget to see how much money was allotted here and there for
functions of the sort that such an executive officer might perform. Something like
$6500 might be identified from such lines as periodical exchange, executive
secretary’s honorarium, library consultation program, contact with foundations,
membership, and office expense.

The potential advantages to having such an executive officer seemed to be
several: (a) overall unity of action and representation of the Association; (b) close
link with elected officers and directors of the Association, yet with scope for
independence of judgment and initiative; (c) continuity of planning and representa-
tion to outside groups, particularly foundations. It was also recognized by the task
force that the relationship of such an office to the Board of Microtext and the Index
Board needs careful consideration by the board of directors.

To begin discussion on Friday morning, it was proposed that we have an
integrated annual conference on something like the present model, but with provi-
sion for regular continuing education of an accreditable kind. The following rough
outline emerged foran annual conference of five days, with something like seven
hours per day as optimal working time:

continuing education (1 CEU) 10 bibliographic papers, etc. 3
panel discussions, etc. 2 business meetings 4
committee & other work 4-—-12 denominational meetings 1
(expandable by working 7 hrs/day) unscheduled meetings 1
(expandable) open commiittee meetings 4
worship 1.5 TOTAL 30.5—42.5

With this model as the ground for discussion, the task force quickly concluded that
an ongoing program committee was imperative to flesh out such an outline each
year and to administer it effectively; the old system of vice president (changing
annually) plus local arrangements committee (changing annually) could not handle
such a program adequately. Such a committee ought to have the following ele-
ments:
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1. One-day meeting at annual conference; additional meeting at midwinter with
president, vice-president, and executive secretary at next host city.

2. Other necessary consultation to be done by correspondence and telephone.

3. Chairperson to meet further with local arrangements committee for details.

4. No ex-officio members.

5. Three members on committee, bringing in executive officers, local arrange-
ments group, and subcommittees as needed.

6. Appointment by president with advice and consent of directors.

Staggered 3-year terms, but terms of initial three members to be of §, 4, and
3 years to insure necessary continuity at beginning.

The committee ought to seek to work about S years ahead in outline, and perhaps 2
years ahead in detail.

It was suggested that the continuing education workshop, which is such a key
element in the program format above, might (if successful at the annual confer-
ence) be taken on the road afterwards to a different part of the country.

At this point the proposal to have a biennial conference was reviewed. The
task force concluded that biennial meetings did not care for the needs of commit-
tees to meet more frequently or, more generally, for members’ needs for contacts
within the profession. The geographical problem would also be exacerbated, since
it would be twice as long, on the average, as now before one could expect the
conference to be held in one’s own area. Still, the proposal was found to have
merit as a possible alternative, particularly if the economic situation causes a grow-
ing number of members not to be able to come every year.

Despite the decision not to recommend a biennial conference, the kinds of
structural changes in ATLA that such a move would necessitate seemed important
to pursue. With that sense of purpose, then, the task force recommended the fol-
lowing:

An annual conference, on the model outlined above.

A program committee, on the model outlines above.

Deletion of all present committee structure.

Establishment of new committee structure, as outlined below.
Retention of ad hoc committee concept.

Establishment of new executive office and officer, as outlined below.

A o

An annual meeting of directors, at the annual conference (no midwinter).

While the program committee and executive office would occasion additional
expenditure, the elimination of a midwinter directors’ meeting and of a number of
present budget lines for committees would result in substantial savings. The
presently proposed budget for 1981-82 (agreed on at the midwinter directors’ meet-
ing) could accommodate all these shifts with no increase necessary in the total
amount budgeted.
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The new committee structure would be as follows:

1. Six standing committees of the board of directors, with one director assigned
to each committee {program, publications, nominating, collection evaluation
and development, reader services, and bibliographic systems).

2. Ad hoc committees to report to board of directors as assigned.

3. Standing committees to have specific responsibility for planning both of pro-
gram for annual conference (input to program committee) and of agenda for
ATLA generally.

4, Standing committees to have responsibility for ad hoc and continuing work in
their respective areas.

S. Standing committees to be able to suggest possible nominations for its
members.
6. Standing committees to establishsubcommittees as needed.

Directors to approve policy and finances of standing committees.

8. Executive secretary to coordinate inter-committee affairs, raise funds, poll
directors as needed, etc.

9. Flexibility, especially in timing, to be preserved.

The new executive officer’s job description was set out as follows (drafted by
Simeon Daly): The executive secretary is appointed by the board of directors for a
five-year renewable term, with evaluations as provided in the schedule adopted by
the board in January 1981. The executive secretary serves as a member of the
board but without vote (7.2). The executive secretary is responsible to the board
of directors and has the responsibility to carry out the projects assigned by the
board. The executive secretary contributes agenda items for the board meetings
and sees that important agenda of the Association not be lost in the transitions of
officers. The executive secretary represents the Association to other academic asso-
ciations and boards. S/he is responsible for contact with foundations on behalf of
the Association with all the current data on the Association necessary for that role.
The executive secretary is responsible for the membership rolls, maintains promo-
tional literature, and actively recruits new members. S/he provides a membership
listing to officers of the Association as requested and to other legitimate requesters
as deemed reasonable. The executive secretary solicits invitations and makes
recommendations for sites for the annual conference. S/he will provide host
libraries with the handbook and determine as far as possible the ability of the host
to meet the needs of the Association’s meeting. S/he will work with the program
committee and the host to see that needs are anticipated. The executive secretary
will provide mailing labels to participants in the duplicate exchange program and
monitor, as required, the list of participants. The executive secretary shall serve as
a member exofficio of the program committee, providing continuity to its member-
ship and acting as a liaison with the board of directors. The executive secretary
shall maintain files of the minutes of the Association and such other records as are
important to the operation of the same, e.g. job descriptions, committee member-
ships, etc. S/he shall see that all pertinent records are deposited with the archivist.
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The executive secretary shall see that statistical records are made, kept, and pub-
lished on the instruction of the Association.

To effect the establishment of the new executive office, the task force recom-
mended that the Association purchase and maintain word-processing equipment,
which could also be used for producing the NEWSLETTER and the PROCEED-
INGS. Other necessary office equipment and supplies might either be purchased or
provided by an institution acting as host for the executive office. A suggested
budget for the office was also drawn up (see financial appendices provided by
Robert Olsen).

James Dunkly
(for the task force)

AMERICAN THEOLOGICAL LIBRARY ASSOCIATION

PROPOSED GENERAL OPERATING BUDGET

1981/1982
Restructured Adopted Operating
Task Force Bd. of Dirs. for
3/81 1/81 1980/81

Revenue:

Dues 30,000 30,000 30,000

Sales 600 600 1,500

Interest 750 750 900

Total 31,350 31,350 32,400

Disbursements:

Printing & Publishing 6,200 6,800 11,990
Proceedings 3,000 3,000 8,500
Newsletter 3,200 3,800 3,490

Bd. of Dirs./Commts. 8,050 11,400 10,365
Travel 4,000 7,500 6,200
Contact w/Fndtns. 0 1,000 1,000
Committee Expense 4,050 2,900 3,165

Executive Secretary 11,200 6,600 5,630
Honorarium 4,000 1,800 1,530
Clerical 2,000 1,335 1,300
Phone,Post.,Supl. 1,900 2,165 1,900
Travel 2,000 0 0
Consult. Program 900 900 400
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Stat. Records 400 400 500

Other Honoraria 1,600 1,600 975
Recording Sec. 450 450 0
Editor 900 900 765
Treasurer 250~ 250 210

Professional
Services (CPA)** 375 375 295

Dues 270 120 655
Ansi Z39 200 50 50
CLENE 0 0 35
CNLIA 70 70 70
CSR 0 0 500

Miscellaneous 1,500 1,000 500
Undesignated Reserve 2,155 3,455 1,990

TOTAL 31,350 31,350 32,400

*The Index Board pays $400 and the Microtext Board pays $250 towards the
Treasurer’s honorarium, making a total honorarium of $900.

**In addition to this figure, the Index Board contributes an amount equal to its
prorated percentage of annual interest revenue.

AMERICAN THEOLOGICAL LIBRARY ASSOCIATION

PROPOSED COMMITTEE OPERATING BUDGET

1981/1982
Committee Restructured Adopted Operating
by by Budget
Task Force Bd. of Dirs. for
3/81 1/81 1980/81
Ad Hoc Comm. for the
Storage and Preservation
of Theol. Material 350 350 350
Annual Conferences 0 50 50
Bibliographic
Systems 150 150 150
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Collection Evaluation

and Development 500 500 350
Library Materials

Exchange 0 200 50
Membership 0 100 50
Nominating 50 50 50
Program 1,500 0 0
Publication 1,300 1,300 1,800
Reader Services 200 200 215
Standards of

Accreditation 0 0 100
TOTAL 4,050 2,900 3,165

Report

ATLA Representative to the
American National Standards Committee Z39

Since 1933, when ANSI Z39 was designated American Standards Committee
739 it has become responsible for setting standards pertaining to libraries, informa-
tion science, and related publishing practices. Its current statement of purpose is
"to develop and promote standards for information systems, products and services.”
Elimination of work duplication and conflicting standards were key goals sought by
739 over the years, with the result being the formation of 33 standards for infor-
mation agencies.

Standards are developed by subcommittees made up of professionals in the
specific areas of concern. Draft standards developed within these groups go out to
the Members of Z39 for comment. During this procedure any conflicting opinions
are resolved. The draft standard is then submitted to the Z39 members for vote
and announced for public review for ANSI through its bi-weekly publication, Stan-
dards Action. Once public review and member representative voting is complete,
the proposed standard is submitted to the ANSI Board of Standards Review (BSR).
Along with the record of the voting, pertinent documentation, and certification that
the ANSI procedural requirements have been met. BSR approved standards are
then prepared for publication by ANSI. ANSI requires that all published standards
be reviewed as to suitability and applicability every five years.

A recent change in Z39 Bylaws shifted the financial support structure from
funding agencies to the membership. In January 1981 the Z39 Executive Council
established the following schedule of Participating Member Service Fees. These
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fees are voluntary in 1981 but will become mandatory in 1982.

Budgets Within Z39 Scope Annual Fee
.up to $199,999 $200
$200,000 to 499,999 $500
$500,000 to $749,000 $750
$750,000 to $1,499,999 $2500
$1,500,000 and over $5000

The ANSI Z39 Annual Meeting, which I attended, was held at the Library of
Congress, April 30, 1981. The major items of business consisted of Committee
and Subcommittee reports and the election of officers.

Z39 publishes a quarterly newsletter, Voices of Z39. Those wishing to receive
it should contact:

Robert W. Frase, Executive Director
American National Standards Committee Z39
U.S. Department of Commerce
National Bureau of Standards
Washington, D.C. 20234
Administration Building, Room E120

A list of available Z39 standards, prices, order form, etc. can be obtained
from:

American National Standards Institute, Inc.
1430 Broadway
New York, NY 10018

Respectfully submitted,
Warren S. Kissinger

Annual Report
Committee on Annual Conferences
June 1981

There is not much more to report since the report was sent to the President
of ATLA in January. The Committee is working with libraries who have invited
the Conference to meet with their institutions for the year 1984, 1985, and 1986.
We have not received all of the information concerning probable costs, available
speakers, and sites for tours. We expect to receive this information during the
1981 Conference in St. Louis. Since one of our Conference invitations came from
New College in Edinburgh, Scotland, the Committee decided to poll the member-
ship using the ATLA Newsletter as its vehicle for the poll. As of May 15th
seventy-seven replies were received. It is evident that we will not be able to
receive a majority vote which will determine the wishes of the membership

- 113 -



concerning a conference in Edinburgh. Numerically the vote is as follows: 44
"Yes", 19 "No", and 13 "Undecided".

Since some members may have overlooked the questionnaire which was
mailed with the Newsletter, copies of the questionnaire may be requested from
Committee members. We will be able to process copies of the questionnaire if they
are returned by the end of the first day of the Conference.

Mrs. Geneva Hamill
Rev. Lawrence Hill, O.S.B.
Delena Goodman

Committee on Bibliographic Systems
Annual Report 1980-1981

The principal activity of the ATLA Committee on Bibliographic Systems dur-
ing the year 1980-1981 has been to prepare for a program on problems member
libraries have encounted in implementing the Anglo-American Cataloguing Rule,
Second Edition, since January 1981. This "clinic" is to be held Thursday, June 25,
with Paul Winkler of the Library of Congress as a special resource person.

The Committee has also corresponded with the Library of Congress about
uniform titles for liturgical works and certain other matters mentioned by ATLA
members at the 1980 open meeting. It has written to OCLC In¢. in regard to its
union listing and serial record enhancement capabilities.

Although the initiative for the event did not arise in this committee, we
would like to call attention to the meeting held September 17, 1980, in Washing-
ton, D.C., at the office of the International Commission on the Liturgy of represen-
tatives of ATLA and the Library of Congress. We commend to ATLA members’
attention the informative report on "Liturgical Works and AACR-2" prepared by
Rev. Thomas Pater for that occasion.

The Committee would also like to express appreciation to Doralyn Hickey for
her "Standard Words" columns in the ATLA Newsletter, although this feature pre-
dated the organization of this committee and we can therefore claim no credit for
it.

The chair of the Committee would like to thank committee members, Win-
ifred Campbell, Russ Pollard, and Leo Tibesar, for their cooperation during the
year.

Respectfully submitted,

Elizabeth Chambers
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Library Consultation Program

The 1980-1981 year was a busy one for your consultation program. Much
time was spent in the fall planning for a consultation training event for the summer
of 1981. Arrangements were made for that event the week prior to ATLA in St.
Louis and 12 consultants gave their applications pending final financial arrange-
ments. We were not able to secure funds for support of the event and the Board
decided at the January meeting to defer the event until summer 1982. Plans are
now underway for the beginning of that event one week prior to ATLA, meeting in
Toronto with Grant Bracewell helping to make arrangements for the group. John
Baker-Batsel continues to seek funding for this event with the Arthur Vining Davis
Foundation and others.

A total of seven inquiries about consultations were received during the year.
Two of these consultations were completed, one is under way, two are scheduled
for summer and fall, and two are still in the discussion stages. The consultations
undertaken were:

Dates of
Institution Consultant Consultation Status
Western Evangelical John Baker-Batsel  October 30-31  Complete
Seminary
Portland, Oregon 1980
Luther Rice Seminary  Keith C. Wills March 18-20 Complete
Jacksonville, Florida 1981
Regent College Pat Baker-Batsel pending in progress

Vancouver, B.C.

Expenses for the year total $300, two honoraria at $150 each. Office
expenses of $35.80 were submitted after the ATLA books were closed and will
appear in next year’s accounting.

With the potential of four (or more) consultations next year plus office
expenses, we respectfully request that our budget be increased from $600 to $800
which would allow for only one more consultation than is presently in the pipeline
and coverage of office expenses. For the past several years we have not exceeded
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the $600 figure, but increased interest in consultations leads us to the higher ask-
ing.

In the discussions of consultation training with Duane Webster and the OMS
in Washington, D.C., we have reviewed our list of consultants and three persons
have dropped their names, seven new ones have applied as consultants, giving us a
total of 35 ATLA consultants on file. ATLA members wishing to offer their ser-
vices in this way and/or be involved in the consultation training should direct their
inquiry to the Coordinator of Consultation Service. Information regarding having
an ATLA consuitation should also be directed to him.

John B. Trotti, Director

Union Theological Seminary in Virginia
3401 Brook Road

Richmond, VA 23227

Index Board Report
June 1981

The Index Board’s commitment is to provide access to information in religion
and theology. Religion Index One: Periodicals continues to be the foundation of our
activities. There are 1,052 subscriptions for Volume 14 and this cumulation is now
in press. The annual publication of Religion Index Two: Multi-Author Works is
finding acceptance among our constituency which is more limited than RIO. RIT
’79 is now at the binders and should be distributed to the 435 subscribers in the
near future.

A new endeavour for the Index this year has been to function as a publisher
of the index of festschriften (1960-69) prepared by Betty and Elmer O’Brien. Miss
Dickerson tells us it has been a new experience to be publisher’s editor rather than
editor of the index material itself. Though this work was different it was not less
time consuming or less arduous. There have been 236 copies of RIT: Festschriften
1960-69 sold. The other retrospective project RIT: Mulii-Author Works 1970-75,
which is partially supported by an N.E.H. grant, is proceeding satisfactorily on its
present schedule. Already the Index office has received 102 firm orders for the
publication.

Miss Janilyn Richardson resigned her position as Assistant Editor for Reli-
gion Index Two in October 1980. The Board is pleased to announce that it has
appointed Mrs. Diane Lauderdale to this position. The Board is gratified that in
Fay Dickerson, Paul Petersen, Diane Lauderdale and Ernest Rubenstein we have a
team of senior editors at the Index office who are able to carry forward the multiple
projects that we have undertaken and who mutually support each other’s work.
This staff along with the staff of indexers produce the information that provides
access to the published literature.
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The major change that has taken place in the Index office procedures this
past year has been the transition from keypunch cards for data input to the use of
microcomputers for the input of data. There are four Apple II microcomputers in
use by the editorial staff of the Index. This equipment has facilitated both the
input itself and the editing and correction of the data which now takes place prior to
running the initial sort programs by the computer contractor. While this change
has made procedures more efficient and convenient we look forward to the time
when the revisions of our programming will allow us to drop the card images with
fixed fields and utilize variable fields for most of the data elements.

The religion index thesaurus has been re-edited this past year and it is
planned to offer this thesaurus at an initial subscription price of $15.00 per year.
This subscription will provide continuing updating. While the use of the thesaurus
will be essential for those wishing to access the data base through the data base
vendors, the information in the thesaurus will be helpful to any user of our publi-
cation.

Most of you will know that at the request of members of ATLA and ATS the
Index Board is initiating a Doctor of Ministry index project. The Board has
assumed the responsibility to publish annually an index including abstracts of the
project reports or theses submitted in partial fulfillment for the D. Min. degrees
that are awarded by our member schools of ATS. Of the 70 schools that are at this
time awarding the degree of D. Min., 20 schools or consortia have committed
themselves to submit reports this year. Four more have committed themselves for
inclusion next year, and one has declined. Other schools have written inquiries
about the project. On the basis of the replies received it is our expectation that the
first issue of this index to D. Min. projects will have between 100 and 125 reports
cited. The annual index will include those reports received up to a cut off date for
that year. Reports received subsequently will appear in the following year’s publi-
cation. It is planned that these indexes will be issued annually and that cumula-
tions will be issued from time to time in microfiche.

During the development phase of this project Mr. William Zimpher of the
Boston University School of Theology has undertaken the arduous task of contact-
ing and following up these contacts with the member schools. The Index Board
and the whole Association owes a sincere word of thanks to Bill for this work that
he is now engaged in. At this time he is sharing with the Board in the preparation
of the follow-up mailings for those schools who in the original survey indicated an
interest in the project but who have not yet replied to our specific invitation to
commit themselves to the index.

The Board wishes to express appreciation for the dedicated work of all the
staff under the direction of the editors named above and the Business Manager,
Ken Webster. Although we have many valued subscribers outside of the ATLA it
is to the members of ATLA that we look for suggestions, encouragement and sup-
port. Our enthusiasm for sharing what we do with you may be illustrated by the
fact that the first draft of this report filled seven pages!

- 117 -



Respectfully submitted,

Martha Aycock, Secretary
Edgar Krentz

Inez Sperr

Peter VandenBerge

Grant Bracewell, Chairperson

Membership Committee

The Membership Committee met during last year’s annual conference in
Denver. Owing to concern about the impact of the higher dues, the Committee
considered fourteen strategies for membership growth and retention. Six of these
were implemented during the year: i) prospective response to an earlier letter sent
to the library director at each ATLA member institution; vid. 1979 Proceedings, p.
30); ii) ATS institutions in ATLA were contacted; iii) letters with ATLA bro-
chures went to the 34 institutional and individual members of the Council of
Archives and Research Libraries in Jewish Studies; iv) letters with brochures went
to 66 ALA-accredited schools of library and information science; v) individuals
joining ATLA were invited to refer prospective members’ names to the Committee
and new institutional members received a special form for referring names of both
individuals and institutions; vi) an advertisement was placed in the Arla Newsletter.
Several other strategies await further consideration and possible implementation.

Below is the 1981 membership report:

Category 4/80  Additions Losses 4/81 Net
Full 301 52 54 299 -2
Full Retired 43 4 1 46 +3
Associate 89 14 16 87 -2
Student 19 15 11 23 +4
Honorary 4 1 1 4 0
Institutional 145 14 11 148 +3
Interim Inst. b 1 0 6 +1
TOTALS 606 101 94 613 +7

One-sixth of our membership is new, but our net growth is not significant
(although an additional 15 new members were enrolled since the above statistics
were completed April 1, 1981; 8 of these are full members). The outreach for new
members appears to have offset losses. The use of the new ATLA brochure and
the piece in the Newsletrer were particularly helpful, and the Committee’s budget

- 118 -



increase is designed both to allow for more advertising and to cover rising postage
costs.

Respectfully submitted,

Judy Knop
Kay Stockdale
James Pakala, Chairperson



American Theological Library Association

Treasurer’s Records

Statement of Cash Receipts and Disbursements
and Changes in Fund Equities
For the Fiscal Year Ended April 30, 1981

FUND
General Index Microtext Total

Receipts:
Sales 2,097.40 229,784.53 24,914.99 256,796.92
Dues:

Personal 13,627.42

Institutional 17,607.92

Total 31,235.34

Interest 2,235.96 4,822.36 1,072.45 8,130.77
Annual Conf. 1,500.11 1,500.11
NEH Grant 42,617.63 42.617.63
Refund — Computer 5,350.00 5,350.00
COMPORT 11,750.00 11,750.00
Reserve Funds (ATS) 18.000.00 20,000.00 38,000.00
Reserve Funds

(Scholars Press) 536.00 6,152.76 6,688.76
Other 420.38 420.38
TOTALS 37,604.81 300,994.90 63,890.20 402,489.91
Disbursements:
Wages and salary 175,959.78 175,959.78
Payroll taxes 11,370.32 11,370.32
Employee

fringe benefits 7,790.52 7,790.52
Microfilming 35,231.37 35,231.37
Printing and

publishing 10,777.38 34,035.49 2,559.69 47,372.56
Travel 6,330.55 6,994.80 2,520.91 15,846.26
Phone, postage,

supplies 1,921.52 11,113.40 185.86 13,220.78
Professional services/

consultants 295.00 1,230.00 1,525.00
Contact w/foundations 89.23 89.23
Committec expense 811.86 811.86
Office 1,894.87 1,894.87
Honoraria 2,705.00 230.00 16,911.38 19,846.38
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FUND

General Index Microtext Total

Consultation program 300.00 300.00
Computer services 40,275.04 40,275.04
Equipment 16,892.47 16,892.47
Equip. maintenance 630.50 630.50
Advertising 1,770.36 122.81 1,893.17
Dues 520.00 799.50 1,319.50
Statistical records 256.74 256.74
Annual conf. 1981 1,700.00 1,700.00
Rent 4,810.12 4,810.12
Festschrift project 2,769.06 2,769.06
Insurance 608.00 608.00
Other 526.42 1,276.75 1,803.17
TOTALS 28,128.57 318,556.11 57,532.02 404,216.70
Change in

fund balance 9,476.24 (17,561.21) 6,358.18 (1,726.79)
Equity balance

at 4-30-80 8,591.38 52,642.33 4,955.14 66,188.85
Equity balance

at 4-30-81 18,067.62 35,081.12 11,313.32 64,462.06

(See accompanying letter 10 Treasurer’s Reports)
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MEMBER OF
AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF

CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS SANOA J. HENSLEY
TEXAS SOCIETY OF
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANT
4252 NORWICH

FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76109

June 10, 1981

American Theological Library Association
7301 Germantown Avenue
Philadelphia, PA 19119

Notes on Treasurer's Report:

The Treasurer's records are maintained on the cash basis and reflect assets
and equities resulting from investment interest received directly by the
Treasurer, cash disbursed by the Treasurer and cash receipts from other
activities of the Association as reported to the Treasurer by Association
members. Complete records relating to the source of cash receipts other
than interest income are not in the custody of the Treasurer of the Associ-
ation. :

The Treasurer's cash receipts and cash disbursements records have been
reviewed for the fiscal year which ended April 30, 1981, and have been found
to be in order. The Assoclation has never capitalized amounts expended for
equipment or for preparation of indexes and microfilm negatives. Therefore,
any assets acquired by the corporation during the fiscal year which ended
April 30, 1981, have likewise not been capitalized. No attempt was made to
determine the correctness of classification of charges made to the various
accounts.

The accompanying report states the cash position of the American Theological
Library Association as reflected by the Treasurer's records.

Sanoa J. Hensley
Certified Public Accountant

bl
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American Theological Library Association
Treasurer’s Records
Statement of Assets and Fund Equities
Resulting from Cash Transactions

April 30, 1981

Assets:

Bank — University Bank,
Fort Worth, TX

Bank — Continental Bank,
Chicago, IL

Savings — United Savings
of Texas, Fort Worth, TX

Money Market Fund —
Shearson Loeb Rhoades, Inc.
New York, NY

Total Assets
Liabilities:

Payroll taxes Payable
Fund Equities:
General Fund Equity
Index Fund Equity
Microtext Fund Equity

Total fund equities

Total Liabilities
and Fund Equities
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$18,299.11
8,281.46

1,807.03

36,087.95

18,067.62
35,081.12
11,313.32

$64,475.55

13.49

64,462.06

$64,475.55




Committee on Collection
Evaluation and Development

Task and Agenda. The Committee on Collection Evaluation and Develop-
ment provides an organizational framework for analysis of institutional patterns of
theological collection development. In its responsibility for initiating, stimulating,
and supporting studies and activities relating to the building and analysis of theo-
logical collections, the Committee is especially concerned with the problem of
understanding what is taking place within collections being developed for theologi-
cal purposes by ATLA libraries. The specific challenge posed by this problem is
that of arriving at a framework of thinking about collections and collecting in a
theological setting that will generate options productive of Association action.

During the 1980-81 year, the Committee has brought certain key questions to
its agenda in an effort to identify basic priority issues. What is collecting and how
many libraries are collecting in what sense? What kinds of basic information and
analysis do we need about American and Canadian theological collections? What
are the policies, written and unwritten, as well as the environmental and institu-
tional factors that are shaping theological collections? How much retrospective col-
lection development is there among theological libraries? What is the status of spe-
cial subject collections? How are denominational collections being shaped
throughout ATLA libraries, who is collecting what denominational materials and
how extensively? What is needed in terms of useful guidelines for book selectors
and collection development librarians? How can ATS institutions be brought to
active joint responsibility for the future of theological library resources on the
North American continent? How can we begin to draft a national policy of shared
responsibility and resource dependency as the basis for the establishment of
effective cooperative collection development programs regionally and nationally?

Projects and Plans. The Committee plans, beginning with the 1981 annual
conference, to sponsor collection related discussions aimed at placing local collec-
tion development activity in the context of a coherent national whole. Within the
coming year, the Committee expects to complete and distribute the bibliography on
collection evaluation and development that is in process. The Committee also
expects to address the problem of aids for collection analysis and review, the for-
mulation of collection development policy statements, the allocation of funds in
support of collections, the book and periodicals selection process, and book storage
and retirement programs.

Respectfully submitted,

Donald M. Vorp, Chairperson
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Report of the ATLA Representative to the
Council of National Library and Information
Associations

The Council of National Library and Information Associations met on
December 5, 1980 and May 8, 1981 in the Williams Club, New York City. David
Wartluft, Executive Secretary, and James Irvine, ATLA Representative, attended
for ATLA. The latter was elected a Director, 1981-1984.

The following items of business may be of interest to ATLA members:

New Member The Association of Christian Librarians (formerly, Christian
Librarians Fellowship) was admitted to the Council at the December meeting.
ATLA should welcome this action because it adds another constituency of
religious libraries to this national council of nineteen library associations. In
the field of religion the Council now includes: ATLA, Association of Chris-
tian Librarians, Association of Jewish Librarians, Catholic Library Associa-
tion, Church and Synagogue Library Association, and the Lutheran Church
Library Association.

Staff Development Out of a wide-ranging discussion of the major problems
facing library associations, including inadequate funding, recruitment, rela-
tionships to other library organizations, and publicity, emerged a consensus
that a staff development program was most needed. Under the leadership of
David Bender, Executive Director of the Special Libraries Association, a staff
leadership program was held at the Hilton Hotel, New York, May 8-10, 1981,
David Wartluft, Executive Secretary of ATLA, attended the program and will
be able to share its benefits with the association.

Thor Power Tool Case The Council is supporting the efforts of Senator Moy-
nihan (Senate Bill $578) and others in the House of Representatives to pro-
vide retroactive relief to publishers who are having the full value tax levied
on their inventory. This change in tax policy was the result of the application
by the IRS of the Supreme Court decision in the Thor Power Tool case to
publishing companies’ inventories. All libraries should support this effort to
exempt publishers from the tax, so that the publishers will be able to keep
books in print rather than dumping the inventory into the remainder market
or destroying them. Pressure by librarians across the country can muster
support for Senator Moynihan’s bill or those to be introduced in the House
of Representatives.

Federal Funding for Library Programs Although theological libraries receive
no federal funds directly, they do benefit indirectly by the programs of the
Library of Congress, postal rate fees, and other federal services. Theological
librarians are affected also by the national perception of the value (or lack of
it) of libraries in our culture; therefore we need to resist efforts to eliminate
federal funding for library programs, to support adequate funding for the
Library of Congress, and to encourage reasonable postal rates for the mailing
of educational materials.
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Respectfully submitted,

James S. Irvine
ATLA Representative

Report of the
Libraries Material Exchange Committee
June 1981

The Library Materials Exchange program of ATLA continues to provide
active flow of duplicate materials between theological, college and university
libraries. Even though books and other materials can be included on exchange
lists, very little non-serial literature actually flows in these channels.

In the late summer of 1980, accumulated exchange lists were checked against
the master list of addresses of the previous year. About fifty libraries were asked
by letter if they wished to continue participation in the exchange program. Most of
the responses indicated a desire to continue participation, about twelve libraries
admitted that they were slow in producing an exchange list, and only one library
wished to drop out of the exchange program.

By mid-October a fairly accurate list of participants and their revised
addresses had been established. A master list was typed and the mailing labels
were run in-house on a Xerox 3100 copier. The lists with a cover letter explaining
how the program should work were sent by November 15, 1980, to 130 participants
which includes 128 schools and the next two chairpersons of the committee.

Since that time, exchange lists have been coming in at a brisk pace. At least
72 lists have been produced since October, 1980. About two/thirds of the 128 par-
ticipating libraries have produced at least one list in 1980/81. No doubt many more
lists will be produced over the summer months so that by Fall, 1981, all 128
libraries will have produced one list.

Since the production of mailing labels was done in-house this year. the
budget of $50.00 did not come close to meeting the expenses of the committee.
$50.00 seems to be barely enough to cover the cost of postage and stationery.
Expenses of $91.90 for producing the mailing labels were charged against the
budget thus leaving a deficit of $41.90. If the Religion Index Office can in the
future bear the cost and the labor of producing the mailing labels, perhaps a mod-
est budget for postage and stationery might suffice.

Several new institutional members were added to the list of participants in
the exchange program this year. A few regular ATLA institutions were put back
on the mailing list during the year having put their houses in order. Other regular
ATLA institutions are not on the list because of the non-payment of ATLA dues.
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It is not always easy for the chairperson of this committee to know the particular
status of an institution in regard to the privilege to participate. If an institution has
been dropped from the list, it may take some time for that institution to be put
back on again once dues are paid and an exchange list has been produced. a few
schools attempt to participate in the exchange program without becoming ATLA
members; here might be a fruitful field for recruiting new ATLA institutional
members.

Respectfully submitted,

James A. Overbeck, Chairperson

Report to the
American Theological Library Association
From Contact with Foundations

The efforts of my office this year have been directed to the final preparation
of the proposal for consultation training which was submitted to the Arthur Vining
Davis Foundation.

The Program Officer for religion for the Arthur Vining Davis Foundation
underwent surgery and was ill for over two months in the fall. This delayed the
submission of our proposal and its progress through the procedures of the Founda-
tions. The result was that the Office of Management Studies, which was to conduct
the training, had to be relieved from its commitment to meet a June, 1981, dead-
line. When I notified the Foundation of this necessity, they removed the proposal
from consideration and asked us to rework and resubmit it. This will be done in
early summer and will be back at the Foundations to confirm our commitment with
the Office of Management Studies for training in June, 1982.

The ATLA Board of Microtext and the Ad-Hoc Committee on Preservation
and Storage have made fruitful contacts with the National Endowment for the
Humanities for a proposed methodological study. The final draft of the proposal
was submitted to NEH on June 1st, and will be considered in their next round.

It is my considered judgement that fund raising would best be done by the
Executive Secretary of the Association. Even though I have Board membership,
my title and office are a source of confusion for foundation officers. This presents
a problem in making successful contacts. They understand the office of Executive
Secretary, which title carries a great deal of weight with them. In view of the reor-
ganization of the Board, I propose that this change be made immediately, that I be
relieved of the office of Contact with Foundations, and that the new Executive
Secretary take over that responsibility.
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Respectfully submitted,

John D. Baker-Batsel

ATLA Board of Microtext

Annual Report: 1 May 1980 - 30 April 1981

This report of the Board of Microtext is in four parts: recent and new activi-
ties, operations, personnel, and funding.

Activities. In January, the Board distributed a new, fully cumulative catalog,
containing all titles in the program, including the microfiche that had also been dis-
tributed through Scholars Press. At the 1981 ATLA Conference, the Board is
announcing a collection of additions to the original group of monographs in the
series, "Women and the Church in America." The production of these new titles
utilizes an innovative camera process that makes it possible to generate 48X
microfiche for the series from low reduction camera negatives on roll film. Simul-
taneously, the Board is announcing a collection of theological serials and original
monographs and pamphlets in Chinese filmed from the Missionary Research
Library of Union Seminary.

Operations. During this fiscal year, the Board has received half of the cash
- balance of $12,176 from the sale of microfiche through Scholars Press, which unila-
terally terminated the experimental relationship with the Board approximately one
year ago. The Board has discussed the implications of the probable move of
Princeton from OCLC to RLIN in the coming year, inasmuch as the Board has
shared the use of the OCLC terminal owned by Princeton. The Board is committed
to continuing to make its records available through OCLC and is investigating the
alternatives that will make this possible.

Personnet At the end of August, the major projects that have required a
full-time cataloger and administrative assistant will be completed, and the Board
decided not to continue a full-time position thereafter.

Funding. The Board has been concerned for some time about the implica-
tions of its continuing deficit operations for the preservation microfilming of serials.
During the past year and after consultation with the ATLA Board of Directors, the
Board approached twelve foundations with regard to funding a major extension of
the serials program. The response to these inquiries was negative, and as a result,
the Board will have to look very closely during the coming year to balancing its
expenditures on filming serials with actual income. The Board’s paralie! concern
for preserving monographic literature has matured more slowly, awaiting the final
report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Preservation. The National Endowment for
the Humanities, one of the twelve approached by the Board, was more receptive to
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a proposal for a planning grant related to a monograph preservation program than
an extension of a serials program. After consultation with the ATLA President,
the Representative to Foundations, and the Convenor of the Ad Hoc Committee
on Preservation, the Board decided to proceed with the submission of such a pro-
posal by the 1 June 1981 NEH deadline, with the understanding and anticipation
that the proposal would be supplemented by the report of the Ad Hoc Committee
once that report was published.

Respectfully submitted:

Louis Charles Willard
Executive Secretary
ATLA Board of Microtext

Maria Grossman
Chairperson
ATLA Board of Microtext

ATLA Publications Committee
Report to Annual Conference
June 1981

The committee did not meet between the end of the 1980 annual conference
and the end of the 1980-81 fiscal year, but a meeting was held on 15 May 1981 in
Chicago. The committee’s expenses for that meeting will be a part of the 1981-82
fiscal year. No awards were made and no other expenses incurred for 1980-81.

At the May meeting, several matters of importance were discussed. Kenneth
Rowe, who continues to edit both the Monograph Series and the Bibliography
Series, reported extensively on those two enterprises, both of which are published
by Scarecrow Press. The committee voted to publish two more titles in the Mono-
graph Series during the coming year: James L. Ash, Ir., Methodism and the
Academy: An Intellectual Biography of William Warren Sweer, and Lewis V. Baldwin,
" Invisiblé' Strands in African Methodism: A History of the African Union Methodist Pro-
testant and Union American Methodist Episcopal Churches In addition, we have
several manuscripts in active preparation for publication in the Monograph Series,
and several being explored for the Bibliography Series.

Efforts continue to find a publisher for a third series, to consist of biblio-
graphic guides to the major sub-fields of theology. In that connection, the commit-
tee recommended that the ATLA Board of Directors explore the possibility of
establishing a revolving publication fund, so that a vehicle for front money could
be established in anticipation of entering into an agreement with a publisher. Such
a fund, once established, could also enable ATLA to publish under its own imprint.
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Further, such a fund would be the logical destination of funds repaid to ATLA by
recipients of ATLA grants who the receive royalties on their finished products.

The Proceedings of the Association will be published under the committee’s
auspices beginning with this annual conference. Jerry Campbell is undertaking the
editing of this year’s Proceedings through University of California systems he has
used before. Our committee will need to meet soon after this year’s Proceedings
appear, in order to evaluate procedure, format, and cost. We are eager to expand
the Proceedings to include articles and other material not part of the annual confer-
ence, and a number of suggestions along that line were discussed at the May meet-
ing of the committee.

With this annual conference, Peter DeKlerk leaves the committee, Earle Hil-
gert takes the chair, and Betty O’Brien becomes a member. Kenneth Rowe contin-
ues ex officio.

James Dunkly (for the committee)

Reader Services Committee

The Reader Services Committee continued work on the ATLA Library
Instruction Clearinghouse during the 1980-81 year. The list of print materials
available for loan from the Clearinghouse was mailed to each ATLA institutional
member in December, and the February issue of the Newsletter contained a supple-
mentary list. The circulation policy provides for a one month loan period. Unless
otherwise stated, all materials may be copied as long as the source is acknowledged,
if the borrower adapts or incorporates substantial sections.

As of May 15, the Clearinghouse had circulated 592 items to 28 libraries.
One objective of the Clearinghouse, and one reason for maintaining circulation
records, is to determine areas in which to concentrate on developing new instruc-
tional materials. We will be able to see where the most interest is and where obvi-
ous gaps in the collection are.

So far, the most frequently requested materials have been bibliographies and
guides in the area of biblical studies. Bibliographies in practical theology have also
been heavily used, particularly those on preaching. Of the materials categorized
under "Library Tools," the bibliographies and guides on theological research and
research methods received the most circulation. The bibliographies on developing
personal theological libraries have also been requested often.

Most librarians in ATLA have focused their efforts on writing guides for
using library tools, especially book review sources, the card catalog, periodical
indexes, and reference books in general. In most specific subject areas, only one or
two bibliographies or guides to the literature are currently in the Clearinghouse
files. And some areas are particularly neglected, for instance, doctrinal theology.
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We now need to turn in this direction and begin covering the theological discip-
lines.

Constant cooperation and communication is essential in order to avoid dupli-
cation of effort. We urge those who are interested in working on bilbiographies and
guides to contact the committee chairperson. Or, if you have any instructional aids
currently in process, please let the committee know. We continue to solicit new or
revised materials for the Clearinghouse collection and, as these are received,
notices will be placed in the Newsletter.

Respectfully submitted,

Sara M. Mobley, Chairperson

Committee on Resolutions

Whereas the Thirty-Fifth Annual Conference of the American Theological
Library Association has been held at Christ Seminary - Seminex in Saint Louis,
Missouri, June 22-26, 1981,

Be it resolved that our sincere appreciation be expressed:

To Christ Seminary - Seminex for hosting our conference on the open and
beautiful campus of Washington University;

To Lucille Hager, Thomas Rick (who led us through Lines A and B), Mary
Bischoff, Elizabeth Danker, and all members of the staff for their efficiency, organi-
zation, and relaxed, cheerful and friendly manner of taking care of the details con-
cerning our needs;

To Christ Seminary Conference Committee for graciously wining and dining
us on the fifteenth floor by the light of the setting sun;

To Washington University for its cooperation and assistance in helping to
make the conference successful, especially Toodie Williams, Shirley Tarkow, Angie
Herr, and Scott Carlisle;

To Simeon Daly who as President of the Association for two years has led us
in his gentle manner to action in the face of present and future challenges and
facilitated the work of the Association in achieving its goals;

To Jerry Campbell who as Vice-President planned for us a varied educational
and supportive program on library resources and services;

To David Wartluft who served ATLA so cheerfully and efficiently in a self-
sacrificing way as Executive Secretary for the past ten years and to his wife Joy who
contributed much of her time and talents;

To Ronald Deering, Albert Hurd, Donald Thompson, and to the initiator and
principal investigator Andrew Scrimgeour for the important scholarly and diligently
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prepared "Collection Analysis Project” report, of the Ad Hoc Committee for the
Preservation of Theological Materials;

To James Reed and his assistants for the pleasureable tours through the
especially beautiful Missouri Botanical Gardens and Library;

To the speakers, Dr. Leon Pacala, Peter DeKlerk, William Hessel, Stephen
Peterson, James Reed, Charles Willard, Robert Lynn and Margaret Child, for their
expertise, thought provoking and practical presentations, inspiring us to move to
the forefront of changes in theological education;

To the panel members, Dr. John Gesell, Henry Bertels, Betty O’Brien, and
David Green for their insights, shared experiences, and learned discussion;

To the workshop presiders Elizabeth Chambers and Sara Mobley, and the
panel members Paul Winkler, Elvire Hilgert, Winifred Campbell and Ferne Weimer
for assisting us in being innovative instructors and descriptive catalogers;

To our chapel leaders, Rev. Alfred Buls, George Johnstone and Simeon Daly
and organist, Mary Bischoff, who called us by word and song to thanksgiving and
reflection and inspired us not to work for ourselves but for a higher purpose;

To Dr. John Tietzen, our banquet speaker, who will teach us from his own
wisdom;

To the members of the Board of Directors, Ad Hoc and Standing Commit-
tees for their commitment and many hours of work for the advancement of the
Association and of theological libraries;

And finally to all those who by their presence and participation continue to
make the American Theological Library Association a professional organization
with creativity, active involvement, and pleasant and good fellowship.

Respectfully submitted,
Sharon Taylor

Angela Woods
Lawrence Hill, Chairperson

Ad Hoc Committee on
Relationships with Schelarly Societies
Annual Report to the ATLA
June 1981

We have the following items to report:
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1. Annotated List of Scholarly Societies One of the charges to our committee
was "to encourage ATLA members to participate in scholarly societies”. We
are distributing at this time a preliminary list of learned societies in which
ATLA librarians might make a bibliographic contribution.

2. Bibliography and" Religious Studies Review' (RSR) Last spring we presented
a proposal to the editorial board of RSR for the inclusion of major reference
and bibliographic works in its review service. This received favorable review
and John Bollier (Yale Divinity School Library) has been asked to undertake
the responsibility for monitoring titles for a new review section that will be
called "theological bibliography" or "research tools";, he is also responsible for
finding reviewers for recommended titles.

John reported last month that the editorial procedures with RSR have been
worked out and that sixteen titles have been recommended for review in
RSR so far. He went on to say "All prospective reviewers I contacted have
been most cooperative. Some have volunteered to recommend additional
works for review. Through personal contact at the ATLA meeting next
month, I hope to make progress in both of these areas".

3. ATLA Display at 1980 AAR/SBL Annual Meeting in Dallas Fay Dickerson
of the Indexing Boards graciously coordinated an ATLA display at the
November meetings of the American Academy of Religion and the Society
of Biblical Literature in Dallas. Participating were the Indexing Board, the
Board of Microtext, and the Publications Committee (ATLA Scarecrow Press
series).

4. Denver Dinner Meeting Evokes Criticism of ATLA Annual Meetings 31
librarians joined the committee for a dinner discussion in Denver last June
on the role of librarians in the various scholarly societies. Perhaps the most
significant issue to surface was the self-critical reflection that in recent years
one of our most vital contributions to the scholarly community has been
lacking -- namely, the presentation and critique of bibliographic papers at our
annual meetings.

This observation was formally shared with Jerry Campbell, ATLA Vice
President, in the hope that a bibliographic paper could be commissioned for
the St. Louis conference. We would also urge that bibliographic papers
become a regular component of all future ATLA meetings and would further
suggest that a "call for papers” be issued each year in the August issue of the
Newsletrer.

Donald M. Vorp

Louis Charles Willard

Andrew D. Scrimgeour, Convenor
16 June 1981
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Standards of Accreditation Committee
Report for 1980-81

For some years it has been the intention of the Committee on Standards of
Accreditation to issue a handbook to assist librarians in applying the standards of
accreditation of the Association of Theological Schools especially in the self-study
process prior to an accreditation visit. This handbook was substantially completed
in 1975, but its publication was delayed for several reasons not the least of which
was that the Committee was asked by this body to consider two issues which were
not germane to it. Now time has overtaken the project. In 1982-84, the ATS will
be drafting new standards of accreditation. In light if this, the Board of Directors
voted in its January 1981 meeting not to publish the handbook, but to make it
available to ATLA members on request in its preliminary form. It will have limited
usefulness to institutions receiving accreditation review under existing standards.

Copies of A Librarian’s Handbook on the ATS Standards for Accreditation
(1972) may be obtained by writing the Executive Secretary. An announcement to
this effect will appear in the Newsletter. The Committee has been discharged.

Stephen L. Peterson, Chairperson



Statistical Records Report

Population Served and Library Staff

1979/1980

Professional  Other Library

Institution Students  Faculty Librarians Staff
Acadia

Alliance 65 8 3 2.75
Anderson 141 11.4 1.5 31
Andover Newton 317 38 3 6.9
Asbury 848 45 5 18
Ashland 291 18 1 2
Assemblies of God 195 14.5 0 10
Associated Mennonite 159 17 2 3
Atlantic 86 9 3 1
Atonement

Austin 104 14.5 1.5 35
Bangor 86 9 2 4
Baptist Missionary 41.8 9.8 1 3
Bethany/Northern 202 26 45 6
Bethel 3446 26 2.5 52
Biblical (Hatfield) 106 6.9 2 1.5
Billy Graham Center 0 0 4 5
Boston Univ 453 30.5 4 5
Brite 180.7 13.8 2.4 49
Calvary Baptist 60 4 1 4
Calvin 175 17 1 3
Catholic Sem Found

Catholic Sem Union 315 33 25 40
Catholic Univ of America 401 40 1.5 1.73
Center for Biblical Studies 39 4 1 0.8
Central Baptist 113 9 0.5 3
Chicago Theol Sem 91 12 1.5 1
Christ (Seminex) 165.5 29 3 2.8
Christ the King 129.2 18 35 0.5
Christian 253 3 2.5
Christian and Missionary All. 0 0 2 0
Claremont 190.2 233 4 6.3
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 147.8 22 2.5 5.5
Columbia (Decatur)

Columbia Grad (Columbia) 211 1.5 2 6.2
Conception 96 14 23 1.5
Concordia (Ft. Wayne) 552.9 345 3 8.5
Concordia (St. Louis) 487 337 4 6
Congregational 0 0 3 5
Conrad, Inc.

Conservative Baptist 303 19 1 4
Covenant 116.6 11 2 3
Dallas

DeAndreis 33 9 1 1
DeSales

Disciples Hist Soc 0 0 2 0.5
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Professional  Other Library

Institution Students  Faculty Librarians Staff
Dominican 35 14 1.8 1.7
Drew 1,884 126 14 36
Dubuque Schools of Theol 425.5 49 3 10.5
Duke Divinity
Earlham 75 9 S
Eastern Baptist 220 15 2 3
Eastern Mennonite 1,088 74.5 5.8 17.2
Eden 142 18 7 8
Emmanuel
Emmanuel (Johnson City) 52 10 2 3
Emmanuel (Toronto) 237 8 0.5 2.33
Emory 466 34 5.5 8.7
Episcopal S.W. 58 11 2 3
Episcopal/ Weston 252 35.5 3.85 7.6
Erskine
Evangelical (Myerstown) 46 6 1 1
Fuller 1,244.6 48 6 9
Garrett/Seabury
General 131.5 18 2 3.5
Golden Gate 497.1 28 2 8.5
Gordon Conwell
Grace 304 14.4 2 4.5
Graduate Theol Union 1,413 160 6 12.5
Harding 167 11 2 3
Hartford 1 0
Harvard 400 35 8 9.5
Hebrew (Cincinnati)

Hebrew (L.A.) 86 22 1 3
Hebrew (N.Y.)

Historical Foundation 0 0 6 7
Holy Cross

Hood 49 7 2 3.5
Howard

Huron 544 42 2.5 7
1iff 215 26.2 2.4 7.0
Immaculate Conception

Interdenominational 273 33 2 1
Jesuit-Krauss-McCormick 559 65 7 12
Kenrick 121 18.5 1 2.3
Knox 94 7 2 2
Lancaster 128 14 2 S
Lexington

Liberty 613 35 3 5
Lincoln 167.5 19.5 2 35
Louisville 137 15 2 4
Lutheran (Columbia) 162 16 2 1
Lutheran (Gettysburg) 218.3 18.5 2 6
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 193 17.5 4 3
Lutheran (Saskatoon)

Luther/NW 778 56 5 6
Mary Immaculate 50 13.5 1 1
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Professional  Other Library

Institution Students  Faculty Librarians Staff
Maryknoll 166.4 28.7 3 2
McGill 14 1 2
McMaster
Meadville 35 4.5 0.5 2.5
Memphis 106.9 14.1 3 0
Mennonite (Fresno) 108 10 2 5.5
Methodist 233 22 2 37

Mid-America
Midwestern Baptist

Moravian

Mount Angel

Mount St. Alphonsus 55.5 17 1 3
Mount St. Mary (Emmitsburg) 1,457 81 5 5
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 127 20 3 3
Nashotah 90 10 2 35
Nazarene

New Brunswick 87.3 10.7 2 2.2
New Orleans 880.9 58.65 3 10.5
New York

North American 120 12 1.5 2.5
North Park 137 11 1 3.5
Notre Dame

Oblate (D.C.) 26 15 4

Oblate (San Antonio) 75 8 1 2
Oral Roberts 205 17 4 8
Pacific School of Rel

Payne 28 5 1 3
Perkins 353 35 3 6.4
Phillips 90 13 1.6 8.4
Pittsburgh 195.2 20 2 42
Pontifical Josephinum

Pope John XXIII 52 12 2 11
Princeton

Queens 90.5 15

Reformed 246 16 2 3
Regis 52 14 1 6
Sacred Heart 119 21 2 2
Schwenkfelder

Seventh Day Adventist 310.5 299 1.5 6.5
Southeastern Baptist 921 42 5 13.9
Southern Baptist 1,526 100 6 24
Southwestern Baptist 3,204 127 9 63
St. Andrew 40 7 1 1
St. Augustine 66 13 1 1.5
St. Bernard 63 12 2 3
St. Charles Borromeo 85 26 6 15
St. Cyril & Methodius

St. Francis (Loretto)

St. Francis (Milwaukee) 86 17 1 2
St. John (Brighton) 170 34 1 1.5
St. John (Camarillo) 100 15 4 3
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Professional

Other Library

Institution Students  Faculty Librarians Staff
St. John (Collegeville) 1,976 119 7 13.5
St. John (Plymouth)

St. John (Winnipeg) 385 38 1 2
St. Joseph (Yonkers) 1 2
St. Leonard 25 10 1 0.5
St. Louis 10,496 1,313 1 5.5
St. Mary (Baltimore) 251 42 2 2.9
St. Mary (Cleveland) 72.3 13 1 1.5
St. Mary (Houston)

St. Mary (Mundelein)

St. Maur

St. Meinrad 335 76 2 6
St. Michael 2,500 182 7.6 15
St. Patrick 83 16 2 2
St. Paul (Kansas City) 149 21 2 4
St. Paul (St. Paul) 110 14 2.5 4
St. Peter 103 10 1 4
St. Stephen 324 4 0 0.5
St. Thomas (Denver) 1 1 2.8 0
St. Thomas (Houston) 39.3 7.6 1 3
St. Vincent 45 10 4 10
St. Vincent de Paul 90 12 2 3
St. Viadimir 93 14 1 2.5
Sulpician

Swedenborg 1 0 1 0
Talbot 3,210 175 38 23
Three Hierarchs

Trinity (Deerfield)

Trinity (Ellendale) 333 24 2 4
Trinity Lutheran 276 22.5 35 4
Trinity (Toronto) 74.7 7 0.8 1.6
Unification 11 2 2
Union (N.Y.) 315.5 35 b 15
Union (Richmond) 456.2 42.5 6 13
United (Dayton) 298 26 3 3
United (New Brighton) 151 17 2 1
Univ of Dallas

Univ of the South 88.4 11.2 1.2 3.7
Univ of Winnipeg

Vancouver 115.8 16 1 45
Vanderbilt 277 25 1 9
Virginia 152 19 2 4.5
Washington Theol Co

Wesley 270 37 2 4
Western Conservative 443 37 2 6
Western Evangelical 108 9 4 1
Western Theological

Westminster

Wilfrid Laurier 5,152 269 13 38
Woodstock

Wycliffe 60 6 2 0.3
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Professional  Other Library
Institution Students  Faculty Librarians Staff
Yale 389 35 6 10
Collection
Unb., Per. Mfilm Prdcl. Sound
Institution Volumes  Volumes Reels Fiche Subs.  Recds.
Acadia
Alliance 65,459 657 599 1,839
Anderson 52,448 221 26 154 2,090
Andover Newton 196,400 571 499 583 0
Asbury 124,511 600 2,535 642 1,287
Ashland 56,789 1,050 312 5 332 714
Assemblies of God 37,200 3,500 2,135 30,577 491 1,484
Associated Mennonite 82,210 4,000 258 6,180 228 228
Atlantic 49,350 1,300 62 20 275 566
Atonement
Austin 111,415 1,782 1,542 174 426 1,054
Bangor 70,641 125 162 158 415 23
Baptist Missionary 27,400 1,000 203 560 1,321
Bethany/Northern 128,522 170 400 2,567 684 1,365
Bethel 89,750 16,050 1,150 1,550 1,002 3,350
Biblical (Hatfield) 35,412 2,823 52 135 111 369
Billy Graham Center 64,000 2,500 2,800 23,000 350 250
Boston Univ 111,523 1,837 1,253 594 993
Brite 113,997 1,358 679
Calvary Baptist 35,000 100 50 230 300
Calvin 96,140 685 3,312 355 0
Catholic Sem Found
Catholic Sem Union 84,648 480 355 0 480 0
Catholic Univ of America 170,000 600 2,070 200 579 0
Center for Biblical Studies 12,040 400 0 0 49 25
Central Baptist 66,707 164 299 1,182
Chicago Theol Sem 93,212 110 305
Christ (Seminex) 31,052 20 3,161 330 0
Christ the King 78,233 1,000 423 700
Christian 96,305 1,500 700 25 487 1,558
Christian and Missionary All. 3,000 30 20 12 150
Claremont 108,410 3,553 491 453 565 730
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 199,883 3,660 926 191 479 665
Columbia (Decatur)
Columbia Grad (Columbia) 55,862 346 130 1,830 607 2,480
Conception 89,270 130 0 264 3,291
Concordia (Ft. Wayne) 101,074 500 1,749 987 600 3,589
Concordia (St. Louis) 151,112 9,500 2,487 14,014 1,114 3,154
Congregational 220,000 3,000 250 0 80 0
Conrad, Inc.
Conservative Baptist 61,975 5,200 161 2,054 412 875
Covenant 37,760 200 50 1,499 325 300
Dallas
DeAndreis 41,668 250 35 371 211 260
DeSales
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Unb. Per. Mfilm Prdcl. Sound

Institution Volumes  Volumes Reels Fiche Subs.  Recds.
Disciples Hist Soc 22,000 10,000 231 3 205 556
Dominican 50,557 288 17 30 263 0
Drew 396,276 13,192 63,373 1,484 1,821
Dubuque Schools of Theol 219,546 1,648 2,408 850

Duke Divinity

Earlham 31,684 126 110

Eastern Baptist 86,750 4,450 350 150 427 0
Eastern Mennonite 102,001 6,000 1,758 2,081 1,019 2,993
Eden 66,575 179 247 532
Emmanuel

Emmanuel (Johnson City) 47,643 633 7,639 524 436
Emmanuel (Toronto) 49,832 3,193 248 295
Emory 357,107 2,156 10,948 1,064

Episcopal S.W. 80,208 769 0 248 884
Episcopal/ Weston 243,937 1,158 832 1,247
Erskine

Evangelical (Myerstown) 40,351 10,000 300 20 201

Fuller 130,000 1,625 1,600 0 744 600
Garrett/Seabury

General 194,134 283 44 425 150
Golden Gate 98,113 1,031 634 487 5,056
Gordon Conwell

Grace 36,346 400 107 710 310 200
Graduate Theol Union 330,850

Harding 60,334 0 1,569 194 535 955
Hartford 74,000 10,000 1,000 3,000 213 150
Harvard 355,583 4,363 3,097 2,060

Hebrew (Cincinnati)

Hebrew (L.A.) 70,000 350 5,000 275 400
Hebrew (N.Y.)

Historical Foundation 60,725 2,844 105 130 3,712
Holy Cross

Hood 22,167 1,050 64 231 159 265
Howard

Huron 109,000 750 240 177 234 0
Tiff 109,424 446 11,737 636 800
Immaculate Conception

Interdenominational 80,098 500 750 300 232
Jesuit-Krauss-McCormick 376,540 1,200 89,796 1,114 182
Kenrick 66,191 350 237 138 361 1,396
Knox 69,257 1,200 101 267 164 172
Lancaster 120,838 100 990 2,994 378 1,980
Lexington 83,413 10,000 1,014

Liberty

Lincoln 61,252 5,000 719 8,977 425 8,634
Louisville 87,288 200 125 100 373 750
Lutheran (Columbia) 71,982 1,500 430 5,700 619 55
Lutheran (Gettysburg) 121,397 232 425 501
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 129,784 7,400 580 1,773 555 1,248
Lutheran (Saskatoon)

Luther/NW 171,812 3,130 393 419 669 1,824
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Unb. Per. Mfilm  Prdel. Sound

Institution Volumes  Volumes Reels Fiche Subs.  Recds.
Mary Immaculate 58,740 519 331 382 400
Maryknoll 85,345 800 100 100 600 0
McGill 62,746 0 178 8,683 191 93
McMaster

Meadvilie 91,010 65 10 117

Memphis 68,775 400 308 3,313 577 319
Mennonite (Fresno) 27,641 49 231 125
Methodist 74,108 0 485 0 335 1,460
Mid-America

Midwestern Baptist

Moravian

Mount Angel

Mount St. Alphonsus 74,390 600 400 2,700 700 70
Mount St. Mary (Emmitsburg) 130,166 500 6,400 725 696
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 79,000 50 50 650 332 2,000
Nashotah 63,053 1,700 140 210 580 185
Nazarene

New Brunswick 134,491 6,192 168 150 344 150
New Orleans 149,475 500 3,114 90 794 748
New York

North American 54,592 230 289 119 395 2,290
North Park 42,954 286 174 507
Notre Dame

Oblate (D.C.) 36,522 200

Oblate (San Antonio) 33,000 0 1,267 295 115
Oral Roberts 77,357 200 508 3,854 984 5,619
Pacific School of Rel

Payne 17,114 53 49 53

Perkins 183,292 63 1,550 2 363 0
Phillips 83,114 5,827 1,380 2,170 468 1,814
Pittsburgh 189,733 921 1,242 1,156 921 1,334
Pontifical Josephinum

Pope John XXIII 33,525 367 39 3,714 285 1,442
Princeton

Queens 34,038 360 120
Reformed 50,000 700 8,000 500 3,100
Regis 85,600 10 40 350 95
Sacred Heart 54,732 3,985 313 22 194 9,134
Schwenkfelder

Seventh Day Adventist 105,522 1,215 881 1,200 801 503
Southeastern Baptist 120,350 5,127 5,073 61,196 1,043 3,492
Southern Baptist 253,594 17,501 6,112 1,397 1,272 17,282
Southwestern Baptist 394,545 78,508 4,883 1,593 1,308 25,135
St. Andrew 25,000 80 600 80

St. Augustine 32,346 42 189 396
St. Bernard 81,925 50 0 450 3,648
St. Charles Borromeo 175,805 2,000 316 0 542 3,591
St. Cyril & Methodius

St. Francis (Loretto)

St. Francis (Milwaukee) 59,595 4,500 250 0 367 900
St. John (Brighton) 118,864 407 345
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Unb. Per. Mfilm Prdel. Sound
Institution Volumes  Volumes Reels Fiche Subs.  Recds.
St. John (Camarillo) 110,000 200 1,500 400 1,200
St. John (Collegeville) 288,168 1,100 15,914 1,194 4211
St. John (Plymouth)
St. John (Winnipeg) 38,710 140
St. Joseph (Yonkers) 94,604 105 436 0
St. Leonard 46,984 200 0 0 179 500
St. Louis 107,956 0 145 32 842 0
St. Mary (Baltimore) 86,822 2,356 273
St. Mary (Cleveland) 41,346 275 440 220 366 957
St. Mary (Houston)
St. Mary (Mundelein)
St. Maur
St. Meinrad 107,920 10,000 565 874
St. Michael 220,222 5,992 612 1,572
St. Patrick 58,200 90 43 540 199 404
St. Paul (Kansas City) 62,036 300 10 340
St. Paul (St. Paul) 70,675 850 260 300 390 0
St. Peter 31,677 641 270
St. Stephen 11,736 31
St. Thomas (Denver) 96,500 400 1,791 50 420 10
St. Thomas (Houston) 37,000 1,800 134 1,138 285 1,789
St. Vincent 211,990 3,314 132,490 748 4,195
St. Vincent de Paul 41,900 500 158 54 245 275
St. Vladimir 42,000 3,000 345 1,231 295 369
Sulpician
Swedenborg 32,215 624 10 32 75
Talbot 174,078 8,674 1,075 0
Three Hierarchs
Trinity (Deerfield)
Trinity (Ellendale) 60,000 800 50 1,200 360 70
Trinity Lutheran 75,300 2,500 950 100 485 1,750
Trinity (Toronto) 30,140 1,100 55 30 61 11
Unification 24,300 4,200 2,400 21,000 410
Union (N.Y.) 536,470 5,000 12,000 20,000 1,250 2,000
Union (Richmond) 213,474 2,110 22,401 1,126 19,297
United (Dayton) 92,793 993 981 307 1,583
United (New Brighton) 54,510 833 24 452 303 837
Univ of Dallas
Univ of the South 73,098 880 14,099 885 775
Univ of Winnipeg
Vancouver 60,867 347 324 273 1,174
Vanderbilt 125,037 1,506 366 889 292
Virginia 102,596 1,354 210 414 349
Washington Theol Co
Wesley 94,790 12,000 387 964 526 2,038
Western Conservative 38,000 270 357 425 1,945
Western Evangelical 38,118 2,450 58 8 405 540
Western Theological
Westminster
Wilfrid Laurier 345,694 900 13,171 114,649 4,291 6,188
Woodstock
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Unb. Per. Mfilm Prdcl. Sound
Institution Volumes  Volumes Reels Fiche Subs.
Wycliffe 43,054 20 499 94
Yale 320,640 500 2,995 8,727 1,018
Financial Data
Total Wages &  Library  1980/81 |
Institution Expenses Salaries  Materials | Budget
Acadia
Alliance 118,923 77,632 32,355 118,000
Anderson 66,279 43,164 915 73,064
Andover Newton 158,975 86,970 45,232 169,217
Asbury 216,568 138,147 45,444 250,063
Ashland 42,500 24,500 17,595 43,000
Assemblies of God 126,114 59,478 40,146 108,727
Associated Mennonite 84,456 41,706 18,860 94,445
Atlantic 75,500 46,450 20,500 81,891
Atonement
Austin 114,137 58,306 30,425 120,000
Bangor 55,784 34,168 17,479 57,700
Baptist Missionary 43,172 21,972 21,200 51,143
Bethany/Northern 155,726 106,482 28,252 161,357
Bethe! 120,550 71,261 35,141 131,565
Biblical (Hatfield) 35,950 25,795 5,669 40,552
Billy Graham Center 297,000 120,000 43,000 250,000
Boston Univ 187,195 118,166 31,707 138,759
Brite 153,597 88,689 49.414 167,343
Calvary Baptist 31,774 23,000 67,024
Calvin 112,294 46,000 43,794 120,000
Catholic Sem Found
Catholic Sem Union 100,092 62,234 28,550 112,257
Catholic Univ of America 36,610 28,956 66,266
Center for Biblical Studies 25,000 15,000 6,000 27,000
Central Baptist 57,307 36,623 18,155 65,961
Chicago Theol Sem 85,714 44,348 23,000 72,027
Christ (Seminex) 104,091 64,588 23,201 106,383
Christ the King 71,541 32,543 38,350 75,000
Christian 94,772 63,373 24,845 97,229
Christian and Missionary All. 12,500
Claremont 103,068 46,200 162,491
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 138,554 66,790 53,448 145,266
Columbia (Decatur)
Columbia Grad (Columbia) 141,006 78,571 55,915 170,000
Conception 54,698 24,754 16,029 56,496
Concordia (Ft. Wayne) 162,788 87,221 52,022 137,200
Concordia (St. Louis) 320,274 128,534 125,185 379,000
Congregational 51,415 70,897
Conrad, Inc.
Conservative Baptist 98,287 51,238 32,180 126,102
Covenant 86,684 56,129 17,108 95,840
Dallas
DeAndreis 35,657 15,000 17,556 38,500
DeSales
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Total Wages &  Library  1980/81 |

Institution Expenses  Salaries Materials | Budget
Disciples Hist Soc 127,512 75,652 4,225 127,512
Dominican 64,687 40,073 18,730 78,030
Drew 789,282 533,728 215,699 829,700
Dubugque Schools of Theol 213,611 128,674 65,992 217,682
Duke Divinity

Earlham 11,600 16,000
Eastern Baptist 72,200 48,000 18,000 66,900
Eastern Mennonite 239,382 147,838 72,752 251,606
Eden 119,098 39,000 17,741 119,098
Emmanue]

Emmanuel (Johnson City) 89,753 39,093 32,761 74,560
Emmanuel (Toronto) 90,750 31,000 14,770 95,500
Emory 252,984 117,819 112,274 244,100
Episcopal S.W. 84,846 53,132 14,636 101,741
Episcopal/ Weston 198,344 133,455 54,250 211,174
Erskine

Evangelical (Myerstown) 21,000 12,000 34,500
Fuller 184,880 38,200 311,056
Garrett/Seabury

General 160,965 89,115 52,000 176,000
Golden Gate 156,314 95,760 40,134 162,226
Gordon Conwell

Grace 84,982 48,616 21,302 93,111
Graduate Theol Union 430,670 221,930 102,350 581,156
Harding 89,483 49,679 27,902

Hartford 29,847 8,500 17,800 25,500
Harvard 472,814 289,684 104,727 496,534
Hebrew (Cincinnati)

Hebrew (L.A.) 26,620 15,000 29,585
Hebrew (N.Y.)

Historical Foundation 66,146 49,500 6,330 88,145
Holy Cross

Hood 23,349 18,323 5,026 30,000
Howard

Huron 125,331 78,458 36,580 148,317
iitid 215,284 97,882 76,439 216,936
Immaculate Conception

Interdenominational 66,851 40,750 15,203 75,000
Jesuit-Krauss-McCormick 386,804 250,467 96,896 455,461
Kenrick 65,730 31,678 499 74,500
Knox 73,327 46,562 17,175 77,300
Lancaster 108,985 40,605 33,570 122,286
Lexington 87,260 47,260 38,000 96,700
Liberty

Lincoln 85,897 56,917 16,500 94,486
Louisville 145,662 93,216 28,137 161,071
Lutheran (Columbia) 80,062 43,804 33,159 100,760
Lutheran (Gettysburg) 127,536 70,008 38,915 138,982
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 142,102 63,568 32,923 153,975
Lutheran (Saskatoon)

Luther/NW 190,309 108,708 62,072 219,840
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Total Wages & Library 1980/81 |

Institution Expenses  Salaries Materials | Budget
Mary Immaculate 52,038 25,798 20,386 57,923
Maryknoll 45,000 12,820 96,070
McGill 88,238 67,667 18,951 94,246
McMaster

Meadville 36,600 28,400 7,000 46,135
Memphis 47,142 26,148 13,878 84,434
Mennonite (Fresno) 29,462 27,610

Methodist 136,779 72,422 41,186 153,000
Mid-America 86,044 41,981 128,025 183,363
Midwestern Baptist

Moravian

Mount Angel

Mount St. Alphonsus 62,530 26,757 26,545 63,860
Mount St. Mary (Emmitsburg) 237,310 123,200 104,110 256,350
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 84,539 35,472 33,802 84,325
Nashotah 107,316 56,027 35,204 120,261
Nazarene

New Brunswick 69,348 38,142 15,610 72,009
New Orleans 151,764 101,012 39,803 164,488
New York

North American 83,656 48,490 32,852 86,177
North Park 78,457 36,727 30,592 88,434
Notre Dame

Oblate (D.C.) 13,000
Oblate (San Antonio) 44,599 29,296 18,133 45,900
Oral Roberts 120,077 73,292 30,804 123,118
Pacific School of Rel

Payne 17,600

Perkins 367,493 84 538 268,997

Phillips 114,877 63,528 25,192 116,096
Pittsburgh 169,430 89,530 60,000

Pontifical Josephinum

Pope John XXIII 15,967 12,000 28,728
Princeton

Queens 10,226

Reformed 115,380 57,435 51,000 128,500
Regis 86,215 45,375 21,500 71,930
Sacred Heart 51,651 25,164 22,325 58,260
Schwenkfelder

Seventh Day Adventist 279,405 74,811 57,287 262,615
Southeastern Baptist 278,780 169,898 53,027 305,503
Southern Baptist 449 533 248,140 99,275 509,562
Southwestern Baptist 748,276 469,019 137,782 749,670
St. Andrew 32,000 22,000 2,000 37,000
St. Augustine 34,825 20,587 13,237 36,283
St. Bernard 39,600 36,000 78,411
St. Charles Borromeo 134,848 87,871 29,115 139,000
St. Cyril & Methodius

St. Francis (Loretto)

St. Francis (Milwaukee) 54,928 15,396 19,500 27,650
St. John (Brighton) 66,407 17,966 40,001 72,201
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Total Wages &  Library  1980/81 |

Institution Expenses Salaries Materials | Budget
St. John (Camarillo) 115,000 55,000 28,000 120,000
St. John (Collegeville) 479,082 252,314 182,134

St. John (Plymouth)

St. John (Winnipeg) 69,431 45,424 20,059

St. Joseph (Yonkers) 77,413 35,095 28,665 80,000
St. Leonard 28,799 15,588 9,703 29,267
St. Louis 80,366 43,398 29,031 92,000
St. Mary (Baltimore) 74,514 43,643 18,483 79,461
St. Mary (Cleveland) 40,544 14,360 20,176 43,000
St. Mary (Houston)

St. Mary (Mundelein)

St. Maur

St. Meinrad 165,643 71,189 55,256 163,557
St. Michael 586,228 357,500 156,528 601,080
St. Patrick 39,278 20,589 315 42,000
St. Paul (Kansas City) 116,123 62,477 28,424 138,345
St. Paul (St. Paul) 74,500 44,500 18,000 83,500
St. Peter 54,585 27,000 26,085 60,000
St. Stephen 6,000 4,200 6,000
St. Thomas (Denver) 43,027 25,870 2,810 53,000
St. Thomas (Houston) 41,300 21,500 15,200 46,300
St. Vincent 244 814 118,051 83,206 238,633
St. Vincent de Paul 47,927 20,000 2,700 38,493
St. Viadimir 49,658 32,515 11,429 53,500
Sulpician

Swedenborg 10,000 2,100 11,100
Talbot 331,537 164,428 107,877 348,762
Three Hierarchs

Trinity (Deerfield)

Trinity (Ellendale) 42,759 27,719 11,871 42,759
Trinity Lutheran 139,599 85,747 32,408 155,301
Trinity (Toronto) 39,889 26,206 6,974 43,510
Unification 60,000 59,000 60,000
Union (N.Y.) 444760 270,420 113,040 466,640
Union (Richmond) 421,982 187,472 92,022 476,840
United (Dayton) 141,221 97,311 28,514 160,611
United (New Brighton) 75,005 41,986 18,300 83,746
Univ of Dallas

Univ of the South 99,997 63,410 32,309 119,210
Univ of Winnipeg

Vancouver 115,591 76,457 36,134 136,740
Vanderbilt 219,274 73,243 39,940 241,201
Virginia 175,634 81,280 43,810 188,550
Washington Theol Co

Wesley 140,323 77,608 42,612 148,620
Western Conservative 126,000 93,500 21,600 137,820
Western Evangelical 74,331 39,268 1,295 78,980
Western Theological

Westminster

Wilfrid Laurier 1,478,520 791,298 601,991 1,472,221
Woodstock
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Total Wages & Library 1980/81 |

Institution Expenses Salaries Materials | Budget
Wrycliffe 40,334 24,050 10,110 51,550
Yale 268,915 104,807 402,718
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Circulation Data 1

3 Day Used in Total I.L.L. LL.L.
Institution Regular or Less Library | (col. 1+2) Sent Rec’d.
Acadia
Alliance 108 155
Anderson 153 22
Andover Newton 250 99
Asbury 309 115
Ashland 175 55 109 230 26 8
Assemblies of God 382 382 53 173
Associated Mennonite 296 302 598 23 21
Atlantic 175 30 10 205 91 20
Atonement
Austin 5 2
Bangor 86 29 115 183 57
Baptist Missionary 207 207 1 12
Bethany/Northern 484 484 149 6
Bethel 325 83 408 569 314
Biblical (Hatfleld) 30 57
Billy Graham Center 0 0
Boston Univ 751 79 81 830 170 91
Brite 214 36 250 579 263
Calvary Baptist 10 5
Calvin 160 160
Catholic Sem Found
Catholic Sem Union 252 252 211 230
Catholic Univ of America
Center for Biblical Studies 3 67
Central Baptist 235 9
Chicago Theol Sem 5 85
Christ (Seminex) 87 12 99 114 38
Christ the King 230 230 60 31
Christian 387 45 432 138 73
Christian and Missionary All. 0 6
Claremont 430 166 160 596 177 225
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 431 163 594 177 27
Columbia (Decatur)
Columbia Grad (Columbia) 850 350 850 5 31
Conception 154 154 55 81
Concordia (Ft. Wayne) 761 75 836 620 410
Concordia (St. Louis) 222 70
Congregational 25 0
Conrad, Inc.
Conservative Baplist 1,501 1,501 5 43
Covenant 149 300 218 449 8 20
Dallas
DeAndreis 66 12
DeSales .
Disciples Hist Soc 9 0
Dominican 160 160 35 4
Drew 2,009 811
Dubugque Schools of Theol 414 266 680 15 130
Duke Divinity
Earlham
Eastern Baptist 193 78 293 271 224 82
Eastern Mennonite 520 164 684 223 308
Eden 226 153
Emmanuel
Emmanue! (Johnson City) 292 292 82 115
Emmanuel (Toronto) 401 47 251 448 76
Emory 682 682 426 145
Episcopal S.W. 18 4
Episcopal/ Weston 393 393 284 124
Erskine
Evangelical (Myerstown) 65 59 124 20 30
Fuller 157 87

1 Circulation reported for the week of November 9-15, inclusive.
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3Day Usedin Total ILL.L. ILL.L.
Institution Regular or Less  Library | (col. 1+2) Sent  Rec’d
Garrett/Seabury
General 35 8
Golden Gate 169 164
Gordon Conwell
Grace 234 502
Graduate Theot Union 573 399
Harding 194 149
Hartford 14 14 52 113
Harvard 335 77
Hebrew (Cincinnati)
Hebrew (L.A.) 100 100 80 70
Hebrew (N.Y.)
Historical Foundation 0 0
Holy Cross
Hood 68 53 135 121 0 4
Howard
Huron 671 52 135 723 74 34
nNiff 317 19 336 1,208 31
Immaculate Conception
Interdenominational 467 45 512 24 10
Jesuit-Krauss-McCormick 229 21
Kenrick 120 75 120 10 13
Knox 382 382 110 4
Lancaster 291 58 349 124 S
Lexington 380 28 300 408
Liberty 7 628
Lincoln 408 522 1,043 930 48 30
Louisville 512 3 515 61 11
Lutheran (Columbia) 6 2
Lutheran {Gettysburg) 383 82 13 465 71 97
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 363 16 82 379 348 182
Lutheran (Saskatoon)
Luther/NW 793 111 904 850 482
Mary Immaculate 138 47 60 40
Maryknoll 187 137
McGill 122 60
McMaster
Meadville 157 4
Memphis 14 10
Mennonite {Fresno} 13 70
Methodist 389 389 42 30
Mid-America
Midwestern Baptist
Moravian
Mount Angel
Mount St. Alphonsus 153 153 64 116
Mount St. Mary (Emmitsburg) 188 322
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 270 270 286 157
Nashotah 28 98
Nazarene
New Brunswick 74 18
New Orleans 744 21 241 765 53 161
New York
North American 365 S5 420 309 48
North Park 79 30
Notre Dame
Oblate (D.C.)
Oblate (San Antonio)
Oral Roberts
Pacific School of Rel
Payne 9 18
Perkins 610 128
Phillips 190 27 162 217 563 51
Pittsburgh 364 364 391 49
Pontifical Josephinum
Pope John XXIII 127 90 127 2 2
Princeton
Queens
Reformed 73 28
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3Day Usedin Total I.L.L. LL.L.
Institution Regular  or Less  Library | {col. 1+2) Sent  Rec’d.
Regis 37 371 79 6
Sacred Heart 185 0 185 14
Schwenkfelder
Seventh Day Adventist 315 310
Southeastern Baptist 2,590 540 3,130 418 194
Southern Baptist 2,070 483 2,553 1,078 386
Southwestern Baptist 750 237
St. Andrew 25 1
St. Augustine 103 103 14 0
St. Bernard
St. Charles Borromeo 364 364 349 59
St. Cyril & Methodius
St. Francis (Loretto)
St. Francis (Milwaukee) 190 190 3 3
St. John (Brighton) 106 2
St. John (Camarillo)} 16 13
St. John (Collegeville) 1,186 2,054
St. John (Plymouth)
St. John (Winnipeg) 272 16 59 288
St. Joseph (Yonkers) 9 5
St. Leonard 27 27 3 43
St. Louis 338 335 222 0
St. Mary (Baltimore) 21 14
St. Mary {Cleveland) 102 0 102 20 7
St. Mary (Houston)
St. Mary (Mundelein)
St. Maur
St. Meinrad 721 721 348 186
St. Michael 1,984 503 2,487 313 50
St. Patrick 190 30
St. Paul (Kansas City) 10 3
St. Paul (St. Paul) 165 165 342 274
St. Peter
St. Stephen 31 17 31
St. Thomas (Denver) 107 107 13 5
St. Thomas (Houston) 1 8
St. Vincent 157 216
St. Vincent de Paul 400 100 400 0 6
St. Viadimir 346 110 456 3 10
Sulpician
Swedenborg
Talbot 2,990 1,187 4,177 291 162
Three Hierarchs
Trinity (Deetfield)
Trinity (Ellendale) 111 188
Trinity Lutheran 343 44 94 387 96 18
Trinity (Toronto) 156 58 228 214 13 0
Unification
Union (N.Y) 1,144 1,144 2,095 24
Union (Richmond) 1,023 44 688 1,067 471 274
United (Dayton) 254 20 274 479 144
United (New Brighton) 271 271 149 158
Univ of Dallas
Univ of the South 278 253 531 149 151
Univ of Winnipeg
Vancouver
Vanderbilt 447 178
Virginia 198 42
Washington Theol Co
Wesley 385 84 469 94 61
Western Conservative 625 300 925 26 149
Western Evangelical 324 170 324 238 69
Western Theological
Westminster
Wilfrid Laurier 1,236 1,549
Woodstock
Wycliffe 112 112 1§ 16
Yale 299 18
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% Increase in Volumesl

Institution %
Hartford 6224.79
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 3345
Oblate (D.C.) 21.74
Southwestern Baptist 20.76
Calvary Baptist 20.69
Pope John XXIII 17.83
St. Mary {(Baltimore) 13.55
Columbia Grad (Columbia) 13.51
Baptist Missionary 11.61
Biblical (Hatfield) 9.13
Christ (Seminex) 8.15
Emmanuel Johnson City) 8.06
Disciples Hist Soc 7.93
St. John (Camaritlo) 7.84
Hebrew (L.A) 7.69
Reformed 7.30
Fuller 7.00
Hood 6.75
Maryknoll 6.68
Wilfrid Laurier 6.57
Lvangelical (Myerstown) 6.19
St. Thomas (Denver) 6.04
Western Conservative 5.78
Associated Mennonite 5.65
Asbury 5.47
Kenrick 5.21
Lutheran (Columbia) 5.20
Calvin 5.20
Nashotah 5.09
Eastern Mennonite 5,03
Concordia (Ft. Wayne) 5.00
Bethel 497
Talbot 493
North Park 471
Iiff 439
Conservative Baptist 416
Oral Roberts 4.10
St. Patrick 393
Southeastern Baptist 3.87
Western Evangelical 3.77
Wesley 3.76
Brite 373
St. Leonard 372
Mary Immaculate 3.69
St. Francis (Milwaukee) 3.64
Methodist 3.56
Concordia (St. Louis) 3.53
Cathotic Sem Union 3.52
North American 3.40
Trinity (Ellendale} 3.39
Dominican 329
Harding 324
St. Mary (Cleveland) 3.22
Union (Richmond} 3.05
Lexington 2.94
Mount St. Alphonsus 2.75
St. Paul (Kansas City) 274
Luther/NW 2.74
Chbrist the King 2.65
Lutheran (Gettysburg) 2.63
DeAndreis 2.63

1 Excluding unbound periodicals.

Comparative Tables

Lancaster 2.61
Virginia 2.60
Seventh Day Adventist 2.59
Conception 2.59
St. John (Winnipeg) 2.58
United (New Brighton} 2.56
Unification 2.53
Lincoln 2.52
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 2.42
New Orleans 2.40
Christian 2.23
Univ of the South 2.16
United (Dayton) 2.15
St. Vincent 2.05
Ashland 2.05
Trinity Lutheran 2.01
Austin 2.00
McGill 1.90
Bangor 1.81
Central Baptist 1.80
St. John (Collegeville) 1.70
Vanderbilt 1.62
Pittsburgh 1.61
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 1.59
Golden Gate 1.53
Emory 1.53
Southern Baptist 1.49
Episcopal/ Weston 1.47
Wycliffe 1.44
Dubuque Schools of Theol 1.40
St. Augustine 1.37
Eastern Baptist 1.34
Phillips 1.31
Eden 1.31
Swedenborg 1.19
St. Stepben 1.15
General 1.07
Graduate Theol Union 1.06
St. Paul (St. Paul) 0.96
Perkins 0.90
Harvard 0.73
Andover Newton 0.70
New Brunswick 0.68
Yale 0.65
Drew 0.65
Assemblies of God 0.54
St. Charles Borromeo 0.46
Episcopal S.W. 0.39
Boston Univ 0.08
St. Andrew 0.00
Knox 0.00
Interdenominational 0.00
Huron -0.91
Memphis -0.99
Congregational -2.22
Union {N.Y.) -3.34
Louisville -4.08
Vancouver -8.41
Historical Foundation -30.20
Mennonite (Fresno) -58.73
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% Increase of 1980/81 Budget over 1979/80

Total Expenses

Institution %
Mid-America 113.10
Memphis 79.11
Earlham 3793
Graduate Theot Union 34.94
Historical Foundation 33.26
Hood 2849
Conscrvative Baptist 28.30
Wrycliffe 27.81
Meadville 26.05
Lutheran (Columbia) 25.85
St. Thomas (Denver) 23.18
Dominican 20.63
Columbia Grad (Columbia) 20.56
Episcopal S.W, 19.91
Univ of the South 19.21
St. Paul (Kansas City) 19.14
Baptist Missionary 18.46
Huron 18.34
Concordia (St. Louis} 18.34
Vancouver 18.30
Jesuit-Krauss-McCormick 17.75
St. Andrew 15.63
Luther/NW 15.52
Asbury 15.47
Central Baptist 15.10
St. Louis 14,48
United (Dayton) 13.73
Southern Baptist 13.35
Kenrick 13.34
Union {Richmond) 13,00
Sacred Heart 12.80
Bihlical (Hatficld) 12.80
North Park 1272
Lancaster 12.20
Interdenominational 12.19
Catholic Sem Union 12.15
St. Thomas (Houston) 12.11
St. Paul (St. Paul) 12.08
Nashotah 12.06
Methodist 11.86
Associated Mennonite 11.83
United {New Brighton) [1.65
Reformed 11.37
Mary Immaculate 11.31
Trinity Lutheran 11.25
Hebrew (L.A.) 11.14
Lexington 10.82
Louisville 10.58
Covenant 10.56
Anderson 10,24
Vanderbilt 10.00
Lincoln 10.00
St. Peter 9.92
Southeastern Baptist 9.59
Grace 9.57
Western Conservative 9.38
General 9.34
Bethel 9.14
Trinity {Toronto) 9.08
Lutheran (Gettysburg) 8,97
Brite 8.95
St. John {Brighton) 8.72
Atlantic 8.46
New Orleans 8.38
Lutheran (Philadelphia} 8.36
Mount St. Mary (Emmitsburg)  8.02
Center {or Biblical Studies 8.00
DeAndreis 7.97

St. Viadimir 7.74
Virginia 7.35
St. Patrick 6.93
Calvin 6.86
McGill 6.81
St. Mary (Baltimore) 6.64
Episcopal/ Weston 6.47
Andover Newton 6.44
Western Evangelical 6.25
St. Mary (Cleveland) 6.06
Wesley 591
Knox 5.42
Emmanuel {Toronto) 5.23
Talbot 5.20
Austin S5.14
Drew S.12
Eastern Mennonite 5.11
Harvard 5.02
Union {(N.Y.) 4.92
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 4.84
Christ the King 4.83
St. John (Camarillo) 4.35
St. Augustine 4.19
New Brunswick 3.84
Golden Gate 3.78
Bethany/Northern 3.62
Bangor 343
St. Joseph (Yonkers) 3.34
Conception 329
St. Charles Borromeo 3.08
North American 3.01
Oblate (San Antonio) 2.92
Christian 2.59
St. Michael 2.53
Oral Roberts 2,53
Christ (Seminex) 2.20
Mount St. Alphonsus 2,13
Dubugque Schools of Theol 1.91
St. Leonard 1.63
Ashland 1.18
Phillips 1.06
Iff 0.77
Southwestern Baptist 0.19
Unification 0.00
Trinity (Ellendate) 0.00
St. Stephen 0.00
Eden 0.00
Disciples Hist Soc 0.00
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) -0.25
Wilfrid Laurier -0.43
Alliance -0.78
St. Vincent -2.52
Emory -3.51
Seventh Day Adventist -6.01
Eastern Baptist -7.34
Josephinum -8.47
Boston Univ -25.87
St. Francis (Milwaukee) -49.66

% Increase in Expenditures for Library

Materials
Institution %

Disciples Hist Soc 1249.84
Associated Mennonite 1238.54
Baptist Missionary 791.13
Catholic Sem Union 188.65
Historical Foundation 153.20
Emmanuel (Johnson City) 123.03
North American 56.01
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Dubuque Schools of Theol 55.94
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 55.60
Columbia Grad (Columbia) 53.90
Southwestern Baptist 50.60
North Park 43.62
Emory 43.20
General 42.47
Biblical (Hatfield) 39.15
Luther/NW 39.12
Reformed 30.77
St. John (Winnipeg) 29.86
St. Meinrad 26.61
iy 26.42
Seventh Day Adventist 2428
Ashland 24.24
Wycliffe 23.29
St. Mary (Cleveland) 2220
Dominican 22.04
St. Peter 21.72
Memphis 20.06
Hartford 18.67
Lutheran (Gettysburg) 17.93
St. John (Collegeville) 17.03
Bangor 16.60
Drew 16.49
St. Paul (Kansas City) 16.36
Boston Univ 1547
Methodist 15.41
Union {Richmond) 15.20
Phillips 15.20
St. Leonard 15.05
Yale 15.03
Southeastern Baptist 14.25
Calvin 12.19
Hebrew (L.A.) 1.1
Golden Gate 10.77
Southern Baptist 10.45
New Orleans 10.30
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 9.75
Asbury 9.74
Talbot 9.51
Trinity (Toronto} 9.45
Lutheran (Pbiladeiphia) 8.64
Huron 8.22
Concordia (St. Louis} 7.25
Nashotab 6.30
Central Baptist 5.95
Univ of the South 5.94
St. Paul (St. Paul) 5.88
St. John (Brighton) 5.79
Christ (Seminex) 5.71
Trinity Lutheran 5.30
Eastern Baptist 5.24
Swedenborg 5.00
Conservative Baptist 4.62
Andover Newton 4.08
Eden 4.02
Lpiscopal S.W. 3.41
DcAndreis 327
Pittsburgh 3.09
Lincoln 2.79
Conception 275
Lexington 2.70
United (Dayton) 235
Eastern Mennonite 1.95
Harding 1.57
St. Vincent 1.42
United (New Brighton) 1.39
McGill 1.16
Brite 1.07
New Brunswick 0.41

Union (N.Y.) 0.04
Unification 0.00
St. Louis 0.00
St. John (Camarillo) 0.00
Oral Roberts 0.00
Mennonite (Fresno) 0.00
Calvary Baptist 0.00
Vancouver -0.34
Graduate Theol Union -0.76
Wilfrid Laurier -2.40
Harvard -2.44
Knox -4.09
Lutheran {(Columbia) -4.19
Mount St. Alphonsus -4.68
Bethel -5.02
Wesley -5.74
Christ the King -6.01
Austin -6.26
Bethany/Northern -6.52
St. Charles Borromeo -6.80
Pope John XXIII -6.98
Interdenominationat -7.38
Lancaster -9.10
Episcopal/ Weston -9.58
Louisville -21.58
St. Patrick -24.28
Vanderbilt -25.46
Trinity (Ellendale) -25.96
Hood -40.32
Western Evangelical -42.08
St. Mary (Baltimore) -42.32
Perkins -46.54
Fuller -47.31
Maryknoll -63.48
St. Thomas (Denver) -77.15
Anderson -94.42
Kenrick -97.86
Volumes Per Student

Institution Vol/Stud
St. Thomas (Denver) 96500.00
Swedenborg 32215.00
St. Vincent 4710.89
Meadville 2600.29
St. Charles Borromeo 2068.29
St. Leonard 1879.36
Union (N.Y) 1700.38
Regis 1646.15
New Brunswick 1540.56
General 1476.30
Dominican 1444.49
Oblate (D.C.) 1404.69
Episcopal S.W. 1382.90
Coigate R/Bexley/Crozer 1352.39
Mount St. Alphonsus 1340.36
St. Bernard 1300.40
DeAndreis 1262.67
Mary Immaculate 1174.80
St. John (Camarillo) 1100.00
Austin 1071.30
Chicago Theol Sem 1024.31
Alliance 1007.06
Pittsburgh 971,99
Episcopal/ Weston 968.00
Lancaster 944 .05
St. Thomas (Houston) 94148
Conception 929.90
Phiilips 923.49
Emmanuel (Johnson City) 916.21
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Harvard 888.96
Evangelical (Myerstown) 877.20
Univ of the South 826.90
Yale 824.27
Bangor 82141
Hebrew (L.A.) 813.95
Emory 766.32
Knox 736.78
Wycliffe 711.57
St. Patrick 701.20
Nashotah 700.59
St. John (Brighton) 699.20
St. Francis {(Milwaukee) 692.97
Virginia 674.97
Jesuit-Krauss-McCormick 673.60
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 672.46
Baptist Missionary 655.50
Pope John XXIII 644.71
Memphis 643.36
St. Paul (St. Paul) 642.50
Louisville 637.14
Bethany/Northern 636.25
Brite 630.86
St. Andrew 625.00
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 622.05
Andover Newton 619.56
Payne 611,21
Christ the King 605.52
Central Baptist 590.33
Calvary Baptist 583.33
Atlantic 573.84
St. Mary (Cleveland) 571.87
Claremont 569.98
Josephinum 568.80
Lutheran (Gettysburg) 556.10
Calvin 549,37
Kenrick 547.03
Vancouver 525.62
Perkins 519.24
Associated Mennonite 517.04
Dubugque Schools of Theol 515.97
Maryknoll 512.89
niff 508.95
St. Augustine 490.09
Eden 468.84
Union (Richmond) 467.94
St. Vincent de Paut 465.56
Sacred Heart 459.93
North American 454.93
Hood 452.39
St. Viadimir 451.61
Vanderbiit 451.40
Lutheran (Columbia) 44433
Oblate (San Antonio) 440.00
Catholic Univ of America 423.94
Eartham 422.45
St. Paul (Kansas City) 416.35
Trinity (Toronto) 403.48
Eastern Baptist 394.32
Christian 380.65
Oral Roberts 371.35
Queens 376.11
Anderson 371.97
Lincoln 365.68
Harding 361.28
United (New Brighton) 360.99
Western Evangelical 352.94
Wesley 351.07
St. Mary (Baltimore) 345.90
Seventh Day Adventist 339.85
Biblical (Hatfield) 334.08

Covenant 323.84
St. Meinrad 322.15
Methodist 318.06
North Park 313.53
United (Dayton) 311.39
Concordia (St. Louis) 310.29
Center for Biblical Studics 308.72
St. Peter 307.54
Interdenominational 293.40
Trinity Lutheran 272.83
Catholic Sem Union 268.72
Columbia Grad (Columbia) 264.75
Bethel 260.45
Mennonite {Fresno} 255.94
Boston Univ 246.19
Graduate Theol Union 234.15
Luther/NW 220.84
Drew 210.34
Emmanuel (Toronto) 210.26
Conservative Baptist 204.54
Reformed 203.25
Huron 200.37
Golden Gate 197.37
Ashiand 195.15
Assemblies of God 190.77
Christ (Seminex) 187.63
Concordia (Ft. Wayne) 182.81
Trinity (Ellendale) 180.18
New Orleans 169.68
Southern Baptist 166.18
Asbury 146.83
St. John (Collegevilie) 145.83
Southeastern Baptist 130.67
Southwestern Baptist 123.14
Grace 119.56
Fuller 104.45
St. John (Winnipeg) 100.55
Eastern Mennonite 93.75
Mount St. Mary {Emmitsburg) 89.34
St. Michael 88.09
Western Conservative 85.78
Wilfrid Laurier 67.10
Talbot 54.23
St. Stephen 36.22
St. Louis 10.29
Expenditure Per Student
Institution $

St. Thomas {Denver) 43027.00
St. Vincent 5440.31
Dominican 1848.20
Alliance 1829.58
Emmanuel (Johnson City) 1726.02
Regis 1657.98
St. Charles Borromeo 1586.45
Episcopal S.W. 1462.86
Union (N.Y.) 1409.70
Phillips 1276.41
General 1224.07
Nashotah 1192.40
Harvard 1182.03
Virginia 1155.49
St. Leonard 1151.96
St. John (Camarillo)} 1150.00
Univ of the South 1131.19
Mount St. Alphonsus 1126.67
Austin 1097.47
DeAndreis 1080.52
Louisville 1063.23
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St. Thomas (Houston) 1050.89
Meadville 1045.71
Perkins 1041.06
Mary Immaculate 1040.76
Baptist Missionary 1032.82
1iff 1001.32
Vancouver 998.20
Chicago Theol Sem 94191
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 937.44
Union (Richmond) 924.99
Seventh Day Adventist 899.86
Atlantic 877.91
Pittsburgh 867.98
Lancaster 851.45
Brite 850.01
Eden 838.72
St. Andrew 800.00
New Brunswick 794.36
Vanderbilt 791.60
Episcopal/ Weston 787.08
Knox 780.07
St. Paul (Kansas City) 779.35
Bethany/Northern 770.92
Covenant 743.43
Lutheran {(Philadelphia) 736.28
North American 697.13
Jesuit-Krauss-McCormick 691.96
Western Evangelical 688.25
St. Paul (St. Paul) 677.27
Wycliffe 672.23
Columbia Grad {Columbia) 668.27
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 665.66
Concordia (St. Louis) 657.65
Bangor 648.65
Assemblies of God 646.74
Calvin 641.68
Center for Biblical Studies 641.03
St. Francis (Milwaukee) 638.70
Christ (Seminex} 628.95
Josephinum 599.12
Oblate {San Antonio) 594.65
Methodist 587.03
Oral Roberts 585.74
Lutheran (Gettysburg) 584.22
North Park 572.68
Conception 569.77
St. Mary (Cleveland) 560.77
Christ the King 55372
Kenrick 543.22
Emory 542.88
Harding 535.83
Trinity (Toronto) 533.99
St. Viadimir 533.96
St. Vincent de Paul 532.52
Associated Mennonite 531.17
St. Peter 529.95
St. Augustine 527.65
Wesley 519.71
Lincoln 512.82
Central Baptist 507.14
Trinity Lutheran 505.79
Dubugue Schools of Theol 502.02
Andover Newton 501.50
United (New Brighton) 496.72
St. Meinrad 494.46
Lutheran (Columbia) 494.21
Hood 476.51
United (Dayton) 473.90
St. Patrick 473.23
Anderson 470.06
Reformed 469.02

Memphis 440,99
Sacred Heart 434.04
Drew 418.94
Boston Univ 413.23
St. John (Brighton) 390.63
Emmanuel (Toronto) 382.91
Christian 374.59
Bethel 349.83
Biblical (Hatfield) 339.15
Eastern Baptist 328.18
Conservative Baptist 324.38
Catholic Sem Union 317.75
Golden Gate 314.45
Hebrew (L.A.) 309.53
Graduate Theol Union 304.79
Southeastern Baptist 302.69
St. Mary (Baltimore) 296.87
Southern Baptist 294.58
Concordia {Ft. Wayne) 294.43
Wilfrid Lauricr 286.98
Western Conservative 284.42
Grace 279.55
Asbury 255.39
Interdenominational 244,88
Luther/NW 244.61
St. John (Collegevilic) 242.45
St. Michael 23449
Southwestern Baptist 233.54
Huron 230.39
Eastern Mennonite 220.02
St. John (Winnipeg) 180.34
New Orleans 172.28
Mount St. Mary (Emmitsburg)  162.88
Eartham 154.67
Ashland 146.05
Trinity (Ellendale) 128 41
Talbot 103.28
St. Stephen 18.52
St. Louis 7.66

Ratio of Wages to Library Materials

Institution Ratio
St. Patrick 65.36
Kenrick 63.48
Anderson 47.17
Western Evangelical 30.32
Disciples Hist Soc 17.91
St. Andrew 11.00
St. Thomas {Denver) 9.21
Historical Foundation 7.82
St. Vincent de Paul 7.41
Fuller 4.84
Swedenborg 4.76
Biblical (Hatfield) 4,55
Western Conservative 433
Meadville 4.06
Bethany/Northern 377
Trinity (Toronto) 3.76
Boston Univ 3.73
Hood 3.65
Episcopal S.W. 3.63
McGill 3.57
Maryknoll 3.51
Lincoln 3.45
United (Dayton} 3141
Southwestern Baptist 3.40
Louisville 3.31
Covenant 3.28
Southeastern Baptist 3.20
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Asbury 3.04
St. Charles Borromeo 3.02
St. Vladimir 2.84
Billy Graham Center 2.79
Christ {(Seminex) 2.78
Harvard 277
Knox 271
Interdenominational 2.68
Eastern Baptist 2.67
Trinity Lutheran 2.65
Jesuit-Krauss-McCormick 2.58
Yale 2.57
Christian 2.55
New Orleans 2.54
Phillips 2.52
Southern Baptist 2.50
Center for Biblical Studies 2.50
St. Paul (St. Paul) 247
Drew 247
Episcopal/ Weston 2.46
New Brunswick 2.44
Alliance 2.40
Union {N.Y.) 239
Golden Gate 2.39
Wycliffe 2.38
QOral Roberts 2.38
St. Mary (Baltimore) 236
Trinity (Ellendale} 2.34
United (New Brighton) 2.29
St. Michael 2.28
Grace 2,28
Atlantic 2.27
St. John (Winnipeg) 2.26
Claremont 2.23
Associated Mennonite 2.21
St. Paul (Kansas City) 2.20
Eden 2.20
Catholic Sem Union 2.18
Graduate Theol Union 2.17
Huron 2.14
Dominican 2.14
Vancouver 2.12
Regis 2.11
Emmanuel (Toronto) 2.10
Union (Richmond) 2.04
Eastern Mennonite 2.03
Bethel 2.03
Central Baptist 2.02
Univ of the South 1.96
St. John {(Camarillo} 1.96
Dubuque Schools of Theol 1.95
Bangor 1.95
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 1.93
Chicago Theol Sem 1.93
Austin 1.92
Andover Newton 1.92
Memphis 1.88
Virginia 1.86
Vanderbilt 1.83
Wesley 1.82
Lutheran (Gettysburg) 1.80
Brite 1.79
Harding 1.78
Methodist 1.76
Luther/NW 1.75
Evangelical (Myerstown) 1.75
General 1.71
Concordia (Ft. Wayne) 1.68
Oblate (San Antonio) 1.62
St. Leonard 1.61
Nashotah 1.59

Conservative Baptist 1.59

St. Augustine 1.56
Conception 1.54
Talbot 1.52
St. Louis 1.49
Pittsburgh 1.49
North American 1.48
Assembties of God 1.48
St. Vincent 142
St. Thomas (Houston} 1.41
Columbia Grad (Columbia) 1.41
St. John (Collegeville) 1.39
Ashland 1.39
Calvary Baptist 1.38
Pope John XXIII 1.33
Lutheran {Columbia) 1.32
Wiifrid Laurier 1.31
Seventh Day Adventist 1.31
St. Meinrad 1.29
11ifF 1.28
Mary Immaculate 1.27
Catholic Univ of America 1.26
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 1.25
Lexington 1.24
St. Joseph (Yonkers) 1.22
Lancaster 1.21
North Park 1.20
Emmanuel (Johnson City) 1.19
Mount St. Mary (Emmitsburg) 1.18
Sacred Heart 1.13
Reformed 113
St. Bernard 1.10
Mennonite (Fresno) 1.07
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 1.05
Emory 1.05
Calvin 1.05
St. Peter 1.04
Baptist Missionary 1.04
Concordia (St. Louis) 1.03
Mount St. Alphonsus 1.01
DeAndreis 0.85
Christ the King 0.85
Josephinum 0.84
St. Francis (Milwaukee) 0.79
St. Mary (Cleveland) 0.71
Hartford 0.48
St. John (Brighton) 0.45
Mid-America 0.33
Perkins 0.31

% Increase in Micl-oﬁlm2 (Reels)

Institution %
Virginia 45033.33
Hartford 3323333
St. Peter 4173.33
Univ of the South 1115.43
Maryknoll 400.00
Talbot 381.89
Eastern Baptist 218.18
Christ (Seminex) 100.00
Fuiler 93.94
Western Conservative 78.81
Pope John XXIII 62.50
Bethel 53.33
St. Francis (Milwaukee) 52.44

2 Note that the number of microfilm units reported includes fiche

for the libraries reporting a single figure for both.
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Baptist Missionary 40.00
Trinity Lutheran 27.86
Asbury 26.75
Louisville 25.00
Calvary Baptist 25.00
Reformed 23.02
Emory 2.7
Union (N.Y.) 20.00
St. Mary {Cleveland) 19.57
Hebrew (L.A)) 19.05
Oral Roberts 18.97
Unification 17.07
Christian 16.67
Nashotah 14.75
Dominican 13.33
DeAndreis 12.90
Concordia {Ft. Wayne) 11.54
Sceventh Day Adventist 11.38
Trinity {(Ellendale) 111
Harding 10.73
Harvard 9.08
St. John (Brighton) 7.96
Concordia (St. Louis) 7.62
Southeastern Baptist 7.55
Biblical (Hatfield) 6.12
Yale 6.02
Mount St. Alphonsus 554
Episcopal/ Weston 5.27
Pittsburgh 5.25
Associated Mennonite 4.88
Eastern Mennonite 471
Ashland 4.70
Luther/NW 424
General 4.04
Wilfrid Laurier 3.57
Western Evangelical 3.57
Union {Richmond) 338
Southwestern Baptist 317
Conception 317
Lutheran {Gettysburg) 311
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 2.89
Lancaster 2.80
Southern Baptist 2.40
New Orleans 2.00
Bangor 1.89
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 1.75
Boston Univ 1.66
Vanderbilt 1.55
St. Vincent 1.50
Phillips 1.25
Historical Foundation 1.25
Andover Newton 0.71
Mary Immaculate 0.58
Eden 0.56
Anderson 0.45
Golden Gate 0.39
United (Dayton) 0.30
Mcthodist 0.21
Lincoln 0.14
St. Thomas {Denver} 0.06
Vancouver 0.00
United (New Brighton) 0.00
Trinity (Toronto) 0.00
Swedenborg 0.00
St. Paul (St. Paul) 0.00
St. Mary (Baltimore) 0.00
St. Louis 0.00
St. Augustine 0.00
North American 0.00
New Brunswick 0.00
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 0.00

Memphis 0.00
McGill 0.00
Knox 0.00
1Iiff 0.00
Episcopal S.W. 0.00
Emmanuel (Johnson City} 0.00
Dubuque Schools of Theot 0.00
Conservative Baptist 0.00
Congregational 0.00
Central Baptist 0.00
Catholic Sem Union 0.00
Calvin 0.00
Bethany/Northern 0.00
Austin 0.00
Drew -0.14
St. Patrick -2.27
Assemblies of God -2.95
St. Paul (Kansas City) -7.12
St. John (Camarilio) -25.00
Wesley -26.29
Huron -30.84
Kenrick -35.77
Evangelical (Myerstown} -40.00
Lutheran (Columbia) -85.04
Hood -88.36
Mennonite (Fresno} -95.97
% Increase in Microfiche
Institution %

St. Andrew 5900.00
Luther/NW 1169.70
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 1122.76
Columbia Grad (Columbia)  788.35
Mount St. Alphonsus 285.71
Mary Immaculate 263.74
Drew 237.81
Knox 21047
Wesley 114.22
Christ (Seminex} 103.94
Maryknoll 100.00
Yale 86.55
Baptist Missionary 84.82
Virginia 81.03
Nashotah 70.73
North American 63.01
Union (N.Y.) 60.00
Emmanuel (Johnson City) 54.14
Concordia {St. Louis) 50.87
Seventh Day Adventist 49.44
Hartford 46.06
Harding 45.86
Bangor 43.64
Evangelical (Myerstown) 3333
Wilfrid Laurier 3117
Pittsburgh 29.31
Lutheran (Columbia) 20.58
Louisville 19.05
Union (Richmond) 15.88
Pope John XXIII 15.38
Western Evangelical 14.29
Emory 13.59
Jifiid 13.39
Memphis 10.36
St. Mary {Cleveland) 10.00
St. Paul (St. Paul) 9.09
Concordia (Ft. Wayne) 8.58
United {Dayton) 7.92
Lancaster 7.62
St. Louis 6.67
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United (New Brighton) 6.60 North American 3.50
Andover Newton 6.40 Southeastern Baptist 3.40
Unification 6.33 Claremont 313
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 6.11 Trinity {Toronto} 2.86
Phillips 4.88 Mount St. Alphonsus 2.76
Southeastern Baptist 4.74 Mary Imniaculate 2.76
Biblical (Hatfield) 4.65 Lancaster 273
St. Vincent 3.83 Evangelical {(Mycerstown) 2.70
Oral Roberts 3.80 Hood 247
Southwestern Baptist 337 Pope John XXIII 244
Bethel 3.33 Phillips 241
Hood 267 Bethany/Northern 2.40
New Brunswick 2.04 Atlantic 2.38
Kenrick 1.47 Union {Richmond) 234
Assemblies of God 1.25 St. Francis (Milwaukee) 2.21
Conservative Baptist 0.98 St. Meinrad 2.15
McGill 0.31 Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 2.13
Reformed 0.24 Lutheran (Gettysburg) 2.13
Lincoin 0.22 Western Conservative 2.04
Bethany/Northern 0.12 Lutheran (Phitadelphia) 1.96
Trinity Eutheran 0.00 Emmanuel (Toronto) 1.89
Trinity (Toronto) 0.00 Interdenominational 1.88
New Orleans 0.00 Pittsburgh 1.86
Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 0.00 Boston Univ 1.83
Huron 0.00 United {New Brighton) 1.79
Golden Gate 0.00 Christ the King 1.78
Dubuque Schools of Theol 0.00 Wesley 1.74
DeAndreis 0.00 Christian 1.71
Calvin 0.00 Southern Baptist 1.67
Boston Univ 0.00 Methodist 1.67
Austin 0.00 Dubugque Schools of Theol 1.60
Ashland 0.00 Conception 1.60
Eastern Mennonite -3.52 St. Augustine 1.56
Wycliffe -24.51 Sacred Heart 1.55
Western Conservative -31.61 Concordia (Ft. Wayne) 1.51
St. Patrick -42.55 St. Paul (St. Paul) 1.50
Christian -58.33 Emory 1.46
St. Paul (Kansas City) -60.00 St. Mary (Cleveland) 1.41
Trinity (Ellendale) -74.76 Trinity Lutheran 1.40
Vancouver -75.27 Brite 1.38
Vanderbilt -86.44 Bangor 1.34
Southern Baptist -91.34 Huron 1.33
Talbot 1.30
Eastern Baptist 1.23
A N 3 Bethel 1.18
Circulations Per Student Cuther/NW 116
Institution Circulations Hebrew (L.A.) L.16
St. Thomas (Denver) 100.00 St. Leonard 1.08
Regis 713 St. Mlchae[ 0.99
Univ of the South 6.01 Kenrick 0.99
Emmanuei (Johnson City) 5.62 United (Dayton) 0.92
Lincoln 555 New Orleans 0.87
Conservative Baptist 495 Catholic Sem Union 0.80
Baptist Missionary 4.95 Ashland 0.79
St. Viadimir 4.90 St. John (Winnipeg) 0.75
Western Evangelical 457 Eastern Mennonite 0.63
Dominican 357 Graduate Theol Union 0.61
St. Vincent de Paul 4.44 Christ (Seminex) 0.60
St. Charles Borromeo 4.28 St. Stephen 0.10
Knox 4.06 St. Louis 0.03
Columbia Grad (Columbia) 4.03
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 4.02
Eg:fs"‘fn’]‘e‘ ggg Ratio of I.L.L. Sent to I.L.L. Received
Associated Mennonite 376 Institution Ratio
Union {N.Y.) 3.63 Union (N.Y.) 87.29
—_— St. John (Brighton) 53.00
3 This figure was derived by dividing the total number of circula- Meadville 39.25
tions {both regular and short, but not including in-fibrary use} by 1Iiff 38.97
the number of students. Knox 27.50
Central Baptist 26.11
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St. Andrew 25.00 Graduate Theol Union 1.44

Bethany/Northern 24.83 Methodist 1.40
Lancaster 24,80 Memphis 1.40
Yale 16.61 Maryknoll 1.36
Regis 13.17 Harding 1.30
Phillips 11.04 St. Paui (St. Paul) 1.25
Jesuit-Krauss-McCormick 10.90 St. John (Camarillo) 1.23
Dominican 8.75 Hebrew (L.A.) 1.14
Pittsburgh 7.98 Associated Mennonite 1.10
Anderson 6.95 Josephinum 1.03
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 6.56 Golden Gate 1.03
North American 6.44 Seventh Day Adventist 1.02
St. Patrick 6.33 St. Francis (Milwaukee) 1.00
St. Michael 6.26 Pope John XXIil 1.00
St. Charles Borromeo 5.92 Calvin 1.00
Louisville 5.55 Univ of the South 0.99
DeAndreis 5.50 Wycliffe 0.94
Trinity Lutheran 5.33 United {(New Brighton) 0.94
Perkins 4,77 Catholic Sem Union 0.92
Virginia 471 Wilfrid Laurier 0.80
Atlantic 4.55 Claremont 0.79
Episcopal S.W. 4.50 Kenrick 0.77
General 438 St. Vincent 0.73
Harvard 435 Lutheran (Gettysburg) 0.73
New Brunswick 411 St. Leonard 0.72
Western Evangelical 3.45 Eastern Mennonite 0.72
United (Dayton) 3.33 Emmanue} (Johnson City) 0.71
St. Paul (Kansas City) 3.33 Alliance 0.70
Ashland 3.25 Conception 0.68
Bangor 321 Evangelical (Myerstown) 0.67
Concordia {St. Louis) 3.17 Trinity (Ellendale) 0.59
Southwestern Baptist 3.16 St. John (Collegeville) 0.58
Lutheran (Columbia) 3.00 Mount St. Mary (Emmitsburg) 0.58
Christ (Seminex) 3.00 Mount St. Alphonsus 0.55
Emory 2.94 Biblical (Hatfield) 0.53
St. Mary (Cleveland) 286 Paync 0.50
Southern Baptist 2.79 Grace 0.47
Eastern Baptist 2.73 Hartford 0.46
Asbury 2.69 Covenant 0.40
North Park 2.63 New Orleans 0.33
Reformed 2,61 Assemblies of God 0.31
St. Thomas (Denver) 2.60 St. Viadimir 0.30
Andover Newton 2.53 Nashotah 0.29
Vanderbilt 2.51 Mennonite (Fresno) 0.19
Austin 2.50 Western Conservative 0.17
Drew 2.48 Columbia Grad (Columbia) 0.16
Interdenominational 2.40 St. Thomas (Houston) 0.13
Episcopal/Weston 2.29 Dubuque Schools of Theol 0.12
Brite 2.20 Conservative Baptist 0.12
Huron 2.18 Baptist Missionary 0.08
Southeastern Baptist 2.15 Chicago Theol Sem 0.06
McGill 203 Center for Biblical Studies 0.04
Calvary Baptist 2.00 Liberty 0.01
Christ the King 1.94 St. Vincent de Paul 0.00
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 1.91 Hood 0.00
Christian 1.89 Christian and Missionary All. 0.00
St. Meinrad 1.87

Boston Univ 1.87

Mount St. Mary (Norwood) 1.82 . ) . 4
Bethel 131 Ratio of Books to Circulation
Talbot 1.80 Institution Ratio
St. Joseph {Yonkers) 1.80 Hartford 528571
Fuller 1.80 St. Leonard 1740.15
Luther/NW 1.76 St. Thomas (Denver) 965.00
Union (Richmond) 1.72 Hebrew (L.A.) 700.00
Lincoln 1.60 e

Wesley 1.54 4 The number of volumes in the collection divided by the number
Concordia {Ft. Wayne) 1.51 of circulations (total} in one week. The figure is not itself
St. Mary (Baltimore) 1.50 significant; a relatively fow figure represents high circulation in pro-
Mary Immaculate 1.50 portion to the size of the collection.

Eden 1.48
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Bangor 614.27
Conception 579.68
Kenrick 551.59
Emory 523.62
Pittsburgh 521.24
Mount St. Aiphonsus 486.21
St. Charles Borromeo 482.98
Union (N.Y.) 468.94
Brite 455.99
St. Paul (St. Paul) 428.33
Mary Immaculate 42565
St. Mary (Cleveland} 405.35
Phillips 383.01
Graduate Theol Union 382.04
St. Stephen 378.58
Lancaster 346.24
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 342.44
Christ the King 340.14
United {Dayton) 338.66
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 336.50
Catholic Sem Union 335.90
Evangelical (Myerstown) 32541
Dubuque Schools of Theol 322.86
St. Louis 322.26
Eastern Baptist 320.11
Dominican 315.98
St. Augustine 314.04
St. Francis (Milwaukee) 313.66
Christ (Seminex) 313.66
Sacred Heart 295.85
Mount St. Mary (Norwood)  292.59
Bethany/Northern 265.54
Pope John XXIII 263.98
Lutheran (Gettysburg) 261.07
Ashland 246.91
Atlantic 240.73
Regis 230.73
Christian 22293
Bethel 219.98
Lexington 204.44
Wesley 202.11
United (New Brighton) 201.14
Union {Richmond) 200.07
New Orleans 195.39
Trinity Lutheran 194.57
Methodist 190.51
Luther/NW 190.06
Hood 183.20
Claremont 181.90
Knox 181.30
Louisville 169.49
Emmanuel (Johnson City) 163.16
Interdenominational 156.44
Huron 150.76
St. Meinrad 149.68
Eastern Mennonite 149.12
Trinity (Toronto) 140.84
Univ of the South 137.66
Associated Mennonite 137.47
St. John (Winnipeg) 134.41
Boston Univ 13437
Baptist Missionary 132.37
North American 129.98
Concordia (Ft. Wayne) 120.90
Emmanuel {Toronto) 111.23
St. Vincent de Paul 104.75
Southern Baptist 99.33
St. Viadimir 92.11
St. Michael 88.55
Covenant 84.10
Western Evangelical 77.16

Lincoln 65.86
Columbia Grad (Columbia)} 65.72
Western Conservative 41.99
Talbot 41.68
Conservative Baptist 41.29
Southeastern Baptist 38.45
. .5
Cost per Circulation
Institution 3

Hartford 2131.93
St. Leonard 1066.63
Christ (Seminex) 1051.42
Brite 614.39
Kenrick 547.75
Phillips 529.39
United {Dayton) 515.41
Graduate Theot Union 497.31
Bangor 485.08
Pittsburgh 465.47
St. Paut (St. Paul) 451.52
St. Thomas (Denver) 430.27
Mount St. Alphonsus 408.69
Dominican 404.29
St. Mary (Cleveland) 397.49
Catholic Sem Union 397.19
Union (Richmond) 395.48
Union (N.Y.) 388.78
Mary Immaculate 377.09
Lutheran (Philadelphia) 37494
Emory 370.94
St. Charles Borromeo 370.46
Atlantic 368.29
Trinity Lutheran 360.72
Conception 355.18
Methodist 351.62
Eastern Mennonite 349.97
St. Augustine 338.11
Bethany/Northern 321.75
Dubuque Schools of Theol 31413
Mount St. Mary (Norwood)  313.11
Lancaster 312.28
Christ the King 311.05
Emmanuel (Johnson City) 307.37
Wesley 299.20
Bethel 295.47
St. Francis (Milwaukee) 289.09
Louisville 282.84
Sacred Heart 279.19
United (New Brighton) 276.77
Lutheran (Gettysburg) 27427
Eastern Baptist 266.42
Hebrew (L.A.) 266.20
St. John (Winnipeg) 241.08
St. Louis 239.90
St. Michael 23572
Colgate R/Bexley/Crozer 233.26
Regis 232.39
St. Meinrad 229.74
Boston Univ 225.54
Christian 219.38
Lexington 213.87
Luther/NW 210.52
Baptist Missionary 208.56
Emmanuel (Toronto) 202.57

S Total library expenses divided by total circulation reported (for
one week). Again, the figure itself is not significant; relatively lower

figures may represent greater “‘efficiency.””
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North American

199.18

New Orleans 198.38
Concordia {Ft. Wayne) 194.72
St. Stephen 193.55
Covenant 193.06
Hood 192,97
Knox 191.96
Univ of the South 188.32
Trinity (Toronto) 186.40
Ashland 184.78
Southern Baptist 176.08
Huron 173.35
Columbia Grad {Columbia)  165.89
Western Evangelical 150.47
Associated Mennonite 141.23
Western Conservative 139.23
Interdenominational 130.57
St. Vincent de Paul 119.82
St. Vladimir 108.90
Lincoln 92.36
Southeastern Baptist 89.07
Taibot 79.37
Conservative Baptist 65.48
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DATA SUMMARY

Number of Libraries Participating in all Phases of the Study — 82
Total Theological Titles Held by Participating Libraries for:
Publishing Period of 1800-1929 — 637,598

Publishing Period of 1860-1929 (The period of advanced paper deterioration.)
— 998,000

Number of Unique Titles Published Between 1860 and 1929 — 218,000
Note: These 218,000 titles convert to 258,766 volumes (See pp. 8-9).
Smallest Number of Collections Required to Provide 100% of the Total Titles:
60% — 1 Library
70% — 2 Libraries
80% — 4 Libraries
90% -- 7 Libraries
95% — 15 Libraries
100% - 39 Libraries

Note: The assessment that 39 libraries can provide 100% of the total coverage
is an approximate minimum. It is likely that all participating libraries have
unique holdings, but the number of such holdings is minimal.

INTRODUCTION

This document constitutes the final report of the ATLA Ad Hoc Committee
for the Preservation of Theological Library Materials. The Committee was formed
by the Board of Directors in June 1978 and given the charge of studying the
cooperative possibilities for the storage and preservation of theological materials.
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The work of the Committee has been supported by ATLA funds and a $9,000
grant from The Rockefeller Brothers Fund which was received in the fall of 1978.

The initial work of the Committee explored a variety of cooperative options
that combined storage and preservation services. But as its work progressed the
Committee began to face a very grim reality: the paper of a very large portion of
books printed after 1860 is — —or soon will become— — brittle to the point that it
cannot be rebound. The Committee concluded in December 1978 that the develop-
ment of a comprehensive preservation microfilming program for theological
material was the most pressing need of the Association.

The ensuing two years have been spent in the development, execution, and
analysis of a study of ATLA collections. The project was designed to provide accu-
rate estimates of the collection sizes of member libraries for theological mono-
graphs published in two time periods: 1800-1899 and 1860-1929 (the titles known
to be in advanced deterioration). The project was also intended to provide an accu-
rate estimate of the total number of rirles (with each title counted only once,
regardless of the number of copies of each title in the individual collections of the
member libraries). Data on language of publication, country of origin, date of pub-
lication, subject, and extent of holdings (number of copies, number of volumes,
number of pages) were also to be collected. This range of data is essential to the
design of a comprehensive preservation program for this material.

In July 1979 an invitation was issued to all institutional members of ATLA to
participate in the study. One hundred and four of the 151 member libraries
responded affirmatively. Eighty-two libraries completed the entire study. The data
that is presented in the body of this report comes exclusively from these libraries.
The data gathering in the individual libraries was spread over 16 months and
required from 40 to 100 hours of staff time in each library depending on the catalog
complexion of each institution.

While the project libraries represent a cross-section of ATLA libraries and
include the major research collections, it is important to note several collection
categories which are absent. Major collections of Judaica and Orthodoxy (both
Greek and Russian) and some of the larger Catholic university collections are not
present.

The study focused the theological monographs for the 1860-1929 period.
These books were identified as the ‘‘crisis books™ based on data provided from the
comprehensive study of the monographic collection of Princeton Theological Sem-
inary in 1976. ' A scientific random sampling of 1,843 volumes found that books
published between 1860 and 1929 were so brittle that rebinding was impossible. A
graph demonstrating these findings follows.

COLLECTION SIZE ESTIMATION

1 The findings of this study are discussed by Louis Charles Willard in **An Analysis ot Paper
Stability and Circulation Patterns of the Monographic Collection of Speer Library. Princeton
Theological Seminary’, Essavs on Theological Librarianship. Presented to Calvin Henrv Schmin
(Philadelphia: ATLA, 1980}, pp. 163-173.
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Eighty-two libraries were invoived in all phases of the study. A list, with
numbers relating each library to the study findings, is included as Table 16.

Each participating library was asked to follow a multiple-part sampling metho-
dology, to provide data for estimation of collection sizes in the two time periods of
interest. First, staff at each library counted the number of drawers in their card
catalogs which contained cards representing theological materials in predetermined
class ranges. Drawer counts ranged from 936 (at the Graduate Theological Union)
to 12 (at Huron College). Next, the library staffs were asked to measure the depth
of cards in each drawer. Card depths ranged from 2,778 millimeters (at Calvary
Baptist School of Theology), to 245,484 millimeters (at the Graduate Theological
Union).

Next, random numbers were generated, in ranges corresponding to the
numbers of drawers reported by each library. These numbers werc paired with a
second set of random numbers, corresponding to depths of cards within each
drawer. Staff were asked to select four hundred samples of cards; each sample was
to be 20 millimeters in length with the cards compressed. Staff were asked to count
the number of main entry cards ( nor continuation cards or added entry cards) for
titles published between 1800 and 1899, and separately, to count the number of
main enlr?/ cards for titles published between 1860 and 1929, in each 20 millimeter
sample.

These data were then used to calculate estimates of the numbers of titles in
each collection, in each of the two ranges of years. First, the average numbers of
titles per sample were calculated by dividing the total number of titles found in the
samples (scparately, for each library), by the number of samples drawn by that
library. This yielded the average number of titles, for all samples. This average
was divided by 20 (the number of millimeters of cards in each sample), and then
multiplied by the total number of millimeters of cards in the portion of the catalog
from which samples were selected.

The following formula expresses this calculation in statistical terms:

>

Z/ = A 20 "
where:

estimate of total titles in catalog

2z

Z.&‘ = total number of titles among all samples
n = number of samples

Z . = total number of millimeters of cards among all drawers

Numbers of titles published between 1800 and 1899 ranged from 214 (at
Western Theological Seminary) to 59,396 (at Princeton). The total titles in the first
year range (1800-1899) for the 82 participating libraries is approximately 637,598,

1 Some libraries with shelf lists smaller than 8,000 millimeters counted all in-scope main entry
cards.
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The numbers of titles published between 1860 and 1930 ranged from 358 (at
Western Theological Seminary) to 56,877 (at Union Theological Seminary). The
total titles in the collections of the 82 libraries in this second year range (1860-
1929) is approximately 998,300. Table 1, shows estimates of each library’s collec-
tions sizes.

ESTIMATION OF NUMBER OF UNIQUE TITLES
AMONG PARTICIPATING LIBRARIES

In the next stages of the project, sample titles were selected from each library
and assembled into a single alphabetical list. Copies of the list were provided to
each library, library staffs were asked to look up each title in their catalogs and to
record whether or not the library owned the title, and calculate the total titles
owned by each library. Subsequently, the total unique titles owned by all libraries
together were calculated.

A sampling approach was selected to save costs and staff time. The entire
collection of 998,000 titles in the 1860-1929 age range was considered a single col-
lection. Each library’s catalog was assumed to index a proportion of that collection.
By using the technique of srrarifiedsampling, samples could be selected from each
catalog in proportion to the total number of titles indexed by that catalog, with
assurance that the resulting sample (of approximately 1,000 titles) would be
representative of the aggregate holdings of all libraries.

First, the proportion of all titles published between 1860 and 1929, owned by
each library was calculated. Table 1 shows these proportions. Next, numbers of
sample titles to be selected from each library were calculated. Then lists of pairs of
random numbers {(corresponding to drawer numbers and depth of cards in cach
drawer) were prepared for each library. Staff members were asked to find the
drawer indicated, measure to the point indicated, and select the first main entry
card for a monograph published in the appropriate range of years. They were then
asked to photocopy the catalog card, and to provide essential data about the title,
year of publication, language of text, country of origin, subject and size data.
These data were then keyboarded into machine-readable form.

Next, a list of all sample titles, drawn from all sources, was prepared. The
list was arranged in alphabetic order by main cntry. A copy of the list was provided
to each library and staff were asked to look up each title in their catalogs, and to
reccord whether or not they owned that title. When this catalog look-up was com-
pleted, the holdings data were keyboarded into machine-readable form.

DATA ANALYSIS

A variety of types of analyses were performed on the resulting data file.
First, master records were assembled for each title by merging the holdings data
with the bibliographic data. Then, each master record was printed out in the order
in which it occurred in the alphabetic listing. A computer file of master records is
held by the principle investigator.

Next, frequency distributions were prepared for the number of sample items
in the file which were selected from each library (Table 2); country of origin of the
sample titles (Table 3); language of text (Table 4); date of publication of the titles

- 165 -



(Table SA); number of volumes corresponding to the titles (Table 6); pagination of
the titles (Table 7); classification system used (Table 8): subject (Table 9); alpha-
betic prefix of the call numbers (Table 10); and total number of libraries owning
titles (Table 11).
Country of Origin (See Table 3)

As one would expect, the majority of titles — 77.6% — were published in the

United States and the United Kingdom. Germany (at 12.1%) and France (at 3.9%)
were the only other countries providing more than one percent of the holdings.

Language (See Table 4)

English was the predominant language represented by the sample titles
(77.9%). German (9.0%), French (2.7%), and Latin (1.7%) all exceeded on per-
cent of the holdings.

Year of Publication (See Table 54)

Of the 1,039 sample items, fourteen were selected in error; that is, outside of
the appropriate range. In each successive decade the number of titles in the sample
increased.

Number of Volumes (See Table 6)

The average (mean) number of volumes per title was 1.187. This is to say
that the 998,000 titles in the collection represent approximately 1,185,000 volumes.

Pagination (See Table 7)

The average number of pages per title was 382.715, with an extremely wide
range: from 4 pages to 8,713 pages (One assumes that the 8,713 pages come from
the 16 volume work shown on Table 7). The 998,000 titles in the study represent
approximately 382,000,000 pages.

Classification Systems (See Table 8)

Three classification systems predominate the titles within this study: the
Library of Congress at 46.8%; Dewey at 24.7%; and Union at 23.6%. All other sys-
tems account for only 4.3% of the titles.

Subject (See Table 9)

Five subjects each account for more than ten percent of the titles, and in
aggregate account for 73.6% of all titles: Biblical Studies 20.6%: Doctrinal Theology
16.7%: Denominations and Sects 14.1%: Church History 11.5%: and Practical
Theology 10.7%.

One hundred nine titles were held by only one library. At the opposite
extreme, one title was held by sixty-eight libraries. These data were used to calcu-
late the total number of unique titles — that is, with cach title counted only once,
without regard to how many copies existed in the 82 collections — among the
998.000 total titles in the collection.

This calculation was performed by dividing the number of libraries owning
titles (e.g. one, in the first line of the table) into the number of titles owned by that
number of libraries (e.g., 109, in the first line), and adding up the resultant quo-
tierits. This calculation produced 223 unique sample titles of the 1,026 valid sample
titles, or 21.8% of the total titles in the year range. When this percentage is
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multiplied by the total number of titles in the collections (998,000), it yields
approximately 278,000 unique titles.

Using data from previous calculations, these 218,000 titles represent approxi-
mately 258,000 volumes, or 83,300,000 pages.

Percentage of Titles Owned by Each Library (See Table 12)

The numbers of sample titles found in the catalogs of each of the 82 partici-
pating libraries were calculated, and these numbers were transformed into percen-
tages of the total items in the sample. Table 12 shows these data. As one might
expect, the larger collections — Union, Princeton, Harvard and the Graduate Theo-
logical Union — own the highest proportion of titles, and the smallest collections
tend to own the smallest proportions. However, in some libraries there seems to be
a disproportion between the collection sizes and the total titles owned. The third
and fourth columns of Table 12 show rankings, first in overlap rates, and second in
collection sizes.

WHAT IS THE SMALLEST NUMBER OF
LIBRARIES NECESSARY TO PROVIDE
COVERAGE OF THE COLLECTION?

Analysis of the data provides some surprising results. First, only one
library’s holdings seem to be required to make up 60% of all titles held in the
1860-1929 age range. Only two libraries are needed to make up 70% and three
libraries account for almost 80% of all titles. Seven are required to provide 90%, 15
are required to provide 95%, and 39 to provide 100% of all titles.

Table 13 indicates which libraries provide what proportions of the total. This
table was constructed by starting with the library that owns the highest proportion
of the total 1,029 titles, which is Union Theological Seminary, NY. Its titles (616)
were then subtracted from the total titles (1,029). The remaining titles were then
examined to see which library owns the next largest number of these remaining
titles (In this case Graduate Theological Union owns 124 of the remaining 413.).
This process was continued until all sample titles were accounted for.

Among the surprises were that the tenth and thirteenth largest libraries (Col-
gate Rochester/Bexley Hall/Crozer and Pittsburgh) do not appear on the list, but
that some of the smallest collections, such as Sewanee, Dominican College and
Conservative Baptist, do. This is apparently because the holdings of the larger col-
lections have been subsumed by even larger collections, while smaller collections
provide unique items because of their specialization.

It should be noted that the methodology — particularly the sample size —
does not lend itself to identification of fine-grained differences among libraries, or
to accurate characterizations of individual collections. The findings should be accu-
rate for the holdings of the ATLA libraries, raken as a group. Moreover, it is likely
that all ATLA libraries own unique holdings. This study indicates that 39 libraries
will provide the vast majority, though not all, of the titles owned by those 82
libraries. The margin of error between the findings of the study and reality is in
the range of one to five percent. A sample of 1,000 titles, spread over 82 libraries,
cannot assess with precision, the specialities of all 82 libraries.
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SUBJECT DISTRIBUTIONS
FOR EACH LIBRARY

Subject distribution profiles for each library have been developed. These data
have been given to the principle investigator but require extensive study to be of
use. They are too voluminous to summerize adequately.

A partial analysis is provided in Tables 14 and 15. Table 14 shows frequency
distributions, by subject, for the titles owned by the ten largest collections, and by
the seven other libraries which ranked highest in the table, What is the Smallest
Number of Libraries Necessary to Provide Total Coverage of the Collection? (and were
not among the top ten in size). The last column in the table provides the
equivalent distribution for all sample titles. Cases in which individual library distri-
butions are noticeably higher that the overall distribution have been noted by
underscoring. It is interesting to note that almost all of the smaller libraries seem
to have at least one atypical strength (e.g. St. Mary of the Lake has a high propor-
tion of non-Judeo-Christian materials). This may explain why these libraries are
found on the Whar is the Smallest Number of Libraries Necessary to Provide Total
Coverage of the Collection? list.

A somewhat different analysis is presented in Table 15. Here, the proportion
of the sample titles in each subject which is owned by each library is displayed.
Cases in which ownership in a particular subject is noticeably higher or lower than
the percentage of total titles owned by that library (and displayed in the bottom row
of the table) have been highlighted with a **+" to show a higher value, ora *“->" to
indicate a lower value.

These data are not statistically significant. However, they are suggestive of
relative subject strengths among the participating libraries.

MICROFORMS ALREADY AVAILABLE
FOR THEOLOGICAL TITLES

The bibliography of the 1,039 sample titles was checked against three basic
microform catalogs. Onc hundred and thirty-eighttitles were found. This is 13% of
the total bibliography.

Catalogs Scarched # of Titles Y% of Total
Found Bibliography

ATILA Board of Microtext,
List of Microforms Available

January 1981) 6 .6
Guide to Microforms
in Print, 1980 7 N
National Register of
Microform Masters 125 12.0
TOTALS 138 13.3
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CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This study clearly establishes the quantity of theological books known to be
in advanced stages of deterioration. That population is about 218,000 titles or
259,000 volumes. The data also indicates that sizeable portions of these threatened
books can be found in a relatively small number of libraries. One library holds 60%
of the titles; two libraries hold 70%; and three libraries account for almost 80% of
the whole. This is good news for the management of a national preservation pro-
gram for theological monographs. Conditional upon the cooperation of these
libraries, it is possible to conceive a strategy whereby filming for substantial por-
tions of the project is done on or near location, thereby eliminating the complexi-
ties of soliciting the bulk of these titles from many locations.

The magnitude of the task demands a critical search for the appropriate
management agency for the project. All options should be given careful considera-
tion. The ATLA Board of Microtext is one such structure. For almost a quarter of
a century it has served the Association and humanistic scholarship by filming serials
(and more lately, books) that are not attractive to commercial micropublishers.
The quality of its filming is well established. Its current catalog (January 1981) lists
some 300 serials and 1,000 monographs. Its policies and procedures are designed
for fow, annual levels of serial filming and has thereby avoided an operation that
has had a high overhead.

The commercial sector must also be investigated. Firms that have a record
of archival and state-of-the-art filming and are managerially geared for high levels
of production, advertisement, and distribution could play a key role in the project.
Such businesses would bring their own capital to such a venture and reduce the
substantial funds that the theological world must otherwise raise independently.
Several firms have already signaled their interest in entering into competitive bid-
ding for the project and have suggested a variety of ways in which editorial control
of the project would reside with the theological community.

Of immediate importance is the development of a national fund raising plan
that unites individual librarians and scholars with institutions and consortia.
Without broad-based ownership and leadership, the project will fail.

The issues of project management and fund raising should be addressed
immediately by a working group that is representative of theological librarians
(ATLA), theological administrators (ATS), humanistic scholars, and the learned
societies of religious scholarship. This group should have the counsel of specialists
in preservation and micropublishing. This task force should be formed immediately
so that its work can begin this summer.

Last month the Board of Microtext submitted a proposal to the National
Endowment for the Humanities which addresses the issues just enumerated. It

I Union Theological Seminary (New York)} holds 60% of the total bibliography. Its administra-
tion has already registered its strong interest in participating in a national preservation program.
It is willing to consider surrendering ownership of the titles selected for inclusion in the project
so that bindings may be cut for efficient filming. Union has also stated that it is open to a cri-
teria for title selection that would best serve the national plan.
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seeks funding for a project director and an advisory committee which, working
together for the period of March 1982 through December 1982, would develop a
detailed strategy for the project informed by the findings of this study. The Ad
Hoc Committee was consulted during the development of the proposal and had a
joint meeting with the Board of Microtext on June 19, 1981. It has registered the
following items to the Board:

1. The NEH proposal calls for an advisory committee to begin its work at the
point of funding. We do not believe that the formation of such a group
should be delayed. Much work can be accomplished in the next nine
months. It would also be perilous to cease all planning now, believing that
NEH funding is assured.

2. We recognize that the proposal originates with the Board of Microtext. And
we affirm the proposal’s premise that the agency under which the project will
ultimately be lodged is not presupposed.

3. The representational mix of the advisory committee should reflect the geo-
graphical spread of ATLA and ATS and provide for an enlarged ATLA and
ATS presence.

4, The Advisory committee should give consideration to the following matters
during the next twelve months:

a. Fund raising strategies

b. Criteria for ATLA library participation in the project
¢. Criteria for title selection

d. Options for project management

S. The funding for this task force may lie potentially in ATLA and ATS. One
foundation had indicated interest in providing a moderate sum for such a
body undertaking the next stepsof the project.

During the June 19 meeting a roster of nominees for the advisory committee
was developed. It was agreed that this list would be presented to the ATLA Board
of Microtext for further critique and development at the Annual Conference in St.
Louis (June 22-26, 1981). It is anticipated that the advisory committee would be
appointed immediately and begin its work this summer. It was emphasized that the
advisory committee would report both to the ATLA Board of Directors and the
Board of Microtext.

As the planning moves forward for this important project, it is imperative
that its many complexities not obscure our vision of the ever-growing crisis in our
collections. The published record of religious life and scholarship is self-destructing
at an unrelenting pace. Preservation microfilming offers a solution that both saves
this literature for future generations of scholars and radically compresses the space
requirements for this material which we know to be in low demand. A national
preservation program would enable individual libraries to withdraw their brittle
volumes and thereby avoid costly renovation and building programs where space is
at a premium. Such a program also introduces the prospect of regional ownership
of historical research materials which have largely been centered in the older theo-
logical libraries.
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TABLE 1: COLLECTIONS SIZE ESTIMATES

F Total T860-1929 Titles
Library 1800-1899 Total Percent Rank
Number* Titles Titles of Total by Size
1 6,140 13,960 1.4 21
2 8,380 12,740 1.3 23
4 8,350 16,770 1.7 15
5 59,400 56,330 5.6 2
6 5,430 8,390 0.8 42
7 9,640 18,760 1.9 11
8 1,470 3,470 0.3 69
9 37,620 47,250 4.7 5
10 970 3,290 0.3 73
11 2,050 6,030 0.6 53
12 2,120 3,960 0.4 67
13 5,080 10,270 1.0 34
14 1,390 5,670 0.6 59
15 1,220 3,310 0.3 72
16 2,910 5,950 0.6 54
17 2,140 3,380 0.3 71
18 22,120 30,240 3.0 7
19 14,640 21,160 2.1 10
20 9,800 12,270 1.2 25
21 6,640 11,300 1.1 30
22 1,310 4,520 0.4 64
23 7,550 11,930 1.2 26
24 57,050 55,410 5.5 3
25 1,370 3,500 0.3 68
26 8,030 15,690 1.6 18
27 2,890 5,790 0.6 56
29 8.100 11,810 1.2 27
30 498 3,150 0.3 74
31 3,740 6,850 0.7 47
32 5,140 5,780 0.6 57
34 5,760 10,720 1.1 32
36 13,880 16,970 1.7 14
41 3,250 5,210 0.5 61
42 3,610 6,740 0.7 49
43 14,890 26,630 2.6 8
44 4,590 10,130 1.0 35
45 3,820 8,570 0.8 41
46 6,560 14,260 1.4 20
47 2,560 6,220 0.6 52
49 500 1,200 0.1 81
51 32,220 51,030 5.1 4
52 2,610 5,290 0.5 60 |
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Total 1860-1929 Titles
Library 1800-1899 Total Percent Rank
Number* Titles Titles of Total by Size
53 1,220 2,920 0.3 77
54 1,490 5,700 0.6 58
55 1,920 3,090 0.3 75
56 4. 860 5,900 0.6 55
57 6,110 11,800 1.2 28
58 42,850 56,880 5.6 1
59 3,210 7,390 0.7 46
60 10,830 16,200 1.6 16
61 17,870 21,870 2.2 9
62 1,190 2,920 0.3 76
63 1,480 3,430 0.3 70
66 2,930 8,210 0.8 43
67 790 2,240 0.2 78
68 3,280 7,530 0.7 45
69 3,340 6,790 0.7 48
70 210 360 0.0 82
71 4,630 11,700 1.2 29
75 2,410 6,260 0.6 51
76 2,350 6,440 0.6 50
77 3,930 7,580 0.8 44
78 9,610 16,150 1.6 17
79 3,390 10,440 1.0 33
81 570 1,930 0.2 79
82 5,160 11,170 1.1 31
83 6,350 10,040 1.0 36
84 2,890 8,620 0.9 39
85 2,240 4,920 0.5 63
88 2,620 4,230 0.4 66
89 7,230 13,020 1.3 22
90 3,820 8,570 0.8 40
91 2,020 4,940 0.5 62
92 4,310 8,850 0.9 38
93 4,610 9,760 1.0 37
95 9,490 17,730 1.8 12
97 5,930 14,320 1.4 19
98 26,830 40,590 4.0 6
99 1,640 4,290 0.4 65
100 850 1,880 0.4 80
101 8,390 12,330 1.2 24
104 15,420 | 17,490 1.7 13
TOTALS 637,598 998,300 100%
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TABLE 2: NUMBER OF SAMPLES SELECTED FROM EACH LIBRARY’S
COLLECTION

Library ADJ CUM Library ADJ CUM
Number FREQ PCT PCT Number FREQ PCT PCT
1. 16 2 2 52, 5 0 59
2. 12 1 3 53. 3 0 59
4. 18 2 4 54. 5 0 60
S. 58 6 10 55, 3 0 60
6. 9 1 11 56. 6 1 61
7. 20 2 13 57. 12 1 62
8. 4 0 13 58. 59 6 67
9. 48 S 18 59. 8 1 68
10. 3 0 18 60. 17 2 70
11. 6 1 19 61. 22 2 72
12. 4 0 19 62. 2 0 72
13. 11 1 20 63. 4 0 73
14. 6 1 21 66. 9 1 73
15. 3 0 21 67. 2 0 74
16. 6 1 22 68. 8 1 74
17. 3 0 22 69. 7 1 75
18. 32 3 25 70. 1 0 75
19. 21 2 27 71. 11 1 76
20. 13 1 28 75. 7 1 77
21. 11 1 29 76. 7 1 78
22. S 0 30 71. 8 1 78
23. 12 1 31 78. 17 2 80
24. 58 6 36 79. 11 1 81
25. 4 0 37 81. 2 0 81
26. 16 2 38 82. 12 1 82
27. 6 1 39 83. 10 1 83
29, 12 1 40 84, 9 1 84
30. 4 0 41 85. 5 0 85
31. 7 1 41 88. 4 0 85
32, 6 1 42 89. 13 1 86
34, 11 1 43 90. 9 1 87
36. 18 2 45 91. S 0 88
37. 13 1 46 92, 9 1 89
41. 4 0 46 93, 10 1 90
42, 6 1 47 95s. 18 2 91
43. 28 3 49 97. 15 1 93
44. 11 1 51 98. 42 4 97
45. 9 1 51 99, 4 0 97
46. 15 1 53 100. 2 0 97
47. S 0 53 101. 12 1 98
49, 1 0 53 104. 16 2 100
51. 53 5 59
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MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMUM
STD ERR
STD DEV
SKEWNESS
MAXIMUM
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

VALID CASES
MISSING CASES

45.749
58.000
-1.156
1.000
0.968
31.189
0.289
104.000
44.000
972.731
103.000

1039
0

- 174 -



TABLE 3: FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF

SAMPLE TITLES, BY COUNTRY OF ORIGIN

RELATIVE ADIJUSTED CUM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
UNITED STATES 518 499 49.9 49.9
CANADA 8 0.8 0.8 50.6
UNITED KINGDOM 288 27.7 27.7 78.3
FRANCE 41 39 39 82.3
GERMANY 126 12.1 12.1 94.4
ITALY & VATICAN 5 0.5 0.5 94.9
SCANDINAVIA 8 0.8 0.8 95.7
SPAIN 2 0.2 0.2 95.9
BENELUX 17 1.6 1.6 97.5
OTHER EUROPE 16 1.5 1.5 99.0
ASIA 3 0.3 0.3 99.3
AFRICA 3 0.3 0.3 99.6
OTHER & INTERN’L 4 0.4 0.4 100.0
TOTAL 1,039 100.0 100.0
MEAN 3.617
MODE 1.000
KURTOSIS 0.924
MINIMUM 1.000
STD ERR 0.094
STD DEV 3.018
SKEWNESS 1.010
MAXIMUM 16.000
MEDIAN 1.688
VARIANCE 9.109
RANGE 15.000
VALID CASES 1039
MISSING CASES 0
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TABLE 4: FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF
SAMPLE TITLES, BY LANGUAGE

RELATIVE  ADIJUSTED CUM

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

ENGLISH 809 779 83.2 83.2

FRENCH 28 2.1 2.9 86.1

GERMAN 93 9.0 9.6 95.7

DUTCH 3 0.3 0.3 96.0

GREEK 1 0.1 0.1 96.1

LATIN 18 1.7 1.9 979

HEBREW 3 0.3 0.3 98.3

OTHER 17 1.6 1.7 100.0

67 6.4 MISSING 100.0

TOTAL 1039 100.0 100.0

MEAN 1.485
MODE 1.000
KURTOSIS 15.417
MINIMUM 1.000
STD ERR 0.044
STD DEV 1.384
SKEWNESS 3.775
MAXIMUM 9.000
MEDIAN 1.101
VARIANCE 1.916
RANGE 8.000
VALID CASES 972
MISSING CASES 67
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TABLE 5A: FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF
SAMPLE TITLES, BY YEAR OF PUBLICATION

Date of AD] CUM Date of ADJ] CUM
Publ. FREQ PCT PCT Publ. FREQ PCT PCT
893. 1 0 0 1891. 10 1 30
1839. 1 0 0 1892. 5 0 30
1841. 1 0 0 1893. 14 1 31
1844, 1894 15 1 33
1846. 1 0 0 1895. 13 1 34
1851. 1 0 1 1896. 25 2 37
1853. 1 0 1 1897. 13 1 38
1854. 1 0 1 1898. 20 2 40
1855. 1 0 1 1899. 9 1 41
1859. 4 0 1 1900. 14 1 42
1860. 9 1 2 1901. 12 1 43
1861. 9 1 3 1902. 21 2 45
1862. 1 7 1 1903. 18 2 47
1863. 3 0 4 1904. 15 1 48
1864. 5 0 4 1905. 10 1 49
1865. 10 1 5 1906. 24 2 52
1866. 7 1 6 1907. 17 2 53
1867. 10 1 7 1908. 14 1 55
1868. 5 0 8 1909. 20 2 56
1869. 13 1 9 1910. 17 2 58
1870. 17 2 10 1911. 23 2 60
1871. 7 1 11 1912. 25 2 63
1872. 9 1 12 1913. 20 2 65
1873. 5 0 12 1914. 30 3 68
1874. 9 1 13 1915. 13 1 69
1875. 11 1 14 1916. 16 2 70
1876. 6 1 15 1917. 12 1 72
1877. 10 1 16 1918. 17 2 73
1878. 12 1 17 1919. 25 2 76
1879. 5 0 18 1920. 20 2 77
1880. 8 1 18 1921. 11 1 79
1881. 11 1 19 1922. 22 2 81
1882. 4 0 20 1923. 22 2 83
1883. 15 1 21 1924. 29 3 86
1884. 8 1 22 1925. 24 2 88
1885. 9 1 23 1926. 22 2 90
1886. 9 1 24 1927. 34 3 93
1887. 12 1 25 1928. 35 3 97
1888. 13 1 26 1929. 28 3 99
1889. 8 1 27 1930. 5 0 100
1890. 19 2 29 1955. 1 0 100
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Date of ADJ] CUM
Publ. FREQ PCT PCT
1972. 1 0 100

MEAN 1901.110

MODE 1928.000

KURTOSIS 512.254

MINIMUM 893.000

STD ERR 1.158

STD DEV 37.336

SKEWNESS -19.058

MAXIMUM 1972.000

MEDIAN 1905.813

VARIANCE 1393.943

RANGE 1079.000

VALID CASES 1039

MISSING CASES

0
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TABLE 5B: FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF
SAMPLE TITLES, BY

DECADE

OF PUBLICATION

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ

DECADES FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

Pre 1860 (1 0.1 0.1 0.1

(1 0.1 0.1 0.2

(3 0.3 0.3 0.5

(8 0.8 0.8 1.3

1860-69 78 7.5 7.5 8.8

1870-79 91 8.8 8.8 17.5

1880-89 97 9.3 9.3 26.9

1890-99 143 13.8 13.8 40.6

1900-09 165 15.9 15.9 56.5

1910-19 198 19.1 19.1 75.6

1920-29 247 23.8 23.8 99.3

Post 1929 (s 0.5 0.5 99.8

(1 0.1 0.1 99.9

(1 0.1 0.1 100.0

TOTAL 1039 100.0 100.0

MEAN 189.645
MODE 192.000
KURTOSIS 518.853
MINIMUM 89.000
STD ERR 0.115
STD DEV 3.716
SKEWNESS -19.243
MAXIMUM 197.000
MEDIAN 190.091
VARIANCE 13.805
RANGE 108.000
VALID CASES 1039
MISSING CASES 0
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TABLE 6: FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF SAMPLE TITLES,

BY NUMBER OF VOLUMES PER TITLE

Number of RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM
Volumes ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
Per Title FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

1. 957 92.1 92.1 92.1
2. 52 5.0 5.0 97.1
3. 8 0.8 0.8 97.9
4, 5 0.5 0.5 98.4
5. 6 0.6 0.6 98.9
6. 4 0.4 0.4 99.3
7. 2 0.2 0.2 99.5
8. 1 0.1 0.1 99.6
10. 1 0.1 0.1 99.7
12 1 0.1 0.1 99.8
14. 1 0.1 0.1 99.9
16. 1 0.1 0.1 100.0
TOTAL 1039 100.0 100.0

[MEAN 1.187 |

MODE 1.000

KURTOSIS 103.386

MINIMUM 1.000

STD ERR 0.031

STD DEV 0.984

SKEWNESS 9.080

MAXIMUM 16.000

MEDIAN 1.043

VARIANCE 0.969

RANGE 15.000

VALID CASES 1039

MISSING CASES 0
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TABLE 7: FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF SAMPLE TITLES,
BY NUMBER OF PAGES PER TITLE

Number of ADJ CUM Number of ADJ CUM
Pages FREQ PCT PCT Pages FREQ PCT PCT

4. 1 0 0 64. 5 0 9

S. 1 0 0 65. 1 0 9

7. 1 0 0 67. 1 0 9
8. 1 0 0 68. 2 0 9
10. 1 0 0 69. 1 0 9
11. 2 0 1 70. 1 0 9
12. 4 0 I 72. 3 0 10
14. 2 0 1 73. 2 0 10
16. 5 0 2 74. 1 0 10
17. 2 0 2 75. 1 0 10
18. 2 0 2 76. 4 0 10
19. 1 0 2 77. 1 0 11
20. 2 0 2 78. 2 0 11
22. 2 0 3 79. 2 0 11
23. 1 0 3 80. 5 0 11
24. 2 0 3 81. 2 0 12
25. 1 0 3 83. 1 0 12
26. 2 0 3 84. 2 0 12
27. 2 0 3 85. 1 0 12
28. 1 0 3 86. 2 0 12
29. 1 0 4 87. 1 0 12
30. 3 0 4 88. 2 0 12
31 3 0 4 89. 1 0 13
32. 3 0 4 90. 1 0 13
33. 1 0 5 91. 2 0 13
34. 1 0 5 92. 3 0 13
35. 1 0 5 93. 2 0 13
36. 1 0 5 94, 1 0 13
37. 1 0 5 9s. 3 0 14
38. 2 0 5 96. 5 0 14
40. 2 0 5 97. 1 0 14
4. 1 0 5 98. 1 0 14
43, 2 0 6 99. 4 0 15
44. 1 0 6 100. 3 0 15
46. 2 0 6 102. 1 0 15
47, 3 0 6 103. 3 0 15
48. 2 0 6 104. 3 0 16
50. 3 0 7 106. 1 0 16
S1. 2 0 7 108. 1 0 16
53. 2 0 7 110. 5 0 16
54. 3 0 7 111. 5 0 17
55. 2 0 8 112, 3 0 17
56. 1 0 8 113. 2 0 17
58. 1 0 8 114. 4 0 18
60. 1 0 8 115. 2 0 18
61. 2 0 8 117. 1 0 18
63. 3 0 8 118. 2 0 18
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Number of ADJ CUM
Pages FREQ PCT PCT
119. 4 0 19
120. 2 0 19
121. i 0 19
122 1 0 19
123. 2 0 19
124, 6 1 20
125. 1 0 20
126. 2 0 20
127. 3 0 20
128. 4 0 21
129. 1 0 21
130. 4 0 21
131. 1 0 21
132. 3 0 22
133. 2 0 22
134. 1 0 22
135. 5 0 22
136. 4 0 23
137. 1 0 23
138. 5 0 23
141. 3 0 24
142. 3 0 24
143. 3 0 24
144 4 0 25
145, 2 0 25
146. 2 0 25
147. 2 0 25
149. 2 0 25
150. 1 0 26
151. i 0 26
152 6 1 26
155. 2 0 26
156. 1 0 27
157. 3 0 27
158. 3 0 27
159. 2 0 27
160. 1 0 27
162. 1 0 27
163. 2 0 28
164. 1 0 28
165. 5 0 28
166. 3 0 29
167. 1 0 29
168. 2 0 29
169. 5 0 29
170. 3 0 30
171. 1 0 30
172. 1 0 30
173. 5 0 30
174. 2 0 30
175. 2 0 31
176. 4 0 31

Number of ADJ CUM
Pages FREQ PCT PCT
179. 4 0 31
180. 5 0 32
181. 2 0 32
182. 1 0 32
183. 2 0 32
184. 2 0 33
186. 4 0 33
187. 3 0 33
188. 4 0 34
189. 4 0 34
190. 1 0 34
191. 1 0 34
192. 3 0 35
193. 3 0 35
194. 2 0 35
195. 1 0 35
196. 2 0 35
197. 2 0 36
198. 2 0 36
199. 5 0 36
200. 1 0 36
201. 1 0 36
203. 2 0 37
204. 1 0 37
205. 2 0 37
208. 6 1 37
209. 3 0 38
210. 3 0 38
211. 2 0 38
212 3 0 39
213. 3 0 39
214. 2 0 39
215. 1 0 39
216. 5 0 40
217. 2 0 40
219. ] 0 40
220. 1 0 40
221. 1 0 40
222, 1 0 40
223. 4 0 41
224. 2 0 41
225. 4 0 41
226. 2 0 41
227. 4 0 42
228. 1 0 42
229. 1 0 42
230. 1 0 42
231. 3 0 42
232. 4 0 43
233. 2 0 43
234, 2 0 43
235. 4 0 43
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Number of ADJ CUM
Pages FREQ PCT PCT
236. 3 0 44
237. 1 0 44
238. 2 0 44
239, 4 0 44
240. 6 1 45
241. 2 0 45
242. 4 0 46
243, 6 1 46
244, 1 0 46
245, 2 0 46
246. 1 0 47
248. 4 0 47
249. 3 0 47
250. 6 1 48
251. 1 0 48
252. 6 1 48
253. 1 0 49
254, 2 0 49
255. S 0 49
256. 10 1 50
257. 1 0 50
258. 3 0 S1
259. 1 0 51
260. 2 0 51
262. 4 0 51
263. 2 0 52
264. 3 0 52
265. 2 0 52
266. 5 0 52
267. 1 0 53
268. 3 0 53
269. 2 0 53
270. 3 0 53
271. 3 0 54
273. 1 0 54
274, 2 0 54
275. 2 0 54
276. 2 0 54
271. 1 0 54
278. 2 0 55
279. 2 0 )
280. 1 0 55
281, 4 0 55
282, 3 0 56
283. 1 0 56
284, 2 0 56
286. 1 0 56
287. 2 0 56
288. 3 0 56
289. 1 0 57
290. 2 0 57
291. 1 0 57

Number of ADJ] CUM
Pages FREQ PCT PCT
292. 1 0 57
293. 1 0 57
294. 2 0 57
295. 2 0 57
296. 4 0 58
299, 3 0 58
300. 4 0 58
301. 1 0 59
302. 1 0 59
303. 1 0 59
304. S 0 59
306. 1 0 59
307. 2 0 60
308. 1 0 60
309. 1 0 60
310. 1 0 60
311. 1 0 60
312. 2 0 60
313. 3 0 60
315. 4 0 61
316. 7 1 61
317. S 0 62
319. 6 1 63
320. 1 0 63
321. 1 0 63
322. 3 0 63
323. 3 0 63
325, 1 0 63
326. 3 0 64
328. 4 0 64
329. 3 0 64
330. 3 0 65
332, 1 0 65
334, 4 0 65
335, 1 0 65
336. 5 0 66
337. 1 0 66
338. S 0 66
340. 2 0 67
341, 1 0 67
343. 3 0 67
344, 2 0 67
345, 2 0 67
346. 3 0 68
347, 1 0 68
348. 2 0 68
350. 4 0 68
351. 2 0 68
352. 1 0 69
353. 1 0 69
354. 2 0 69
356. 1 0 69
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Number of ADJ CUM
Pages FREQ PCT PCT
357. 1 0 69
360. 1 0 69
363. 2 0 69
364. 3 0 70
365. 3 0 70
366. 3 0 70
367. 1 0 70
368. 3 0 71
369. 1 0 71
373. 1 0 71
377. 1 0 71
378. 1 0 71
379. 1 0 71
380. 3 0 71
382. 3 0 72
383. 1 0 72
384. 4 0 72
386. 1 0 72
388. 4 0 73
389. 3 0 73
390. 1 0 73
391. 1 0 73
392. 3 0 73
393. 1 0 73
394, 1 0 74
395. 1 0 74
396. 4 0 74
397. 1 0 74
400. 2 0 74
402. 2 0 75
403. 2 0 75
404. 1 0 75
406. 2 0 75
407. 3 0 75
408. 2 0 76
410. 2 0 76
412. 1 0 76
414. 3 0 76
416. 3 0 76
417. 3 0 77
418. 1 0 77
419. 1 0 717
420. 1 0 77
421. 1 0 77
424. 1 0 77
425. 3 0 77
427. 1 0 78
432. 4 0 78
433. 2 0 78
435. 1 0 78
436. 3 0 79
438. 3 0 79

Number of ADJ CUM
Pages FREQ PCT PCT
439, 1 0 79
442, 1 0 79
446. 1 0 79
448. 3 0 79
451. 1 0 79
453. 1 0 80
455. 2 0 80
456. 1 0 80
458. 1 0 80
459, 1 0 80
462. 2 0 80
463. 1 0 80
464, 1 0 80
466. 1 0 81
467. 1 0 81
468. 2 0 81
470. 1 0 81
471. 2 0 81
472. 1 0 81
475. 2 0 81
477. 3 0 82
479, 2 0 82
480. 1 0 82
485. 2 0 82
488. 3 0 82
489. 1 0 83
491. 2 0 83
492. 1 0 83
496. 1 0 83
498. 1 0 83
499, 1 0 83
501. 1 0 83
503. 2 0 83
504. 1 0 84
506. 5 0 84
507. 2 0 84
510. 1 0 84
S18S. 3 0 85
516. 1 0 85
522. 1 0 85
525. 1 0 85
527. 1 0 85
529. 1 0 85
533. 1 0 85
536. 2 0 85
540. 1 0 85
542. 1 0 86
544, 2 0 86
546. 3 0 86
547. 1 0 86
548. 1 0 86
554. 1 0 86

- 184 -




Number of ADJ CUM
Pages FREQ PCT PCT
556. 4 0 87
557. 1 0 87
558. 2 0 87
559. 2 0 87
562. 1 0 87
568. 2 0 88
571. 1 0 88
575. 1 0 88
577. 1 0 88
579. 1 0 88
582. 1 0 88
586. 1 0 88
590. 1 0 88
594. 1 0 88
598. 1 0 88
599, 1 0 88
604. 1 0 89
608. 1 0 89
609. 1 0 89
619. 2 0 89
620. i 0 89
622. 1 0 89
626. 1 0 89
632. 1 0 89
634. 1 0 89
636. 1 0 90
642, 1 0 90
643. 1 0 90
644, 2 0 90
647. 1 0 90
669. 1 0 90
672. 1 0 90
674. 1 0 90
680. 1 0 90
681. 1 0 91
694. 1 0 91
700. 1 0 91
708. 2 0 91
712. 1 0 91
713. 1 0 91
718. 1 0 91
719. 1 0 91
720. 1 0 91
724. 1 0 91
729. 1 0 92
730. 1 0 92
732. 1 0 92
742. 1 0 92
761. 1 0 92
772. 1 0 92
779. 2 0 92
792. 1 0 92

Number of ADJ CUM
Pages FREQ PCT PCT
794. 1 0 92
799. 1 0 93
800. 1 0 93
803. 1 0 93
831. 1 0 93
842. 1 0 93
848. 1 0 93
851. 1 0 93
852. 1 0 93
871. 1 0 93
878. 1 0 93
899. 1 0 94
912. 1 0 94
914. 2 0 94
916. 1 0 94
917. 1 0 94
934. 1 0 94
964. 1 0 94
967. 1 0 94
975. 1 0 94
977. 1 0 94
1003. 1 0 95
1007. 1 0 95
1010. 1 0 95
1012. 1 0 95
1031. 1 0 95
1033. 1 0 95
1035. 1 0 95
1041. 1 0 95
1071. 1 0 95
1091. 1 0 95
1092. 2 0 96
1133. 1 0 96
1135. 1 0 96
1139. 1 0 96
1159. 1 0 96
1209. 1 0 96
1221. 1 0 96
1231. 1 0 96
1252. 1 0 96
1270. 1 0 97
1273. 1 0 97
1275. 1 0 97
1333. 1 0 97
1334, 1 0 97
1362. 1 0 97
1471. 1 0 97
1536. 1 0 97
1558. 1 0 97
1560. 1 0 97
1568. 1 0 97
1600. 1 0 98
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Number of ADJ] CUM
Pages FREQ PCT PCT
1613, 1 0 98
1615. 1 0 98
1706. 1 0 98
1708. 1 0 98
1848. 1 0 98
1880. 1 0 98
2119. 1 0 98
2237. 1 0 98
2286. 1 0 98
2370. 1 0 99
2455. 1 0 99
2670. i 0 99
2674, 1 0 99
2759. 1 0 99
3025. 1 0 99
3165. 1 0 99
3204. 1 0 99
3311, i 0 99
3876. 1 0 99
3963, 1 0 100
4160. i 0 100
5436. 1 0 100
6332. 1 0 100
8143, 1 0 100
8713. 1 0 100
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Number of
Pages FREQ

ADJ] CUM
PCT PCT

MISSING DATA: CODE 0.FREQ 6

[ MEAN 382.715 §
MODE 256.000
KURTOSIS 80.636
MINIMUM 4.000
STD ERR 18.747
STD DEV 602.520
SKEWNESS 7.634
[MAXIMUM 8713.000 |
MEDIAN 256.250
VARIANCE 363030.813
RANGE 8709.000
VALID CASES 1033
MISSING CASES 6
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TABLE 8: FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF

SAMPLE TITLES, BY CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM

CLASS SYSTEMS

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
L.C. 486 46.8 47.0 47.0
DEWEY 257 24.7 24.9 71.9
UNION 245 23.6 23.7 95.6
OTHER 45 4.3 4.4 100.0
NO CALL NUMBER 6 0.6 MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 1039 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.854
MODE 1.000
KURTOSIS -0.860
MINIMUM 1.000
STD ERR 0.029
STD DEV 0.928
SKEWNESS 0.622
MAXIMUM 4.000
MEDIAN 1.619
VARIANCE 0.861
RANGE 3.000
VALID CASES 1033

MISSING CASES
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TABLE 9: FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF
SAMPLE TITLES, BY SUBJECT

SUBJECT AREAS RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ

FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

NON JUDAEO-CHRISTIAN 72 6.9 6.9 6.9

JUDAISM 69 6.6 6.7 13.6

CHURCH HISTORY 119 115 11.5 25.1

BIBLICAL STUDIES 214 20.6 20.6 45.7

DOCTRINAL THEOLOGY 174 16.7 16.8 62.5

PRACTICAL THEOLOGY 111 10.7 10.7 73.2

MISSIOLOGY 54 5.2 5.2 78.4

DENOM. & SECTS 147 14.1 14.2 92.6

ECCLESIOLOGY 61 5.9 5.9 98.5

BIBLIOGRAPHY 4 0.4 0.4 98.8

OTHER 11 1.1 1.1 99.9

1 0.1 0.1 100.0

2 0.2 MISSING  100.0

TOTAL 1039 100.0 100.0

MEAN 5.053
MODE 4.000
KURTOSIS -0.114
MINIMUM 1.000
STD ERR 0.073
STD DEV 2.351
SKEWNESS 0.333
MAXIMUM 17.000
MEDIAN 4.756
VARIANCE 5.527
RANGE 16.000
VALID CASES 1037
MISSING CASES 2
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TABLE 10: FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF
SAMPLE TITLES, BY ALPHABETIC PREFIX
OF CALL NUMBER

CALL NO. ADJ] CUM CALL NO. ADJ] CUM
PREFIX FREQ PCT PCT PREFIX FREQ PCT PCT
DK 1 0 80

294 28 28 DL 1 0 80

A 3 0 29 DM 1 0 80
B 3 0 29 DS 1 0 80
C 1 0 29 DX 3 0 81
D 12 1 30 EC 1 0 81
F 9 1 31 ED 1 0 81
G 4 0 31 EG 1 0 81
K 1 0 31 EX 2 0 81
M 5 0 32 EY 1 0 81
N 1 0 32 FA 1 0 81
R 1 0 32 FK 2 0 82
T 1 0 32 FL 1 0 82
w 1 0 32 FN 2 0 82
X 2 0 33 FQ 1 0 82
Z 4 0 33 FX 5 0 82
AM 1 0 33 GF 1 0 82
AP 1 0 33 GG 1 0 83
BG 1 0 33 GJ 2 0 83
BJ 9 1 34 GM 2 0 83
BL 26 3 37 GN 3 0 83
BM 11 1 38 GQ 1 0 83
BO 1 0 38 GR 1 0 83
BP 5 0 38 GS 1 0 84
BQ 7 1 39 GT 4 0 84
BR 74 7 46 GU 2 0 84
BS 87 8 54 GV 1 0 84
BT 63 6 60 GW 2 0 84
BV 76 7 68 GX 2 0 85
BW 3 0 68 HD 1 0 85
BX 112 11 79 HJ 1 0 85
BY 1 0 79 HV 1 0 85
CB 2 0 79 M 1 0 85
CD 1 0 79 IN 1 0 85
CE 1 0 79 IP 1 0 85
CM 2 0 79 IR 1 0 85
Ccp 2 0 80 1X 1 0 85
CT 1 0 80 IY 1 0 85
DA 1 0 80 IC 2 0 86
DF 1 0 80 IG 1 0 86
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CALL NO. AD] CUM CALL NO. ADJ] CUM
PREFIX FREQ PCT PCT PREFIX FREQ PCT PCT
JK 3 0 86 RC 2 0 93
JR 5 0 87 RD 1 0 94
KJ 3 0 87 RE 1 0 94
KM 1 0 87 RK 3 0 94
KZ 1 0 87 RO 1 0 94
LA 1 0 87 RQ 1 0 94
LB 1 0 87 RR 6 1 95
LC 2 0 87 RS 2 0 95
LE 1 0 87 RW 3 0 95
LN 1 0 88 RX 1 0 95
LP 3 0 88 TG 2 0 95
LQ 2 0 88 TH 1 0 96
LR 1 0 88 TL 1 0 96
LS 3 0 88 ™ 5 0 96
LT 2 0 89 TN 1 0 96
LU 2 0 89 TU 2 0 96
LW 2 0 89 TX 2 0 97
MA 4 0 89 TY 1 0 97
MB 2 0 90 UA 1 0 97
MD 3 0 90 UB 1 0 97
MI 1 0 90 uG 1 0 97
ML 2 0 90 UK 1 0 97
MM 2 0 90 UL 1 0 97
MN 2 0 91 uv 1 0 97
MP 2 0 91 VA 2 0 97
MR 2 0 91 vC 1 0 98
MT 2 0 91 VI 2 0 98
MU 1 0 91 VK 1 0 98
MV 1 0 91 VP 1 0 98
MW 1 0 91 vQ 1 0 98
MX 1 0 92 VS 1 0 98
MY 1 0 92 WA 2 0 98
MZ 4 0 92 WB 2 0 99
NE 1 0 92 wC 1 0 99
NF 1 0 92 WP 3 0 99
NK 1 0 92 wQ 2 0 99
NN 2 0 92 wV 1 0 99
NR 1 0 93 wWwW 4 0 100
NT 1 0 93 WB 1 0 100
OF 1 0 93 XQ 1 0 100
oT 1 0 93 XS 1 0 100
QZ 1 0 93 Xw 1 0 100
RA 2 0 93
RB 1 0 93 VALID CASES 1039
MISSING CASES 0
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TABLE 11: FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF
SAMPLE TITLES, BY NUMBER OF LIBRARIES

OWNING THOSE TITLES

NO. OF ADJ] CUM
LIBRARIES FREQ PCT PCT
1 109 11 11
2 61 6 17
3 55 5 22
4. 50 5 27
5. 36 4 30
6 38 4 34
7 29 3 37
8. 37 4 40
9. 33 3 44
10. 32 3 47
11 32 3 50
12. 25 2 52
13. 19 2 54
14. 19 2 56
15. 20 2 58
16. 24 2 60
17. 14 1 62
18. 20 2 64
19. 15 1 65
20. 12 1 66
21. 11 1 67
22. 17 2 69
23. 10 1 70
24, 17 2 72
25. 16 2 73
26. 17 2 75
27. 8 1 76
28. 11 1 77
29. 14 1 78
30. 12 1 19
3L 10 1 80
32. 10 1 81
33. 10 1 82
34. 16 2 84
35. 12 1 85
36. 5 0 85
37 7 1 86
38. 10 1 87
39. 10 1 88

NO. OF AD] CUM
LIBRARIES FREQ PCT PCT
40. 8 1 89

41, 8 1 90

42, 6 1 90

43. 4 0 91

44, 8 1 91

45, 8 1 92

46. 5 0 93

47, 6 1 93

48. 9 1 94

49, 6 1 95

50. 3 0 95

51. 7 1 96

52. 7 1 96

53. 4 0 97

54. 1 0 97

55. 7 1 97

56. 3 0 98

57. 1 0 98

58. 6 1 98

60. 6 1 99

62. 3 0 99

63. 1 0 99

64. 1 0 100

65. 2 0 100

66. 2 0 100

68. 1 0 100

MISSING DATA
CODE FREQ
0 13

MEAN 17.271
MODE 1.000
KURTOSIS 0.153
MINIMUM 1.000
STD ERR 0.498
STD DEV 15.937
SKEWNESS 1.030
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MAXIMUM 68.000
MEDIAN 11.540
VARIANCE 253.987
RANGE 67.000
VALID CASES 1026
MISSING CASES 13
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TABLE 12: PERCENTAGE OF TITLES OWNED BY
EACH LIBRARY, AND COMPARISON OF
“PERCENTAGE OWNED” RANKING WITH

SIZE RANKING

Percentage Rank by Rank by Size Overlap
Library of Sample Percentage 1860-1929 Indicator*
Number Titles Owned Owned

1 16.5 49 21 -28
2 25.1 27 23
4 25.8 245 15 -9.5
5 50.9 2 2
6 20.7 37 42
7 21.6 35 11 -24
8 1.7 82 69 -13
9 404 7 5

10 14.9 52 73

11 3.7 80 53 =27

12 10.7 66 67

13 19.1 42 34 -8

14 16.7 48 59

15 9.1 69.5 72

16 20.1 39 54

17 6.2 75 71

18 47.1 6 7

19 36.1 9 10

20 27.9 19 25

21 24.1 29.5 30

22 11.0 63 64

23 27.3 20 26

24 492 4 3

25 7.2 74 68 -6

26 28.5 18 18

27 14.9 53 56

29 25.8 245 27

30 5.0 78 74

31 6.0 76 47 -29

32 9.0 69.5 57 -12.5

34 303 15 32

36 36.0 10 14

41 13.3 57 61

42 12.0 59 49 -10

43 384 8 8

44 253 26 35

45 23.6 32 41
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Percentage Rank by Rank by Size Overlap
Library of Sample Percentage 1860-1929 Indicator*
Number Titles Owned Owned

46 26.4 23 20

47 16.9 47 52

49 7.4 72.5 81

51 50.0 3 4

52 238 31 60

53 13.2 58 77

54 20.4 38 58

55 9.5 68 75

56 7.9 71 55 -16
57 10.9 64 28 -36
58 59.7 1 1

59 19.8 40 46

60 35.1 11 16

61 29.3 16 9 -7
62 9.7 67 76

63 11.4 61 70

66 18.9 43 43

67 73 72.5 78

68 17.1 45 45

69 11.8 60 48 -12
70 20.8 36 82

71 19.2 41 29 -12
75 14.3 54 51

76 14.2 55 50

77 16.4 50 44 -6
78 34.6 12 17

79 26.7 21 33

81 5.6 77 79

82 25.7 22 31

83 13.9 56 36 -20
84 18.8 44 39

85 11.4 62 63

88 35 81 66 -15
89 24.7 28 22 -6
90 221 34 40

91 16.0 51 62

92 17.3 46 38 -8
93 24.1 29.5 37

95 31.7 13 12

97 225 33 19 -14
98 48.5 5 6

99 10.8 65 65
100 4.5 79 80
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Percentage Rank by Rank by Size Overlap
Library of Sample Percentage 1860-1929 Indicator*
Number Titles Owned Owned
101 29.1 17 24
104 314 14 13

*Where the percentages owned of the total samples are substantially higher than the collection size
rankings (see libraries 70, 52,10, and 54), one assumes that the collections tend to be heavily focused
on the types of materials that most ATLA libraries have been acquiring. By contrast, where the situa-
tion is reversed, the libraries have been buying less commonly held materials (see libraries 57, 31, 1,
11, and 7). The fifth column of the table highlights these libraries, because they would seem to own
substantial portions of materials which other libraries do not own; if they own a disproportionately low
percentage of the general sample, then they must own a disproportionately high percentage of unique
or rarely-owned materials. Unfortunately the data collected for this study are not adequate for the es-
timation of uniqueness rates for individual libraries.
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TABLE 13: WHAT IS THE SMALLEST NUMBER

OF LIBRARIES NEEDED TO ACCOUNT FOR ALL TITLES?

Library Library Percentage Cumulative  Size Rank
Rank Number Name Contributable  Percentage 1860-1929
1 58 Union (NY) 60.0 60.0 1
2 51 G.T.U. 12.1 72.1 4
3 24 Harvard 7.4 79.5 3
4 18 Garrett/ 4.2 83.7 7
Seabury-Western
5 5 Princeton 3.0 86.7 2
6 98 Jesuit-Krauss- 2.1 88.9 6
McCormick
7 60 Southern Baptist (KY) 1.2 90.1 16
8 9 Emory 0.9 90.9 5
9 57 St. Mary of the Lake 0.9 91.8 28
10 61 General (NY) 0.8 92.6 9
11 20 Lutheran (PA) 0.7 93.3 25
12 30 Dominican 0.6 93.9 74
College (D.C.)
13 34 Asbury 0.6 94 .4 32
14 7 Luther-N.W. 0.5 94.9 11
15 46 Claremont 0.5 95.4 20
16 43 Yale 0.4 95.8 8
17 97 Perkins 0.4 96.2 19
18 6 New Orleans Baptist 0.3 96.5 42
19 8 Disciples of Christ 0.3 96.8 69
Historical
20 11 St. Leonard 0.3 97.1 53
21 31 Hartford 0.3 97.4 47
22 78 Duke 0.3 97.7 17
23 95 Episcopal/ Weston 0.3 98.0 12
24 23 Boston University 0.2 98.1 26
25 25 Mary Immaculate 0.2 98.3 68
26 32 Historical (NC) 0.2 98.5 57
27 36 Drew 0.2 98.7 14
28 79 Brite 0.2 98.9 33
29 2 Lutheran (PA) 0.1 99.0 23
30 4 Union (VA) 0.1 99.1 15
31 10 Conservative Baptist 0.1 99.2 73
32 26 Vanderbilt 0.1 99.3 18
33 29 Andover 0.1 99.4 27
34 42 Nashotah House 0.1 99.5 49
35 45 United (OH) 0.1 99.6 41
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Library Library Percentage Cumulative  Size Rank

Rank Number Name Contributable  Percentage 1860-1929
36 47 North Park 0.1 99.7 52
37 55 Sewanee 0.1 99.8 75
38 75 Biblical (PA) 0.1 99.9 51
39 89 Lancaster 0.1 100.0 22
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TABLE 14: DISTRIBUTION OF SAMPLE TITLES
OWNED WITHIN SELECTED LIBRARIES,

BY SUBJECT
U P H G E J G Y G
n r a T m e a a e
i i r U o] S r 1 n
o n v r u r e e
n c a y i e r
) € r t t a
t d t 1
N o]
Y n
Non-Judeo-
Christian 7.4 8.6 8.5 9.3 7.2 6.4 8.6 83 | 10.3
Judaism 6.4 6.7 7.1 7.4 7.2 6.4 7.2 6.8 7.0

Church History | 10.8 | 134 | 132 | 126 | 11.3 11:4 11:3 14.9 | 13.9
Biblical

Studies 221 | 246 | 260 | 19.8 | 22.8 | 24.0 | 20.6 | 22.0 | 26.5
Doctrinal

Theology 216 | 170 | 166 | 17.1 | 189 | 186 | 154 | 159 | 17.2
Practical

Theology 10.3 7.6 7.3 1103 ] 10.1 | 11.0 | 10.1 6.6 5.0
Missiology 34 4.4 2.4 41 3.1 5.0 5.3 7.8 2.0
Denominations

and Sects 127 | 11.3 | 13.2 | 13.0 | 120 | 11.8 | 148 | 124 | 11.6
Ecclesiology 5.4 5.3 4.7 5.8 6.5 4.8 6.0 4.8 6.0
Bibliography 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3
Other 0.0 0.8 0.4 0.2 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.0
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C S S L D A L C A
0 0 t u 0 S u | v
\ . . t m b t a g
g B M h i u h r .
a a a e n r e [ o
t P r r i y r m f
€ t y a C , [o]
i n a n A
s R n N t 1
t P Y |
A
‘Non-Judeo-
Christian 8.6 7.5 | 134 9.1 9.6 9.0 7.2 9.6 7.0
Judaism 7.5 6.4 5.4 8.0 1.9 5.4 7.2 7.7 6.7
Church History | 11.8 | 10.6 | 15.2 | 13.2 | 19.2 83117 {103 114
Biblical
Studies 23.1 1226 | 125 | 230 | 13.5 1 27.2 | 23.8 | 224 | 20.6
Doctrinal
Theology 17.2 | 18.7 | 15.2 | 164 58 12151215 | 18.8 | 16.8
Practical
Theology 9.9 | 13.1 45 1 11.1 | 11.5 9.3 7.2 9.6 | 10.7
Missiology 4.3 4.5 3.6 35 38 45 31 4.0 5.1
Denominations
and Sects 11.6 | 10.1 | 232 { 11.1 {327 | 10.3 | 12.6 | 12,5 | 143
Ecclesiology 5.1 59 5.4 3.1 1.9 4.2 5.8 4.8 59
Bibliography 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Other 0.3 0.6 1.8 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.1
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TABLE 15: PERCENTAGE OF TITLES IN EACH SUBJECT
OWNED BY EACH LIBRARY

U P H G E J G G Y

n r a T m e a e a

i i r U o S r n 1

o} n v r u r e €

n c a y i e r

R e r t t a

t d t 1

N o

Y n
Non-Judeo-
Christian 66.7 162.5+59.7+(66.7+|41.7 [44.4 |58.3+(43.1+ 458
Judaism 75.4+(50.7 1522 |559 |435 {464 |50.7 304 (39.1
Church History (69.5+(59.3 [56.8 [55.1 (39.8 [48.3 |46.6 |35.6 {50.0+
Biblical I .
Studies 58.8 |60.8 [62.3+|48.1 448 [56.6+]47.2 (379 [41.0+
Doctrinal
Theology 543 |[51.4 [48.6 1509 (457 {53.8 |43.4 |30.1 364+
Practical
Theology 52.7 {36.4- [33.6- |48.6 |38.2 |50.0 [44.5 |13.6- |23.6
Missiology 73.6+|43.4 |22.6- 39.6- [24.5-|47.2 |(49.1 |11.3- [58.5
Denominations
and Sects 544 140.4- (456 |45.6 |34.0 (40.1 1|49.0 [24.0 [33.6
Ecclesiology 541 459 (39.3- 149.2 1443 1393 475 129.5 |31.1
Bibliography 25.0- [25.0- [50.0 0.0- |25.0-| 0.0- | 0.0- |25.0 0.0
Other 27.3- [36.4- [18.2- | 9.1- |18.2-]18.2- {18.2- | 0.0- | 9.1
Avg. Pct.
All Subjects 59.7 (509 [49.2 (50.0 [40.4 |48.5 147.1 |29.3 (384
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C S S L D A L C
o o] t u o] S u 1
1 . . t m b t a
g B M h i u h r
a a a e n r e e
t p r r i y r m
[ t y a c s o
i n a n
s , n N t
t P Y
A
Non-Judeo-
Christian 444 |17.5- 1208+ (36.1+ | 6.9 38.9+ {222 36.1+
Judaism 406 | 333 8.7 333 1.4 25.0 23.2 304
Church History | 37.3 |{32.2 14.4 322 8.5 22.0 22.0 237
Biblical
Studies 406 | 389 6.6 31.1 33 40.0+ | 25.0 28.8
Doctrinal
Theology 37.0 139.0 9.8 27.2 1.7 387+ 127.7+ 1295
Practical
Theology 336 (43.1+} 45 29.1 5.5 26.4 14.5 23.6
Missiology 30.2 {30.2 7.5 18.9 38 26.4 13.2 20.8
Denominations
and Sects 293 |24.7- {179 21.9 11.6+ | 21.8 19.0 23.1
Ecclesiology 31.1 [ 356 9.8 14.8 1.6 213 213 21.3
Bibliography 25.0- | 0.0- 0.0- 0.0- 0.0- 0.0- 0.0- 0.0-
Other 9.1- 1 20.0- |18.2 27.3 0.0- 0.0- 0.0- 0.0-
Avg. Pct.
All Subjects 36.1 |35.1 10.9 279 5.0 30.3 1.6 26.4
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TABLE 16: ROSTER OF LIBRARIES COMPLETING ATLA
PRESERVATION STUDY

Number  Name of Library

1 Schoots of Theology, Dubuque, 1A

2 Lutheran Theological Seminary; Gettysburg, PA

4 Union Theological Seminary; Richmond, VA

5 Princeton Theological Seminary; Princeton, NJ

6 New Orleans Baptist Seminary; New Orieans, LA

7 Luther-NW Seminary; St. Paul, MN

8 Disciples of Christ Historical Society; Nashville, TN

9 Emory University (Pitts Library); Atlanta, GA

10 Conservative Baptist Seminary; Denver, CO

11 St. Leonard College; Dayton, OH

12 Episcopal Theological Seminary of the Southwest;
Austin, TX

13 Dallas Theological Seminary; Dallas, TX

14 Methodist Theological School; Delaware, OH

15 Union Theo. Seminary of the Twin Cities; New Brighton, MN

16 Trinity Evangelical Divinity School; Deerfield, IL

17 Mt. St. Mary’s Seminary; Norwood, OH

18 Garrett/Seabury-Western; Evanston, IL

19 Colgate Rochester/Bexley Hall/Crozer; Rochester, NY

20 Lutheran Theological Seminary; Philadelphia, PA

21 Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary; S. Hamilton, MA

22 St. Louis University; St. Louis, MO

23 Boston University School of Theology: Boston, MA

24 Harvard Divinity School; Cambridge, MA

25 Mary Immaculate Seminary, Northampton, PA

26 Vanderbilt University (Divinity Library); Nashville, TN

27 Reformed Theological Seminary; Jackson, MS

29 Andover Newton Theological School; Newton Centre, MA

30 Dominican College; Washington, D.C.

31 Hartford Seminary Fd.; Hartford, CT

32 Historical Foundation of the Presbyterian & Reformed
Church; Montreat, NC

34 Asbury Theological Seminary; Wilmore, KY

36 Drew University Library; Madison, NJ

41 Covenant Theological Seminary; St. Louis, MO

42 Nashotah House; Nashotah, WI

43 Yale University Divinity School, New Haven, CT

44 SE Baptist Theological Seminary, Wake Forest, NC

45 United Theological Seminary; Dayton, OH

46 School! of Theology at Claremont; Claremont, CA

47 North Park Theological Seminary; Chicago, IL
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Number  Name of Library

49 Christ Seminary — SEMINEX: St. Louis, MO

51 Graduate Theological Union; Berkeley, CA

52 Austin Presbyterian Seminary; Austin, TX

53 Calvary Baptist School of Theology; Lansdale, PA

54 Phillips University Graduate Seminary; Enid, OK

55 University of Sewanee School of Theology; Sewanee, TN

56 St. Charles Borromeco Seminary; Philadelphia, PA

57 St. Mary of the Lake Seminary; Mundelein, IL

58 Union Theological Seminary; New York, NY

59 Chicago Theological Seminary; Chicago, IL

60 Southern Baptist Theological Seminary; Louisville, KY

61 General Theological Seminary; New York, NY

62 Liberty Baptist Seminary; Lynchburg, VA

63 Trinity Lutheran Seminary; Columbus, OH

66 Golden Gate Baptist Theological Seminary; Mill Valley, CA

67 Assemblies of God Graduate School; Springfield, MO

68 Wesley Theological Seminary; Washington, D.C.

69 Huron College; London, ON (Canada)

70 Western Theological Seminary; Holland, MI

71 Talbot Theological Seminary; La Mirada, CA

75 Biblical School of Theology; Hatfield, PA

76 Nazarenc Theological Seminary; Kansas City, MO

77 Eden-Webster Library; Webster Groves, MO

78 Duke University Divinity School; Durham, NC

79 Brite Divinity School; Fort Worth, TX

81 Christ the King Seminary; East Aurora, NY

82 Christian Theological Seminary; Indianapolis, IN

83 St. Mary’s Seminary; Baltimore, MD

84 Mennonite Biblical Seminary:; Elkhart, IN

85 Western Conservative Baptist Seminary; Portland, OR

88 Mt. St. Alphonsus Seminary; Esopus, NY

89 Lancaster Theological Seminary; Lancaster, PA

90 Bethany/Northern Baptist; Oak Brook, IL

91 Harding School of Religion; Memphis, TN

92 Bethel Seminary; St. Paul, MN

93 I1iff School of Theology; Denver, CO

95 Episcopal Divinity School/Weston School of Theology
Libraries; Cambridge, MA

97 Perkins School of Theology (SMU); Dallas, TX

98 Jesuit-Krauss-McCormick Library, Chicago, IL

99 Atlantic School of Theology: Halifax, NS (Canada)

100 St. Patrick’s Seminary; Menlo Park, CA

101 New Brunswick Theological Seminary; New Brunswick, NJ

104 Pittsburgh Theological Seminary; Pittsburgh, CA

- 204 -



TABLE 17: 82 LIBRARIES COMPLETE PRESERVATION STUDY

Number

29
34
67
99
52
90
92
75
23
79
53
59
49
81
82
19
10
41
13
8

30
36
78
17
9

95

12

18
61
66
21
51
91
31
24
32

69
93
98

Name of Library

Andover Newton Theological School; Newton Centre, MA
Asbury Theological Seminary; Wilmore, KY
Assemblies of God Graduate School; Springfield, MO
Atlantic School of Theology; Halifax, NS (Canada)
Austin Presbyterian Seminary; Austin, TX
Bethany/Northern Baptist; Oak Brook, IL

Bethel Seminary; St. Paul, MN

Biblical School of Theology; Hatfield, PA

Boston University School of Theology; Boston, MA
Brite Divinity School; Fort Worth, TX

Calvary Baptist School of Theology; Lansdale, PA
Chicago Theological Seminary; Chicago, IL

Christ Seminary — SEMINEX; St. Louis, MO

Christ the King Seminary; East Aurora, NY

Christian Theological Seminary; Indianapolis, IN
Colgate Rochester/Bexley Hall/Crozer; Rochester, NY
Conservative Baptist Seminary; Denver, CO
Covenant Theological Seminary; St. Louis, MO

Dallas Theological Seminary; Dallas, TX

Disciples of Christ Historical Society; Nashville, TN
Dominican College; Washington, D.C.

Drew University Library;, Madison, NJ

Duke University Divinity School; Durham, NC
Eden-Webster Library; Webster Groves, MO

Emory University (Pitts Library); Atlanta, GA
Episcopal Divinity School/Weston School of Theology
Libraries; Cambridge, MA

Episcopal Theological Seminary of the Southwest;
Austin, TX

Garrett/Seabury-Western; Evanston, IL

General Theological Seminary; New York, NY
Golden Gate Baptist Theological Seminary; Mill Valley, CA
Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary; S. Hamilton, MA
Graduate Theological Union; Berkeley, CA

Harding School of Religion; Memphis, TN

Hartford Seminary Fd.; Hartford, CT

Harvard Divinity School; Cambridge, MA

Historical Foundation of the Presbyterian & Reformed
Church; Montreat, NC

Huron College; London, ON (Canada)

I1iff School of Theology; Denver, CO
Jesuit-Krauss-McCormick Library; Chicago, IL
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Number Name of Library

89 Lancaster Theological Seminary; Lancaster, PA

62 Liberty Baptist Seminary; Lynchburg, VA

2 Lutheran Theological Seminary; Gettysburg, PA

20 Lutheran Theological Seminary; Philadelphia, PA

7 Luther-NW Seminary; St. Paul, MN

25 Mary Immaculate Seminary; Northampton, PA

84 Mennonite Biblical Seminary; Elkhart, IN

14 Methodist Theological School;, Delaware, OH

88 Mt. St. Alphonsus Seminary; Esopus, NY

17 Mt. St. Mary’s Seminary; Norwood, OH

42 Nashotah House; Nashotah, WI

76 Nazarene Theological Seminary; Kansas City, MO

101 New Brunswick Theological Seminary; New Brunswick, NJ
6 New Orleans Baptist Seminary; New Orleans, LA

47 North Park Theological Seminary; Chicago, IL

97 Perkins School of Theology (SMU); Dallas, TX

54 Phillips University Graduate Seminary; Enid, OK

104 Pittsburgh Theological Seminary; Pittsburgh, CA

5 Princeton Theological Seminary; Princeton, NJ

27 Reformed Theological Seminary; Jackson, MS

46 School of Theology at Claremont; Claremont, CA

1 Schools of Theology; Dubuque, A

44 SE Baptist Theological Seminary;, Wake Forest, NC

60 Southern Baptist Theological Seminary; Louisville, KY
56 St. Charles Borromeo Seminary; Philadelphia, PA

11 St. Leonard College; Dayton, OH

22 St. Louis University; St. Louis, MO

57 St. Mary of the Lake Seminary; Mundelein, IL

83 St. Mary’s Seminary; Baltimore, MD

100 St. Patrick’s Seminary; Menlo Park, CA

71 Talbot Theological Seminary;, La Mirada, CA

16 Trinity Evangelical Divinity School; Deerfield, IL

63 Trinity Lutheran Seminary; Columbus, OH

15 Union Theo. Seminary of the Twin Cities; New Brighton, MN
58 Union Theological Seminary; New York, NY

4 Union Theological Seminary; Richmond, VA

45 United Theological Seminary; Dayton, OH

55 University of Sewanee School of Theology; Sewanee, TN
26 Vanderbilt University (Divinity Library); Nashville, TN
68 Wesley Theological Seminary; Washington, D.C.

85 Western Conservative Baptist Seminary; Portland, OR
70 Western Theological Seminary; Holland, MI

43 Yale University Divinity School; New Haven, CT
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AMERICAN THEOLOGICAL LIBRARY ASSOCIATION
BY-LAWS

[Amended By-Laws as of June 19, 1980]

Article 1

Name

The Corporation shall be known as "American Theological Library Associa-
tion."

Article 11

2.1 Registered Office The Corporation shall maintain a registered office in the
City of Wilmington, County of New Castle, State of Delaware.

2.2 Other Offices The Corporation may also have such other offices at such
other places, either within or without the State of Delaware, as the business of the
Corporation may require.

Article I11

Relationship with Other Organizations

3.1 In General The Corporation may (1) enroll or withdraw as an institu-
tional member or an affiliate of another organization by vote of the Board of Direc-
tors, or (2) be represented in its relationships with another organization by an
appointee of the Board of Directors who shall be a full Member of the Corporation.

3.2 Affiliation By majority vote of the Board of Directors the Corporation
may issue a charter of affiliation with any organization, whether incorporated or
not, having professional objectives in concert with those of the Corporation. In
determining whether to issue a charter of affiliation the Board of Directors shall
consider the membership, the objectives and the program offered by the applicant.
In granting a charter of affiliation the Board of Directors may establish such terms
and conditions for the applicant as are deemed appropriate. Any organization
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affiliated with the Corporation shall remain an independent entity with its own
organization, activities and financial structure, except that the Board of Directors
may, by majority vote, at any time and without notice or hearing revoke any char-
ter of affiliation previously issued. An affiliate of the Corporation may represent
itself as such but shall not represent the Corporation in any capacity.

Article IV

Membership

4.1 Institutional Members Libraries of institutions which hold membership in
the Association of Theological Schools in the United States and Canada (ATS) and
of accredited educational schools engaged predominantly at the post-college level in
theological education, and libraries of organizations maintaining collections pri-
marily for ecclesiastical and theological research may be elected to Institutional
Membership through procedures established by the Board of Directors and by com-
pliance with the conditions prescribed by these By-Laws.

4.1.1 Interim Institutional Membership Institutions actively seeking accredita-
tion as indicated in Article 4.1 may be elected to Interim Institutional Membership
through procedures established by the Board of Directors and by compliance with
conditions prescribed in these By-Laws. Such membership shall provide all benefits
of regular institutional membership, without vote. Such membership shall cease
upon accreditation of the institution or after an interval of five years, whichever
occurs first. Dues shall be assessed at the regular institutional rate.

4.2 Full Members Persons who are actively engaged in professional library or
bibliographic work in theological or religious fields may be elected to Full Member-
ship through procedures established by the Board of Directors and by compliance
with the conditions prescribed in these By-Laws.

4.3  Associate Members Persons who do not qualify for election as full
members but who are interested in, or associated with, the work of theological
librarianship may be elected to Associate Membership through procedures esta-
blished by the Board of Directors and by compliance with the conditions prescribed
by these By-Laws.

4.4 Contributing and Sustaining Members Persons or institutions eligible for
Membership may become Contributing or Sustaining Members upon payment of
the annual sums provided in these By-Laws.

4.5 Student Members Persons enrolled in graduate library programs carrying
a half-time load or greater, and students enrolled in graduate theological programs
carrying a half-time load or greater subsequent to library training at the M.L.S.
level or its equivalent, may be elected to student membership through procedures
established by the Board of Directors and by compliance with the conditions
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prescribed in these By-Laws. Any person engaged fulltime in library employ shall
not be eligible for student membership.

4.6 Honorary Members Persons who have made outstanding contributions in
the advance of the purposes for which this Corporation stands may be nominated
by the Board of Directors and be elected Honorary Members by a two-thirds (2/3)
vote of the Members present at any annual meeting of the corporation. Honorary
Membership shall be for life.

4.7 Eligibility, Suspension and Reinstatement The Membership of any indivi-
dual or institution may be suspended for cause by a two-thirds (2/3) vote of the
Board of Directors. An elected member in any of the foregoing categories may
continue in that status even though eligibility for election is lost unless such
member is suspended in accordance with these By-Laws. A suspended member
may be reinstated without proving eligibility for election.

Article V

Dues

5.1 Institutional Members The annual dues for Institutional Members shall be
determined by the following scale of library operating expenditures as reported in
the official financial statement of the Institution for the preceding year:

Up to $50,000 $50.00
$50,001 to $300,000 $.001 per $1.00 budgeted
$300,001 up $300.00

5.2 Full and Associate Members The annual dues for Full and Associate
Members shall be determined by the following scale:

Salary Bracket  Full Associate
Under $5,000  $15 $15
$5,001-10,000  $25 $20
$10,001-15,000 $35 $25
$15,001-20,000 $45 $30
$20,001 up $55 $35

Members with 15 years full membership in ATLA who retire from active duty will
be full members of ATLA exempt from payment of dues. Members with 5 years
but fewer than 15 years full membership who retire shall pay dues of $10.00 upon
retirement up to an accumulated total of 15 years as full members. There will be
no special provision for full members with fewer that 5 years membership.

5.3 Contributing and Sustaining Members The annual dues for Contributing
Members shall be Two Hundred Fifty ($250.00) Dollars and for Sustaining
Members shall be ($500.00) Dollars.
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5.4 Student Members The annual dues for Student Members shall be $10.00.
5.5 Honorary Members There shall be no dues for Honorary Members.

5.6 Suspension for Non-payment of Dues Members failing to pay their dues
within the first six {6) months of the fiscal year will be automatically suspended.
Members thus suspended may be reinstated upon payment of dues for the current
year plus an additional charge of $2.00.

Article VI

Meetings of Members

6.1 Annual Meetings The annual meeting of the Members shall be held in
the month of June for the election and appointment of Directors, for the considera-
tion of annual reports and for the transaction of such other business as may come
before the meeting. The Board of Directors shall determine the specific date of
each annual meeting and may, if it deems advisable, set the date of such meeting
no more than sixty (60) days prior to or subsequent to the month fixed in this arti-
cle.

6.2 Special Meetings Special Meetings of the Members may be called at any
time by the Board of Directors of its own accord, and if such a meeting is called,
the call of meeting shall specify whether proxy voting shall be permitted. Proxy
voting shall be permissible at special meetings only.

6.3 Place and Notice of Meeting Annual and Special Meetings shall be held in
such location or locations as shall be determined by the Board of Directors. Notice
of Members’ meetings shall be printed or in writing, shall state the place, day and
hour of the meeting (and, in case of a Special Meeting, the purpose or purposes for
which it was called) and shall be delivered to all Members not less than one hun-
dred twenty (120) days and not more than one hundred eighty (180) days before
the date of the meeting. If mailed, such notice shall be deemed to be delivered
when deposited with postage prepaid in the U. S. Mails addressed to each Member
as listed in the records of the Corporation. If proxy voting is to be used at any
Special Meeting, the proxy shall be enclosed in the Notice of Meeting.

6.4 Quorum Fifty (50) voting Members at a regular meeting shall constitute
a Quorum of the Members of the Corporation for the transaction of all business
except election to elective positions of the Corporation and amendments to the
Certificate of Incorporation or these By-Laws, but any lesser number may adjourn
any meeting from time to time until a Quorum shall be present. One Hundred
(100) of the voting Members shall constitute a Quorum for the election to elective
positions of the Corporation and amendments to the Certificate of Incorporation or
of these By-Laws, but any lesser number may adjourn any meeting from time to
time until a Quorum shall be present.

- 210 -



6.5 Chairmanship Membership meetings shall be presided over by the
President of the Corporation or, in his absence, by the Vice President of the Cor-
poration.

6.6 Voting Each Full Member shall be entitled to one vote. Each Institu-
tional Member shall be entitled to one vote cast by its authorized representative.
Except as provided in the Certificate of Incorporation, voting may not be by proxy
and voting may not be conducted by mail.

6.7 Representatives of Institutional Members Each Institutional Member shall
annually designate, in writing, a representative who shall represent, vote and act for
the Institutional Member in all affairs of the Corporation. Institutional Members
may change their representatives at will and may appoint a substitute representative
by giving written notice thereof to the Corporation. Representatives of Institutional
Members must be officers or employees of Institutional Members and shall
automatically cease to be representatives if and when their terms of office or
employment expire.

6.8 Admission to Meetings All meetings of Members shall be open to all
interested in the work of the Corporation.

Article VII

Board of Directors

7.1 General Powers Except as provided in the Certificate of Incorporation
and these By-Laws, the property, minutes, records, affairs and business of the Cor-
poration shall be managed by the Board of Directors.

7.2 Number and Classes of Directors The Board shall consist of ten (10)
Directors as follows:

Class A Directors - Six (6) Class A Directors shall be Full Members
of the Corporation. ‘ ‘

Class B Directors - Four (4) Ciass B Directors shall be the
President, the Vice President, the Immediate Past President and the
Treasurer of the Corporation.

The Executive Secretary, Editor of the Corporation’s official publica-
tion, the Representative for Contact with Foundations, a representative of
the Board of Microtext, a representative of the Index Board, and a
representative of the Association of Theological Schools in the United
States and Canada (ATS) shall be ex officio members of the Board of
Directors without vote.

7.3 Election and Designation of Directors The Board of Directors will be
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elected and designated as follows:

7.3.1 Class A Directors - Upon expiration of the respective terms of the
Class A Directors, subsequent Directors shall be elected by a plurality vote of the
Members entitled to vote from among the candidates nominated in accordance with
Article VIII hereof. Each Full Member and each authorized representative of an
Institutional Member shall have the right to vote for such number of nominees as
shall equal the number of Class A Directors to be elected, but may not cast more
than one vote for any single nominee. No Class A Director shall immediately
succeed himself as a Class A Director.

7.3.2 Class B Directors - Class B Directors shall be the President, the Vice
President, the Immediate Past President and the Treasurer. The term of each Ciass
B Director so designated shall be as provided in articies 9.2, 10.2, 11.3.

Class B Directors shall be elected by a plurality vote of the Members entitled
to vote from among the candidates nominated in accordance with Article VIII
hereof. Each Full Member and each authorized representative of an Institutional
Member shall have the right to vote for such number of nominees as shall equal
the number of Class B Directors to be elected, but may not cast more than one
vote for any single nominee and may not cast a vote for more than one nominee
for a denominated Class B Director office.

Elections to the elective positions for the Corporation shall be conducted by a
written ballot returned to the Executive Secretary of the Corporation by the date
specified on the ballot prior to the opening of the annual conference. In case of a
tie vote, the successful candidate shall be chosen by lot.

The term of each Director so elected shall commence with the adjournment
of the annual meeting of the Members of the Corporation at which such Director
shall be elected.

7.4 Disqualification of Directors A Director who ceases to be a Full Member
of the Corporation shall be disqualified thereby from continuing to serve as a
Director of the Corporation.

7.5 Vacancies The Board of Directors shall make appointment to fill the
vacancy in the elective position of Treasurer of the Corporation until it is possible
for the Corporation to fill the vacancy at the next regular annual election in accor-
dance with the By-Laws. A vacancy in the office of President shall be filled for the
remainder of the term by the Vice President. The succession shall not prevent a
person who succeeds to the Presidency, because of a vacancy, from serving his nor-
mal term as President the next year as provided in the By-laws. A vacancy in the
office of Vice-President can be filled only by election as provided in the By-laws. If
vacancies occur in the offices of President and Vice President within the same term,
the Board of Directors shall elect as President one of the Board for the remainder
of the term. In such case, a President and a Vice President shall be elected at the
next annual meeting of Members in accordance with the By-laws. Vacancies on the
Board of Directors shall be filled by election at the next annual meeting of
Members after the vacancy occurs.
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7.6 Term of Directors Each Class A Director shall serve for three (3) years.

1.7 Compensation of Directors A Director shall receive no fees or other emo-
luments for serving as Director except for actual expenses in connection with meet-
ings of the Board of Directors or otherwise in connection with the corporate affairs.

7.8 Chairman and Vice Chairman The President of the Corporation shall
serve as the Chairman of the Board and the Vice President shall serve as Vice
Chairman thereof. The Chairman and Vice Chairman shall continue to serve in
such capacity until their successors are elected and qualified.

7.9 Meetings Regular meetings of the Board of Directors shall be held no
more infrequently than once a year as the Board shall decide. Special Meetings of
the Board of Directors may be called by the Chairman of the Board at his own
request or at the request of three or more other Directors. Special and regular
Directors’ meetings shall be held at the places, dates and times designated by the
Chairman of the Board. Notices of all meetings shall be mailed to each Director at
least five (5) days in advance, or telegraphed or personally delivered at least (3)
days in advance. A waiver of notice in writing shall be deemed equivalent to such
notice. Attendance at a meeting shall be deemed waiver of notice except where
attendance is for the sole purpose of objecting to the absence of notice. No notice
is necessary for an adjourned meeting other than the announcement thereof at the
meeting at which the adjournment takes place. Members of the Board of Directors
of the Corporation, or of any Committee designated by the Board may participate
in a meeting of such Board or Committee by means of conference telephone or
similar communications equipment by means of which all persons participating in
the meeting can hear each other. Participation in a meeting in this manner shall
constitute presence in person at such meeting.

7.10 Quorum and Voting At each meeting of the Board of Directors the pres-
ence of a majority of the Directors shall be necessary to constitute a Quorum for
the transaction of business except as otherwise specifically provided by statute, the
Certificate of Incorporation or the By-laws. The acts of a majority of the Directors
present at any meeting, whether or not they shall comprise a Quorum, may adjourn
the meeting from time to time. Each Director shall be entitled to one (1) vote in
person and may not exercise his voting rights by proxy.

Article VIII

Nominations to Elective Positions of the Corporation

8.1 Nominating Committee There shall be a Nominating Committee of three
(3) full members of the Association appointed by the Board of Directors. One
member shall be appointed annually for a three-year term. The senior member of
the committee shall be chairman. Each new appointment shall be made at such
time as to enable this committee to meet during the annual meeting preceding the
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one at which elections are to be made from the nominees. This committee shall
nominate candidates for the elective positions to be filled for the Association as a
whole except where otherwise provided in these By-laws.

8.2 Time and Number The Nominating Committee shall report at least one,
and when feasible, two (2), nominations for each elective position to the Executive
Secretary of the Corporation not less than six (6) months prior to the annual meet-
ing of Members at which the nominees are to be considered by the Membership.
The nominations shall be published by the Executive Secretary in the official publi-
cation of the Corporation not less than four (4) months prior to the annual meeting
of Members.

8.3 Nominations by Others Nominations other than those by the Nominating
Committee may be made by petition signed by not less than ten (10) full members
of the Association, and shall be filed with the Executive Secretary not less than
three (3) months preceding the annual meeting and shall be incorporated on the
ballot with nominees presented through the Nominating Committee. Upon declara-
tion of the Board of Directors at the annual meeting of a vacancy in the official
slate, nominations may be made from the floor without prior notification.

8.4 Consent No nominations shall be presented to the Membership of the
Corporation without the express consent of the nominee.

Article IX

President

9.1 Powers and Duties The President shall be the chief executive officer of
the Corporation, shall preside at all meetings of the Members and the Board of
Directors, and, except as otherwise specifically provided by these By-laws, shall be
in charge of the general and active management of the business of the Corporation
and shall see that all orders and resolutions of the Board of Directors are carried
into effect.

9.2 Term of Office The President of the Corporation shall serve for one (1)
year or until his successor 1s elected and qualifies.

Article X

Vice President

10.1 Duties The Vice President shall, in the absence or disability of the
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President, perform the duties and exercise the powers of the President and shall
perform such other duties and have such other powers as the Board of Directors
may from time to time prescribe.

10.2 Term of Office The Vice President shall serve for one (1) year or until
his successor is elected and qualifies.

10.3 Election The Vice President shall be elected at the annual meeting of
Members in accordance with Articles VII and VIII hereof.

10.4  President Elect The Vice President of the Corporation shall be the
President Elect and shall succeed to the office of President at the end of the
President’s term.

Article XI

Other Officers

11.1 Treasurer The Treasurer shall have the custody of the corporate funds
and securities, including those of the Board of Microtext and the Index Board and
shall keep full and accurate accounts of receipts and disbursements in books
belonging to the Corporation and shall deposit all monies and other valuable effects
in the name and to the credit of the Corporation in such depositories as may be
designated by the Board of Directors. He shall disburse the funds of the Corpora-
tion as may be ordered by the Board of Directors, taking proper vouchers for such
disbursements , and shall render to the Board of Directors at its regular meetings
or when the Board of Directors so requires an account of all his transactions as
Treasurer and of the financial condition of the Corporation. The Treasurer shall
also have custody of the corporate seal of the Corporation and he shall have
authority to affix the same to any instrument requiring it and, when so affixed, it
may be attested by his signature.

11.2  Disbursements to Board of Microtext and Index Board The Board of
Microtext and the Index Board shall submit their annual budget requirements to
the Treasurer sixty (60) days prior to the end of the Corporation’s fiscal year. At
the time such budget is submitted to the Treasurer, the Board of Microtext and the
Index Board may designate a fiscal agent who may be an individual, if such indivi-
dual is a member of the designating board, to receive and disburse funds of the
designating board. Within thirty (30) days of receiving such a budget, the
Treasurer shall verify same and shall disburse to the fiscal agent designated by
either Board, if any, the funds necessary to meet the budget for the coming fiscal
year, provided that such disbursement, if required to be out of general funds of the
Corporation rather than out of funds of the particular project administered by the
Board in question, shall occur only if approved by the Board of Directors of the
Corporation. If either Board does not designate a fiscal agent, the Treasurer shall
disburse the funds of such Board in accordance with the budget of the

- 215 -



Corporation’s fiscal year, and at a time designated by the Treasurer in advance, the
Board of Microtext and the Index Board shall furnish an annual financial statement
to the Treasurer, such statement to include all income and disbursements for such
fiscal year and a narrative account of the project activities undertaken during such
fiscal year. Such statements shall be presented by the Treasurer at the annual
meeting of the Members.

11.3 Term of Treasurer The Treasurer of the Corporation shall serve for
three (3) years or until his successor is elected and qualifies.

11.4 Election of Treasurer The Treasurer of the Corporation shall be elected
at an annual meeting of the Members in accordance with Articles VII and VIII
hereof.

11.5 Sraffing An Executive Secretary of the Corporation may be appointed
by the Board of Directors. Other staff executives of the Board of Directors, the
Board of Microtext and the Index Board may be appointed and their remuneration,
if any, determined by the appointing Board, from time to time. At the discretion of
the Board of Directors, elected officers of the Corporation may receive remunera-
tion for their services in such capacity.

Article XII

Board of Microtext

12.1 General Powers Except as provided in the Certificate of Incorporation,
and these By-laws, the property, affairs and business of the Microtext Project shall
be managed by the Board of Microtext.

12.2  Number and Classes of Board Members The Board of Microtext shall
consist of five (5) Board Members as follows:

1. Class A Board Members - Three (3) Class A Board Members
shall be Full Members of the Corporation selected in accordance with this
Article XII.

2. Class B Board Members - The Class B Board Members shall be
elected as provided in this Article XII.

12.3 Election and Designation of Board Members The Board of Microtext will
be elected and designated as follows:
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1. Class A Board Members - Class A Board Members shall be elect-
ed by a plurality vote of the Members entitled to vote from among the
candidates nominated in accordance with Article VIII hereof. In the case
of a tie vote, the successful candidate shall be chosen by lot. Each Full
Member and each authorized representative of an Institutional Member
shall have the right to vote for such number of nominees as shall equal
the number of Class A Board Members to be elected but may not cast
more than one (1) vote for any single nominee.

2. Class B Board Members - Candidates for the position of Class B
Board Member shall be nominated by the Board of Microtext and elected
at the Annual Membership Meeting of the Corporation. In making and
reporting such nominations, the Board of Microtext shall be governed by
Article 8.2. Each Full Member and each authorized representative of an
Institutional Member shall have the right to vote for such number of
nominees as shall equal the number of Class B Board Members to be
elected but may not cast more than one (1) vote for any single nominee.

The term of each Member of the Board of Microtext so elected or designated
shall commence with the adjournment of the Annual Meeting of the Members of
the Corporation at which such Board Member shall be elected.

12.4 Vacancies Except as herein provided, the Board of Microtext shall
make appointments to fill vacancies on the Board of Microtext. Such appointments
shall become effective upon the appointment by the Board of Microtext and shall
extend to the end of the term of the Board Member being replaced.

12.5 Term of Board Members Each Board Member shall serve for three (3)
years.

12.6 Compensation of Board Members Board Members shall receive no fees
or other emoluments for serving as a Board Member, except for actual expenses in
connection with the meetings of the Board of Microtext or otherwise in connection
with the affairs of the Microtext Project.

12.7 Chairman The Board of Microtext shall, by majority vote, select a
Chairman of the Board of Microtext from among its membership. The Chairman
shall continue to serve in such capacity for a term of one (1) year or until his suc-
cessor is elected and qualifies.

12.8 Meetings Regular meetings of the Board of Microtext shall be heid no
more infrequently than once a year as the Board of Microtext shall decide. Special
meetings of the Board of Microtext may be called by the Chairman at his own
request or at that of two (2) or more Members of the Board of Microtext. Special
and regular meetings shall be held at the places, dates and times designated by the
Chairman of the Board of Microtext. Notices of all meetings shall be mailed to
each Board Member at least five (5) days in advance or telegraphed or personally
delivered at least three (3) days in advance. A waiver of notice in writing shall be
deemed equivalent to such notice. Attendance at a meeting shall be deemed waiver
of notice, except where attendance is for the sole purpose of objecting to the

- 217 -



absence of notice. No notice is necessary for an adjourned meeting other than the
announcement thereof at the meeting at which the adjournment takes place. The
Members of the Board of Microtext may participate in a meeting of such Board by
means of conference telephone or similar communications equipment by means of
which all persons participating in the meeting can hear each other. Participation in
a meeting in this manner shall constitute presence in person at the meeting.

12.9 Quorum and Voting At each meeting of the Board of Microtext the
presence of a majority of the Board shall be necessary to constitute a Quorum for
the transaction of business. The acts of a majority of the Members of the Board of
Microtext present at a meeting at which a Quorum is present shall be the acts of
the Board of Microtext. A majority of the Board of Microtext present at any meet-
ing, whether or not they constitute a Quorum, may adjourn the meeting from time
to time. Each Member of the Board of Microtext shall be entitled to one (1) vote
in person and may not exercise his voting rights by proxy.

Article XIII

Index Board

13.1 General Powers Except as provided in the Certificate of Incorporation
and these By-Laws, the property, affairs and business of the Religion Index and
other publications of the Board shall be managed by the Index Board.

13.2 Number and Classes of Board Members The Index Board shall consist of
five (5) Board Members as follows:

1. Class A Board Members - Three (3) Class A Board Members
shall be Full Members of the Corporation selected in accordance with this
Article XIII.

2. Class B Board Members - Two (2) Class B Board Members shall
be elected as provided in this Article XIIL

13.3  Election and Designation of Board Members The Index Board will be
elected and designated as follows:
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1. Class A Board Members - Class A Board Members shall be elect-
ed by a plurality vote of the Members entitled to vote from among the
candidates nominated in accordance with Article VIII hereof. In the case
of a tie vote, the successful candidate shall be chosen by lot. Each Full
Member and each authorized representative of an Institutional Member
shall have the right to vote for such number of nominees as shall equal
the number of Class A Board Members to be elected but may not cast
more than one (1) vote for any single nominee.

2. Class B Board Members - Candidates for the position of Class B
Board Member shall be nominated by the Index Board and elected at the
Annual Membership Meeting of the Corporation. In making and reporting
such nomination, the Index Board shall be governed by Article 8.2. Each
Full Member and each authorized representative of an Institutional
Member shall have the right to vote for such number of nominees as shall
equal the number of Class B Board Members to be elected but may not
cast more than one (1) vote for any single nominee.

The Term of each Member of the Index Board so elected or designated shall
commence with the adjournment of the annual meeting of the Members of the
Corporation at which such Board Member shall be elected.

13.4 Vacancies Except as herein provided, the shall make appointments to
fill vacancies on the Index Board. Such appointments shall become effective upon
the appointment by the Index Board and shall extend to the end of the term of the
Broad Member being replaced.

13.5 Term of Board Members Each Board Member shall serve for three (3)
years.

13.5 Term of Board Members Each Board Member shall serve for three (3)
years.

13.6 Compensation of Board Members Board Members shall receive no fees
or other emoluments for service as Board Members except for actual expenses in
connection with the affairs of the Religion Index and other publications of the
Board.

13.7 Chairman The Index Board shall, by majority vote, select a Chairman
of the Index Board from among its membership. The Chairman shall continue to
serve in such capacity for a term of one (1) year or until his successor is elected
and qualifies.

13.8 Meetings Regular meetings of the Index Board shall be held no more -
infrequently than once a year as the Index Board shall decide. Special meetings of
the Index Board may be called by the Chairman at his own request or at the
request of three (3) or more members of the Index Board. Special and regular
meetings shall be held at the places, dates and times designated by the Chairman of
the Index Board. Notices of all meetings shall be mailed to each Board Member at
least five (5) days in advance or telegraphed or personally delivered at least three
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(3) days in advance. A waiver of notice in writing shall be deemed equivalent to
such notice. Attendance at a meeting shall be deemed waiver of notice, except
where attendance is for the sole purpose of objecting to the absence of notice. No
notice is necessary for an adjourned meeting other than the announcement thereof
at the meeting at which the adjournment takes place. The Members of the Index
Board may participate in a meeting of such Board by means of conference tele-
phone or similar communication equipment by means of which all persons partici-
pating in the meeting can hear each other. Participation in a meeting in this
manner shall constitute presence in person at such meeting.

13.9 Quorum and Voting At each meeting of the Index Board the presence
of a majority of the Board shall be necessary to constitute a Quorum for the tran-
saction of business. The acts of a majority of the Members of the Index Board
present at a meeting at which a Quorum is present shall be the acts of the Index
Board. A majority of the Index Board present at any meeting, whether or not they
shall comprise a Quorum, may adjourn the meeting from time to time. Each
Member of the Index Board shall be entitled to one (1) vote in person and may not
exercise his voting rights by proxy.

Article XIV

Contracts, Loans, Checks, and Bank Accounts

14.1 Contracts To the extent the Board of Directors may specifically author-
ize, the President may, on behalf of the Corporation , prepare proposals for con-
tracts with any person, firm, or other entity, sign contracts between the Corporation
and any such person, firm or other entity, execute bonds and undertakings required
for the faithful performance of such contracts and deliver vouchers and receipts in
connection therewith.

14.2 Loans To the extent the Board of Directors may specifically authorize,
the President and Vice President, acting together, may effect loans and advances at
any time for the Corporation from any bank, trust company, or any other institu-
tion or from any person, firm or other entity and for such loans and advances may
make, execute and deliver promissory notes or other evidences of indebtedness of
the Corporation. No such officer or officers shall, however, for the purpose of giv-
ing security for any such loan or advance, mortgage, pledge, hypothecate, or
transfer any property whatsoever owned or held by the Corporation except when
specifically authorized by resolution of the Board of Directors from time to time.

14.3 Checks, Drafts, Etc. All checks, drafts, orders for the payment of
money, bills of lading, warehouse receipts, obligations, bills of exchange, and
insurance certificates shall be signed or endorsed by such officer or officers, agent
or agents, of the Corporation as shall be determined by resolution of the Board of
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Directors from time to time and in such manner as shall be determined by resolu-
tion of the Board of Directors from time to time.

14.4  Deposits and Accounts All funds of the Corporation not otherwise
employed shall be deposited from time to time in general or in special accounts in
such banks, trust companies or other depositories as the Board of Directors may
select or as may be selected by any officer or officers, agent or agents of the Cor-
poration to whom such power shall be delegated by the Board of Directors. For the
purpose of deposit and for the purpose of collection for the account of the Corpora-
tion, checks, drafts and other orders for the payment of money which are payable
to the order of the Corporation may be endorsed, signed and delivered by any
officer or agent of the Corporation.

14.5 Board of Microtext and Index Board Except as provided in the Certificate
of Incorporation or in these By-Laws, all references in this Article XIV to the
Board of Directors (with the exception of paragraph 14.2) shall be deemed to refer
to the Board of Microtext and to the Index Board, and all references to the
President or to the President and Vice President shall be deemed to refer to the
respective Chairman of the Board of Microtext and the Index Board and in such ,
provided that the authority so vested in the Board of Microtext and the Index
Board and in such Chairmen by paragraphs 14.3 and 14.4 shall apply only to those
funds which the Treasurer of the Corporation is required to advance to each of
such Board’s designated fiscal agent within thirty (30) days of the submission of its
annual budget.

Article XV

Committees

15.1 Authorization Committees of the Corporation shall be authorized by
action of the Members of the Corporation or of the Board of Directors, except as
otherwise provided in the Certificate of Incorporation and the By-Laws.

15.2  Appointment of Committee Members Committee Members shall be
appointed by the Board of Directors unless otherwise provided in the action author-
izing the Committee or in the Certificate of Incorporation and the By-Laws.

15.3 Joint Committees American Theological Library Association Members
of Joint Committees of the American Theological Library Association and other
associations may be appointed by the President of the Corporation with the full
approval of the Board of Directors and they shall be Full Members of the Corpora-
tion.

15.4 Eligibility Full and Associate Members of the Corporation shall be eligi-
ble to serve as Members on all Committees, except as otherwise provided in the
Certificate of Incorporation and the By-Laws.
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15.5 Term Except as herein provided, Committee Members shall serve a
three (3) year term or until their successors have been appointed and qualified. In
the first year, one (1) Member shall be appointed for three (3) years, one (1)
Member for two (2) years, and one (1) Member for one (1) year. Thereafter one
(1) new Member shall be appointed each year by the Board of Directors.

15.6 Minutes Each Committee shall maintain a file of its minutes and
actions and forward them to the Archivist upon request. Each Committee shall
present a written report to the annual conference.

Article XVI

Rules of Order

The rules contained in the latest available edition of Robert’s Rules of order
shall govern the Corporation in all cases to which they are applicable and in which
they are not inconsistent with the Certificate of Incorporation and these By-Laws.

Article XVII

Seal

The Corporation shall have a corporate seal which shall be in the form
adopted by the Board of Directors.

Article XVIII
Years

19.1 Membership Year The Membership Year of the Corporation shali be the
same as the Fiscal Year.

19.2 Fiscal Year The Fiscal Year of the Corporation shall be May 1 to April
30.
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Article XIX

Annual Audit

The accounts of the Corporation shall be audited annually in accordance with
generally accepted auditing standards by independent certified public accountants.
Copies of the report of such audits shall be furnished to any Member who requests
such copy in writing.

Article XX

Amendments

These By-Laws may be altered, amended, or repealed and new By-Laws may
be adopted by the affirmative vote of a majority of the Full Members and represen-
tatives of Institutional Members of the association voting at any general session of
any annual meeting of the Corporation.

Article XXI

The necessary grammatical changes required by the use of the neuter, mascu-
line, feminine, singular or plural in these By-Laws shall, in all instances, be
assumed to apply in the sense required by the factual context presented as though
such changes were fully expressed in each instance.
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American Theological Library Association
Members
as of June 18, 1981

Honorary Members
Allenson, Alec H. Plymouth Place, 315 N. LaGrange Rd., LaGrange Park, IL
60525
«Farris, Mrs. Donn Michael 921 N. Buchanan Blvd., Durham, NC 27701
Francis, Christopher c/o Blackwell’s, Broad St., Oxford, England
Morris, Mrs. Raymond P. 159 Westwood Rd., New Haven, CT 06515
«Wartluft, Mrs. David J. 7301 Germantown Ave., Philadelphia, PA 19119

Student Members

Aaberg, Theodore E. 105 Alexander Hall, Princeton Theological Seminary, Prince-
ton, NJ 08540

Askren, Russell W. 18041 Devonshire St., #340, Northridge, CA 91325
Benedetto, Robert 2604 Brewster Ave., Redwood City, CA 94062
Blair, Rebecca S. 44 Hawthorne St., Somerville, MA 02144

Bush, Frederick A. 3320 Main, #204, Kalamazoo, M1 49007
Colglazier, Merle Lee, Jr. 1215 Westwood Ave., Richmond, VA 23227
Faulkner, Frank S., Jr. 7311 Westville, San Antonio, TX 78227
Glenn, Lucinda 438 Staten, #303, Oakland, CA 94610

Heard, Jeffrey Lee 405 No. 5th St., Apt. 112, Mankato, MN 56001
Hicks Mary K. 166 Crenshaw Dr., Apt. 11, Tallahassee, FL 32304
Hill, Randall 1602 S. Okfuskee, Wewoka, OK 74884

Hoffman, John L. 586 Oak Valley Dr., St. Louis, MO 63131

Johnson, Dr. V. Elvin Rt. 3, Box 242B, Sapulpa, OK 74066

Kubic, Joseph Golden Gate Baptist Theological Seminary Strawberry Point, Mill Val-
ley, CA 94941

Muether, John 555 Wellesley St., Weston, MA 02193

Nelson, John O. 2720 Thatcher Ave., River Grove, IL 60171

Rota, C. David R.R. 3, Red Bud, IL 62278

Saarinen, Rev. Daniel 1448 Woodward Ave., Lakewood, OH 44107
Schroeder, Donna L. 3303 Linden, #721, Rocky River, OH 44116
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Shute, Rev. Daniel Presbyterian College 3495 University, Montreal, Quebec,
Canada H3A 2A8

Smith, Eric L. 508 Lawrence St., #4, Ann Arbor, MI 48104

Smith, Robert E. 975 Eigenmann Hall, Indiana University, Bloomington, IN
47406

Thompson, Charlene 1013 Gloria Ave., #2, Durham, NC 27701
Thompson, John W. Diakonian Society PO Box 11437, Chicago, IL 60611
vanOosten, Roger A. 904 Zeeland N. E., Grand Rapids, MI 49503
Woike, The Rev. Glenn V. 40 Puritan Rd., Tonawanda, NY 14150
*Wunderlich, Clifford S. 17 Buckingham St., Somerville, MA 02143

FULL MEMBERS

Abernathy, William Manna Bible Institute Library 700 E. Church Lane, Philade-
phia, PA 19144

Aldrich, The Rev. Mrs. Willie L. B. Head Librarian, Hood Theological Seminary
800 W. Thomas St., Salisbury, NC 28144

Allen, Mrs. Marti Technical Services Director Bethany Nazarene College 4115 N.
College, Bethany, OK 73008

*Amundson, Miss Jean Marie Cataloguer, Nazarene Theological Seminary Mail:
9414 Cleveland, #66, Kansas City, MO 64132

Anderson, Norman E. Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary South Hamilton, MA
10982

Andrews, Dean T. Retired 65 Stanford Dr., Westwood, MA 02090

Anske, Ms. Kay Librarian, Oblate College of the Southwest 285 Oblate, San
Antonijo, TX 78216

Ashley, Elizabeth Director, Technical Services, Golden Gate Baptist Theological Sem-
inary Strawberry Point, Mill Valley, CA 94941

+*Aycock, Mrs. B. D. Reference Librarian, Union Theological Seminary 3401 Brook
Rd., Richmond, VA 23227

Baker, Mrs. Florence S. Retired 153 Livingston St., New Haven, CT 06511

+«Baker-Batsel, John David Librarian, Graduate Theological Union Berkeley, 2400
Ridge Rd., Berkeley, CA 94709

+*Baker-Batsel, Patricia A. 1081 Warfield Ave., Oakland, CA 94610

«Balz, Elizabeth L. Trinity Lutheran Seminary 2199 E. Main St., Columbus, OH
43209
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Barber, Dr. Cyril J. Librarian, Rosemead Graduate School of Psychology/ Talbot
Theological Seminary 13800 Biola Ave., LaMirada, CA 90639

Barnett, Sean Caraloger, Episcopal Divinity/Weston School of Theology Mail: 4
Goodwin PlL., Apt. 4, Boston, MA 02114

Bartelme, Sr. Mary Librarian, St. Francis Convent Library 3221 S. Lake Dr.,
Milwaukee, WI 53207

Barton, Miss Janet Librarian, Miami Christian College 2300 NW 135th St., Miami,
FL 33167

Baxter, Anne Librarian, Reformed Theological Seminary 5422 Clinton Blvd., Jack-
son, MS 39209

Beach, Robert Retired 16 Washington Rd., Woodbury, CT 06798
Benson, Mary M. 580 Morton St., Ashland OR 97520

*Berg, Rev. Richard Periodicals and Learning Resources Librarian, United Theologi-
cal Seminary 1810 Harvard Blvd., Dayton, OH 45406

*Bertels, Rev. Henry J., S.J. Director of Library, Woodstock Theological Center
Library, George town University, Washington, DC 20057

Bestul, Valborg Retired 2383 Bourne Ave., St. Paul, MN 55108

~Bielenberg, W. Larry Director of Library Services, Concordia Seminary Mail: 8 Sem-
inary Terrace, St. Louis, MO 63105

«Bischoff, Mrs. Mary R. Cataloger/Archivist, Christ Seminary 607 N. Grand, St.
Louis, MO 63103

»Blaylock, The Rev. James C. Librarian, Baptist Missionary Association Theological
Seminary PO Box 1797, Jacksonville, TX 75766

Boddy, Michael P. Acquisitions Librarian, Asbury Theological Seminary Wilmore,
KY 40390

Boell, Margaret Retired 212 Chestnut Ave., Jamaica Plain, MA 02130

Bogenschneider, Rev. Duane Associate Editor, Microfilming Corporation of America
Sanford, NC Mail: Rt. 4, Box 399, Raleigh, NC 27606

+Bollier, John A. Yale Divinity School Library 409 Prospect St., New Haven, CT
06510

Booher, Harold H. Librarian, Episcopal Theological Seminary of the Southwest PO
Box 2247, Austin TX 78768

Booz, Lucinda M. Catalog Librarian, Bethany/Northern Baptist Theological Seminaries
Library Oak Brook, IL 60521

Boshears, Dr. Onva K., Jr. Dean and Professor, School of Library Service, University
of Southern Mississippi Southern Station, Box 5146, Hattiesburg, MS 39401

Bowell, Daniel James Collection Development, Billy Graham Center Library Whea-
ton College, Wheaton, IL 60187
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Bowen, Mrs. Dorothy N. Librarian, Kenya Highlands Bible College Box 123, Keri-
cho, Kenya, East Africa

Boyd, The Rev. Sandra 263 Payson, Rd., Belmont, MA 02178

+Bracewell, Rev. R. Grant Library Coordinator, Emmanuel College Library (Victoria
University) 75 Queen’s Park, Toronto, Ont., Canada M5S 1K7

Brackney, Dr. William H. Director, The American Baptist Historical Society 1106 S.
Goodman St., Rochester, NY 14620

Brandt, Steven R. Mennonite Brethren Biblical Seminary 1717 So. Chestnut, Fresno,
CA 93702

Breaden, Richard P. Library Director, St. Joseph’s Seminary Memorial Library,
Yonkers, NY 10704

Brimm, Dr. Henry M. Retired 1600 Westbrook Ave., Richmond, VA 23227

Brockway, Duncan Director of Library Services, Schools of Theology in Dubuque
Dubuque, IA 52001

Brown, Rev. Arthur E. Librarian, Maryknoll Seminary Library Maryknoll, NY
10545

Bullock, Mrs. Frances E. 80 LaSalle St., Apt. 15E, NY, NY 10027

Burdick, Rev. Oscar Collection Development, Graduate Theological Union 2400
Ridge Rd., Berkeley, CA 94709

Burgess, Mrs. Anna Librarian, Caven Library, Knox College 59 St. George St.,
Toronto, Ont., Canada MS5S 2E6

Burns, Dr. John A. Director of Library Services, Luther Rice Seminary Mail: 960
Parkridge Circle West, Jacksonville, FL 32211

Byrnes, Paul A. Collection Development, Union Theological Seminary Broadway at
120th St., NY, NY 10027

Caddy, Rev. James L. Head Librarian, St. Mary Seminary 1227 Ansel Rd., Cleve-
land, OH 44108

, Caldwell, Alva Librarian, Garrett/Evangelical-Seabury/Western Libraries 2121 Sheri-
dan Rd., Evanston, 1L 60201

*Camp, Thomas Edward Librarian, The School of Theology, University of the South
Sewanee, TN 37375

~Campbell, Rev. Jerry Librarian, Bridwell Library, Perkins School of Theology,
Southern Methodist University Dallas, TX 75275

+*Campbell, Ms. Winifred C. Cataloger, Andover-Harvard Theological Library 45
Francis Ave., Cambridge, MA 02138

*Chen, David Assistant Librarian/Technical Services, Pitts Theology Library, Emory
University Atlanta, GA 30322
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Clark, Dr. Robert M. Retired 29 Maple St., Trenton, Ont., Canada K8V 2A9

Cobb, Jean L. Reference Librarian, School of Theology at Claremont Mail: 1257 Har-
vard Ave., #1, Claremont, CA 91711

*Cogswell, Robert Cataloger, Episcopal Theological Seminary of the Southwest
Mail:3913 Wilbert Rd., Austin, TX 78751

Coppinger, Rev. John Librarian, Graymoor Ecumenical Institute Graymoor,
Garrison, NY 10524

Crawford, Elizabeth L. Retired215-A Ewing St., Princeton, NJ 08540
Crismon, Dr. Leo Retired 404 Pleasant View, Louisville, KY 40206

Culkin, Rev. Harry Cathedral College 7200 Douglaston Pkwy., Douglaston, NY
11362

Dagan, Alice Retired 1405 S. 11th Ave., Maywood, IL 60153

*Daly, Rev. Simeon Librarian, St. Meinrad School of Theology, Archabbey Library
St. Meinrad, IN 47577

*Davis, Rev. Clifton Librarian, Bangor Theological Seminary 300 Union St., Ban-
gor, ME 04401

Davis, Mrs. Goentje Assistant Librarian, Westminster Theological Seminary Mail: PO
Box 57, Abington, PA 19001

Dayton, Donald W. Librarian, Northern Baptist Theological Seminary 600 E.
Butterfield Rd., Lombard, IL 60521

*Dearborn, Mrs. Josephine M. Assistant Librarian, Virginia Theological Seminary
Alexandria, VA 22304

Debusman, Dr. Paul M. Acquisitions Librarian, Southern Baptist Theological Sem-
inary 2825 Lexington Rd., Louisville, KY 40206

+Deering, Dr. Ronald F. Librarian, Southern Baptist Theological Seminary 2825 Lex-
ington Rd., Louisville, KY 40206

*DeKlerk, Peter Calvin Theological Seminary 3233 Burton St., SE, Grand Rapids,
MI 49506

Delivuk, John Librarian, Trinity Episcopal School for Ministry 311 Eleventh St.,
Ambridge, PA 15003

DeMayo, Rev. John B. Librarian, St. Charles Seminary Overbrook, Philadelphia,
PA 19151

Dennison, Rev. James, Jr. Librarian, Westminster Theological Seminary in Califor-
nia PO Box 2215, Escondido, CA 92025

*Desmarais, Norman Library Director, St Mary’s Seminary and University Mail: 3104
Harview Ave., Baltimore, MD 21234

*Dickerson, G. Fay Editor, Religion Index 5600 S. Woodlawn Ave., Chicago, IL
60637
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Douglas, Dr. George Lees Retired 24 Leith Hill Rd., Apt. 1101, Willowdale, Ont.,
Canada M2J 1Z3

Dunaway, Cleta E. Columbia Graduate School of Missions 1122 Greenridge Lane,
Columbia, SC 29210

*Dunkly, James Librarian, Nashotah House Nashotah, WI 53058

Dunning, Miss Verna M. Grace Graduate School and Bible Institute 3625 Atlantic
Ave., Long Beach, CA 90807

*Dvorak, Robert Director of Library, Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary S. Hamil-
ton, MA 01982

Eastwood, Edna Mae Retired Apt. 204, 518 Shamrock Ave., Lee’s Summit, MO
64063

Eggebeen, Richard W. Reader Services Librarian, Schools of Theology in Dubugque
333 Wartburg PI1., Dubuque, 1A 52001

Ehlert, Dr. Arnold D. Librarian, Christian Heritage College Mail: 1262 Camillo
Way, El Cajon, CA 92021

*Eldevik, Bruce 3509 W. Willow Ave., Apt. 304, Sioux Falls, SD 57105

Ellenwood, Rev. Lee Library Director, John P. Webster Library, The First Church of
Christ Congregational, W. Hartford Mail: 57 Colonial St., Elmwood, CT 06110

*Else, James Graduate Theological Union Library Mail: 5104 Tehama Ave., Rich-
mond CA 94804

Englerth, Dr. Gilbert R. Retired 142 Jackson Ave., Magnolia, NJ 08049

*Erdel, Timothy P. Trinity Evangelical Divinity School Mail: 701 Chestnut St.,
Deerfield, IL 60015

Erdican, Mrs. Achilla Cataloger, Pitts Theology Library, Emory University Atlanta,
GA 30322

Erickson, J. Irving Retired 3456 W. Berwyn Ave., Chicago, IL 60625
Evans, Ester RetiredRt. 1, Box 256, Edenton, NC 27932

*Ewbank, Ralph Librarian, Western Evangelical Seminary 4200 Jennings Ave., Port-
land, OR 97222

Fahey, Rev. James Pope John XXIII National Seminary Weston, MA 02193

Farrell, Father Coleman Librarian, Abbey Library, Benedictine College Atchison, KS
66002

*Farris, Donn Michael Librarian, Duke Divinity School Library, Duke University
Durham, NC 27706

*Farris, Mrs. Joyce Caraloger of Hebrew and religious materials, Perkins Library,
Duke University Mail: 921 Buchanan Blvd., Durham, NC 27701

Faupel, David Director of the Library, Asbury Theological Seminary wilmore, KY
40390
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Feiner, Arlene Library, Loyola University Mail: 336 West Wellington Ave., #2102,
Chicago, IL 60657

Feiss, The Rev. Hugh Acquisitions Librarian, Mt Angel Abbey St. Benedict, OR
97373

Fetterer, Rev. Raymond A. Sr. Francis Seminary 3257 S. Lake Dr., Milwaukee, WI
53207

Fitzpatrick, T. Kelly Director of the Library, The Hugh J. Phillips Library, St. Mary’s
College, Emmitsburg, MD 21727

Flahiff, Sister Margaret 6449 Seaforth St., Apt. 401, Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada
B3L IR4

Flemster, Wilson N. Librarian, Interdenominational Theological Center 671 Beckwith
St., SW, Atlanta, GA 30314

*Flynn, Mrs. Elizabeth Director, Technical Services, Graduate Theological Union
2400 Ridge Rd., Berkeley, CA 94709

Frank, Emma Retired Charlotte Square, Chelsea House, Unit 312, Port Charlotte,
FL 33952

Franz, Dr. Gunther Librarian, Universitatsbibliothek D-7400 Tuebingen 1,
Wilhelmstr. 32, Postfach 2620, Western Germany

Freudenberger, Mrs. Elsie Assistant Acquisition Librarian, School of Theology at
Claremont Claremont, CA 91711

Fritz, Dr. William Librarian, Lutheran Theological Southern Seminary 4201 N. Main
St., Columbia, SC 29203

Frolich, Anne Librarian, Detroit Bible College 35700 W. 12 Mile Rd., Farmington
Hills, MI 48018

+Galbraith, Les Librarian, Christian Theological Seminary 1000 W, 42 St., Indianap-
olis, IN 46208

Gallimore, Howard H. Dargan-Carver Library 127 Ninth Ave., North Nashville,
TN 37234

Gardiner, Mabel Retired 1 Calvin Circle, B206, Evanston, IL 60201

+George, Miss Rachael Librarian, Reformed Presbyterian Theological Seminary 7418
Penn Ave., Pittsburgh, PA 15208

»Gerdes, Rev. Neil Wayne Meadville/Lombard Theological School 5701 Woodlawn
Ave., Chicago, IL 60637

*Gericke, Dr. Paul Director of the Library, New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary
3939 Gentilly Blvd., New Orleans, LA 70126

Germovnik, Rev. Francis Librarian, DeAndreis Seminary 511 E. 127 St. Lemont, IL
60439
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Giesbrecht, Herbert Librarian, Mennonite Brethren Bible College 77 Henderson
Highway, Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada R2L 1L1

*Gilbert, Thomas Jessie Ball duPont Library, University of the South Sewanee, TN
37375

Gillette, Gerald W. Research Historian, The Presbyterian Historical Society 425 Lom-
bard St., Philadelphia, PA 19147

*Gilliam, Dorothy Jane Head Cataloger, Union Theological Seminary 3410 Brook
Rd., Richmond, VA 23227

Gjellstad, Rolfe Caraloger, Yale Divinity School Mail: 34 Avon St., New Haven, CT
06511

Goddard, Dr. Burton L. Retired 163 Chebacco Rd., S. Hamilton, MA 01982

*Goertzen, Mrs. Norma Director of Library, North Park Theological Seminary Mail:
5125 N. Spaulding Ave., Chicago, IL 60625

Goldsworthy, Rev. William Librarian, Sacred Heart Monastery, Croydon and Holy
Cross Monastery, Templestowe Mail: 19 Trinian St., Vermont, Victoria, Aus-
tralia 3133

+*Goodman, Delena Librarian, School of Theology, Anderson College Anderson, IN
46011

Goodwin, Jack Librarian, Virginia Theological Seminary Alexandria, VA 22304

Graham, Dr. Holt Director of Library Services, United Theological Seminary of the
Twin Cities 3000 Fifth St., NW, New Brighton, MN 55112

+Green, Rev. David Associate Director for Collection Management, Graduate Theolog-
ical Union 2400 Ridge Rd., Berleley, CA 94709

Griffin, Miss Brenda Criswell Center for Biblical Studies Mail: 2726 Oxford Terrace,
DAllas, TX 75205

Griffin, Mrs. Patricia S. Librarian, Roanoke Bible College Elizabeth City, NC
27909

Griffis, Rev. Barbara M. 2800 Quebec St., NW, #1040, Washington, DC 20008

Grossman, Mrs. Walter Librarian, Andover-Harvard Theological Library 45 Francis
Ave., Cambridge, MA 02138

Gunn, Miss Shirley 2432 Westover Dr., Reidsville, NC 27320
Guston, David Retired 2210 Pascal, #206, St. Paul, MN 55113

Hadidian, Dikran Head Librarian, Pittsburgh Theological Seminary 616 N. Highland
Ave,, Pittsburgh, PA 15206

~Hager, Lucille Director of the Library, Christ Seminary Mail: 7203 Sarah, Apt. 8,
St. Louis, MO 63143

Hahn, Stephen 310 E. Michigan Ave., Apt. 2, Urbana, 1L 61801
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Haight, Larry L. Librarian, Assemblies of God Graduate School 1445 Boonville,
Springfield, MO 65802

Hall, Joseph Librarian, Covenant Theological Seminary Mail: 826 Crestland,
Ballwin, MO 53011

Hallier, Miss Sara Librarian, Library and Archives, RDLS Auditorium Box 1059,
Independence, MO 64051

«Hamburger, Roberta Seminary Librarian, Graduate Seminary Library, Phillips
University Box 2218, University Station, Enid OK 73701

Hamill, Mrs. Geneva Cataloger, Boston University Theology Library 745 Com-
monwealth Ave., Boston, MA 02215

Hamm, Dr. G. Paul Pasror, Harvard Terrace Baptist Church, 2581 N. Cedar,
Fresno, CA 93703

*Hanley, Sister Mary Esther Librarian, St. Michael’s College 113 St. Joseph St.,
Toronto, Ont., Canada MS5S 1J3

Hanscom, Martha Technical Services, University of Wyoming Mail: 100 S. 30th St.,
#24, Laramie, WY 82070

Harrer, John A. Retired 14 Beacon St., Rm. 207, Boston, MA 02108

*Harder, Kenette Assistant Catalog Librarian, Southwestern Baptist Theological Sem-
inary Mail: 4609 Lubbock, Forth Worth, TX 76115

+*Harris, Rev. William O. Librarian for Public Services, Christian Theological Sem-
inary 1000 W. 42 St., Indianapolis, IN 46208

Harvey, Mrs. Grace Schoo! of Theology Library, University of the South Mail: RR 1
Box 89, Sewanee, TN 37375

*Hawkins, Rev. Ronald Caraloger, United Theological Seminary Mail: 1745 Emer-
son Ave., Dayton, OH 45406

Hayes, Rev. Bonaventure Library Director, Christ the King Seminary 711 Knox Rd.,
East Aurora, NY 14052

*Hennessy, Rev. William Associate Librarian, Louisville Presbyterian Theological
Seminary 1044 Alta Vista Rd., Louisville, KY 40205

Hershman, Mrs. Mary Ann 7300 Boyer St., Apt. E, Philadelphia, PA 19119

*Hessel, William H. Librarian, Seventh-Day Adventist Theological Seminary Mail:
209 N. George, Berrien Springs, MI 49103

Hickey, Dr. Doralyn Professor, School of Library and Information Science, North
Texas State University Denton, TX 76203

Hilgert, Dr. Earle Reference Librarian, McCormick Theological Seminary 1100 E.
55th St., Chicago, IL 60615

+Hilgert, Elvire R. McCormack Theological Seminary 1100 E. 55th St., Chicago, IL
60615
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«Hill, Rev. Lawrence, OSB S:. Vincent College Library Latrobe, PA 15650

Ho, Rosa Library Co-ordinator, St. Andrew’s College 1121 College Dr., Saskatoon,
Sask., Canada STN 0W3

Hodges, Elizabeth Rerired Holderness, NH 03245

*Hodges, Thelma Assistant Librarian, Christian Theological Seminary Box 88267,
Mapleton Station, Indianapolis, IN 46208

Holder, Ms. Vivian Liberia Baptist Theological Seminary PO Box 1778, Monrivia,
Liberia

+*Howard, Donald H. History/Religion Librarian, Brigham Young University 69 South
860 East, Orem, UT 84057

Huber, Donald Librarian, Trinity Lutheran Seminary 2199 E. Main St., Columbus,
OH 43209

*Ibach, Robert D., Jr. Box 292, Winona Lake, IN 46590

*Irvine, James S. Assistant to the Librarian, Princeton Theological Seminary Mail:
307 Emmons Dr., A-2, Princeton, NJ 08540

Jasko, Sister Agnese Head Librarian, Sacred Heart School of Theology 7335 S.
Lovers Lane Rd., Hales Corner, WI 53130

»Jeschke, Channing Librarian, Pitts Theology Library, Emory University Atlanta, GA
30322

Johnson, Elinor Retired 1585 Ridge Ave., Apt. 504-505, Evanston, IL 60201

»Johnson, George Assistant Librarian, Covenant Theological Seminary 12330 Conway
Rd., St. Louis, MO 63141

*Jones, Dr. Arthur, Jr. Director, Drew University Library Madison, NJ 07940

Judah, Dr. Jay Stillson Retired 2705 Saklan Indian Dr., #8, Walnut Creek, CA
94595

*Kansfield, Rev. Norman Librarian, Beardslee Memorial Library, Western Theologi-
cal Seminary Holland, MI 49423

*Kasten, Seth Reference Librarian, Union Theological Seminary Mail: 700 West End
Ave., Apt. 14-A, NY, NY 10025

Keathley, Allen Special Services and Fine Arts Librarian, Indiana State University
Mail: 82 Canterbury Dr., Terre Haute, IN 47805

*Kendrick, Alice Director, Center for Documental Resources, Lutheran Council in the
USA 360 Park Ave., So., NY, NY 10010

~Kepple, Thomas J. Librarian, Westminster Theological Seminary Mail: 837 Twining
Rd., Dresher, PA 19025

Kincheloe, Mrs. Evah Retired 4335 Stony Hollow Rd., Georgetown, OH 45121

*Kircher, Roland E. Librarian, Wesley Theological Seminary 4400 Massachusetts
Ave., NW, Washington, DC 20016
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+Klemt, Calvin C. Librarian, Austin Presbyterian Theological Seminary Mail: 4804
Broken Bow Pass, Austin, TX 78745

Knop, Judy McCormick Theological Seminary Mail: 2654 N. Dayton, Chicago, IL
60614

Knudsen, Carmelle Librarian, American Baptist Seminary of the West 2515 Hil-
legass, Berkeley, CA 94704

+Koch, Rev. R. DAvid Eastern Baptist Theological Seminary Mail: 28 Browback Rd.,
Linfield, PA 19468

Kossey, John A. Consultant/Producer 280 S. Euclid, #123, Pasadena, CA 91101

+Krahn, Allan Luther-Northwestern Seminary Library 2375 Como Ave., St. Paul,
MN 55108

»Kropa, Jane Cataloger, Eden-Webster Libraries Mail: 7489 Hardscrapple Dr., St.
Louis, MO 63123

 Kuschke, Arthur, Jr. Retired 3263 Aston Rd., Dresher, PA 19025

Lamb, Rev. John Episcopal Divinity School Library 99 Brattle St., Cambridge, MA
02138

Lang, George Library Administrator, North American Baptist Seminary 1605 S. Euclid
Ave., Sioux Falls, SD 57105

Lashbrook, John E. Catalog Librarian, Mt. Vernon Nazarene College Mail: 602 East
St., Mt. Vernon, OH 43050

*Lawson, Miss Jane Pitts Theology Library, Emory University Atlanta, GA 30322
«Leo, May K. Librarian, Alliance Theological Seminary Nyack, NY 10960

+Leonard, Harriet Reference Librarian, Duke Divinity School Mail: 5962 Duke Sta-
tion, Durham, NC 27706

«Lewis, Rosalyn Librarian, United Methodist Publishing House 201 Eighth Ave., S.,
Nashville, TN 37202

Luke, Lewis Head Librarian, Marist College Library 220 Taylor St., NE, Washing-
ton, DC 20017

Lund, Cynthia Acquisitions Librarian, St. Olaf College Mail: 12 1/2 Lincoln Lane,
Northfield, MN 55057

Lynch, James Archivist, Brethren Historical Library and Archives 1451 Dundee Ave.,
Elgin, IL 60120

»Lyons, Sarah Librarian, Conservative Baptist Theological Seminary PO Box 10,000,
University Park Station, Denver, CO 80210

Mabson, Rev. Robert 3754 Highland Park Place, Memphis, TN 38111

Magnuson, Dr. Norris Bethel Theological Seminary 3949 Bethel Dr., St. Paul, MN
55112
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Mahoney, James Assistant Librarian, St. Joseph’'s Seminary, Corrigan Memorial
Library Yonkers, NY 10704

Maniatis, John Librarian, Unification Theological Seminary Barrytown, NY 12507

Markham, Dr. Robert Coordinator of Micrographics, University of Northern
Colorado, Greeley Mail: 2560 S. High St., Denver, CO 80210

Marnet, Carole Ann 4901 Cedar Ave., Philadelphia, PA 19143

Marshall, Gerald L. Librarian, Luther Rice Seminary 1050 Hendricks Ave., Jack-
sonville, FL. 32207

*Martin, W. Terry Technical Services Librarian, Southeastern Baptist Theological
Seminary Mail: SBTS, PO Box 2017, Wake Forest, NC 27587

Matthews, Donald Librarian, A. R. Wentz Library, Lutheran Theological Seminary
Gettysburg, PA 17325

Mattingly, Rev. John St. Patrick’s Seminary Library 320 Middlefield Rd., Menlo
Park, CA 94025

Mattson, Miss Marguerite Director of Library Service, Canadian Bible/Theological
College Mail: #11-4075 Robinson St., Regina, Sask., Canada S4S 3E1

McGrath, Rev. Laurence W. Librarian, St. John's Seminary 127 Lake St., Brighton,
MA 02135

*McLeod, Dr. H. Eugene Librarian, Southeastern Baptist Theological Seminary Box
752, Wake Forest, NC 27587

*McTaggart, John B. Director of Library Services, Methodist Theological School in
Ohio PO Bpx 630, Delaware, OH 43015

*McWhirter, David Director of Library/Archives, Disciples of Christ Historical Society
1101 19th Ave., S., Nashville, TN 37212

Mehl, Rev. Dr. Warren Librarian, Eden Theological Seminary Mail: 422 Pasadena
Ave., Webster Groves, MO 63119

*Meredith, Don L. Associate Librarian, Harding Graduate Schoo!l of Religion 1000
Cherry Rd., Memphis, TN 38117

Metzenbacher, Rev. Gary Reference and Circulation Librarian, Western Evangelical
Seminary 4200 SE Jennings Ave., Portland, OR 97222

*Miech, Rev. Lawrence Library Administrator, St. Francis Seminary 3257 S. Lake
Dr., Milwaukee. , WI 53207

*Miller, Elsa Acquisitions and Circulation Librarian, Southern Baptist Theological
Seminary 2825 Lexington Rd., Lexington, KY 40206

Miller, Mrs. Gwenville Librarian, Ontario Bible College and Ontario Theological
Seminary 25 Ballyconnor Ct., Willowdale, Ont., Canada M2M 4B3

Miller, Sr. Joy Head Librarian, St. John's Provincial Seminary 44011 Five Mile
Rd., Plymouth, MI 48170
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*Miller, William C. Librarian, Nazarene Theological Seminary 1700 E. Meyer Blvd.,
Kansas City, MO 64131

Mindeman, George The Historical Foundation of the Presbyterian and Reformed
Churches, Montreat, NC 28757

*Mintel, Rev. Richard Assistant Librarian, Trinity Lutheran Theological Seminary
Mail: 1427 Walshire Dr., N., Columbus OH 43227

Mirly, Joann Coordinator of Library Resources, Concordia Seminary 801 DeMun
Ave., St. Louis, MO 63105

*Mobley, Sara Assistant Librarian/Public Services, Pitts Theology Library, Emory
Universiry Atlanta, GA 30322

Moran, Sister Regina Librarian, Immaculate Conception Seminary West Neck Rd.,
Huntington, NY 11743

Morris, Dr. Raymond Rertired 159 Westwood Rd., New Haven, CT 06515

Mullen, Miss Grace Archivist, Westminster Theological Seminary Chestnut Hill, Phi-
ladelphia, PA 19118

Mullin, Mrs. Viola Day Order Librarian, Yale Divinity School Mail: 52 Hillsdale
Place, New Haven, CT 06511

Neth, John Retired, Milligan College Box 33, Milligan College, TN 37682
Newhall, Margaret Retired Rt. 1, Mississippi Ave., Sewanee, TN 37375

Nordquest, Corrine Yale Divinity School Mail: Brendan Towers, 461 Whalley Ave.,
Apt. 211, New Haven, CT 06511

+*Q’Brien, Mrs. Betty Librarian, St Leonard College Mail: 7818 Lockport Blvd.,
Dayton, OH 45459

*O’Brien, Elmer Librarian, United Theological Seminary 1810 Harvard Blvd., Day-
ton, OH 45406

Oliver, Peter L. 14452 Agarita Rd., Austin, TX 78734

+Olsen, Robert, Jr. Librarian, Brite Divinity School, Texas Christian University Fort
Worth, TX 76129

Olson, Ray A. Reference Librarian, Lutheran-Northwestern Theological Seminary
Mail: 2724 N. Griggs St., St. Paul, MN 55113

O’Malley, Rev. Kenneth Carholic Theological Union Library 5401 S. Cornell St.,
Chicago, 11 60615

+*Q’Neal, Rev. Ellis, Jr. Librarian, Andover Newton Theological School Mail: 97
Herrick Circle, Newton Centre, MA 02159

Qostenink, Rev. Dick, Jr. Librarian, US Army Chaplain School Mail: 401 19th
Ave., Paterson, NYJ 07504

+*QOsborn, Walter Reference Librarian, Moody Bible Institute 820 N. LaSalle St., Chi-
cago, IL 60610
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Osburn, Edwin Retired Rt. 2, Box 304, Guntersville, AL 35976

*Overbeck, Dr. James Library Director, Columbia Theological Seminary 701 Colum-
bia Dr., Decatur, GA 30031

Owens, Irene Librarian, Howard University School of Religion 1240 Randolph St.,
NE, Washington, DC 20017

Pachella, Richard Librarian, American Bible Societry Mail: 310 Euclid Ave., Hacken-
sack, NJ 07601

~Pakala, James Librarian, Biblical Theological Seminary 200 N. Main St., Hatfield,
PA 19440

*Parks, Miss Dorothy Librarian, Divinity Library, Vanderbilt University Nashville,
TN 37203

Partridge, The Rev. Bede Director, Mt. Angel Abbey St. Benedict, OR 97373

Pater, Rev. Thomas Theology Caraloger, Catholic University Library Mail: Curley
Hall, Catholic University, Washington, DC 20064

Patterson, Sarah M. Library Director, Tennessee Temple Theological Seminary 1815
Union Ave., Chattanooga, TN 37404

Pauls, Adonijah Librarian, Mennonite Brethren Biblical Seminary 1717 Chestnut St.,
Fresno, CA 93702

*Payson, Evelyn Assistant Librarian, Nashotah House Nashotah, WI 53058
Peltz, John 1367 E. 52nd St., Chicago, IL 60615
Perry, Steven 5600 Thornhill Dr., Austin, TX 78744

Petersen, Paul D. Assistant Editor, ATLA Religion Indexes 5600 S. Woodlawn, Chi-
cago, IL 60637

~Peterson, Dr. Stephen L. Librarian, Yale Divinity School 409 Prospect St., New
Haven, CT 06510

Petroff, Loumona Technical services Librarian, Catalog Dept., Library, School of
Theology, Boston University 745 Commonwealth Ave., Boston, MA 02215

«Pflueger, Kenneth Assistant Director, Concordia Theological Seminary 6600 N. Clin-
ton St., Fort Wayne, IN 46825

Phelps, J. Douglas Head of Book Acquisitions, Vanderbilt University Library Mail:
3520 Crestridge Dr., Nashville, TN 37204

Philbeck, Mrs. Jo Sloan Reference Librarian, Southeastern Baptist Seminary PO Box
752, Wake Forest, NC 27587

Pierson, Roscoe Librarian, Lexington Theological Seminary 631 S. Limestone, Lex-
ington, KY 40508

Pilley, Catherine Editor, Catholic Periodical and Literature Index Catholic Library
Association, 461 W. Lancaster Ave., Haverford, PA 19041
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«Pollard, Russell Head of Technical Services, Andover-Harvard Theological Library,
Harvard Divinity Schoo!45 Francis Ave., Cambridge, MA 02138

Poplawska, Halina Director of Library, St. Mary’s College Orchard Lake, MI 48033

Porcella, Dr. Brewster Librarian, Trinity Evangelical Divinity School Mail: 3 Lexing-
ton Dr., Vernon Hills, IL 60061

Powell, James Research Librarian, Mid-America Baptist Theological Seminary PO
Box 3624, Memphis TN 38103

Prince, Rev. Harold Professor of Bibliography, Columbia Theological Seminary 710
Columbia Dr., Decatur, GA 30031

Quinn, Linda Sue Assistant Cataloger, Union Theological Seminary in Virginia 3401
Brook Rd., Richmond, VA 23227

Rauch, Sister Sylvia Librarian, Convent of the Sacred Heart 821 Varnum St., NE,
Washington, DC 20017

Richards, Mrs. Alma Retired 12206 Lakeforest Dr., Sun City, AZ 85351

Rich, Stephen Reference Librarian, Arizona State University, Tempe Mail: 2310 E.
Commonwealth, Chandler, AZ 85224

*Rick, Rev. Thomas 4140 Castleman, St. Louis, MO 63110
Robbins, Mrs. Ruth Retired PO Box 314, Capitola, CA 95010

Robinson, Nancy Catalog Librarian, Southern Baptist Theological Seminary 2825
Lexington Rd., Louisville, KY 40206

Robinson, Vera Catalog Librarian, Western Theological Seminary Holland, M1 49423

«Roten, Dr. Paul Librarian, Associated Mennonite Biblical Seminaries 3003 Benham
Ave., Elkhart, IN 46517

Rowe, Dr. Kenneth Methodist Research Librarian, Drew University Library Madison,
NJ 07940

+Rowland, Anne Cataloger, Lancaster Theological Seminary S55W. James St., Lan-
caster, PA 17603

Runyon, Cynthia Cataloger, Pitts Theological Library, Emory University Mail: 780
Houston Mill Rd., Atlanta, GA 30329

*Russell, Miss Barbara J. Catalog Librarian, Southwestern Baptist Theological Sem-
inary Mail: 4518 Frazier Ave., Fort Worth, TX 76115

Ruth, Brother Justin A. Librarian, Marian Fathers Scholasticate 3885 Harewood
Rd., NE, Washington, DC 20017

Rzeczkowski, Rev. Eugene Assistant Librarian, Dominican college 487 Michigan
Ave., NE, Washington, DC 20017

«Salgat, Dr. Anne-Marie Librarian, General Theological Seminary 175 Ninth Ave.,
NY, Ny 10011
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Sanchez, Hector Ruben Seminario Evangeico De Puerto Rico Ave. Ponce de Leon
776, Hato Bay, Puerto Rico 00918

Sanderlin, Sylvia Librarian, Trinity Episcopal School for Ministry 311 Eleventh St.,
Ambridge, PA 15003

Sawin, Rev. John S. Curator, A. B. Simpson Historical Library PO Box C, Nyack,
NY 10960

Sayre, John Librarian, Graduate Seminary, Phillips University Box 2218, University
Station, Enid, OK 73701

*Sandorff, Mrs. Esther Librarian, Point Loma College 3900 Lomaland Dr., San
Diego, CA 92106

Scheer, Gladys Assistant Librarian, Lexington Theological Seminary 631 S. Lime-
stone, Lexington, KY 40508

Scherer, Dr. Henry Retired Goldbeck Towers, Apt. #109, Hastings, NE 68901

Schmidt, Donald Church Librarian, Historical Dept., Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-Day Saints 50 E. North Temple St., Salt Lake City, UT 84150

Schmitt, Calvin Retired 1464 E. 55th St., Chicago, IL 60615

*Schultz, Rev. Erich University Librarian, Wilfrid Laurier University Waterloo, Ont.,
Canada N2L 3CS

Schultz, Susan Retired 308 Maxey, Wllmore, KY 40390
Schuppert, Mildred Retired 79 W. 13th St., Holland, MI 49423

Scoggins, Mrs. Lillian Catlaloger, Lutheran Theological Seminary Mail: 136 Gorgas
Lane, Philadelphia, PA 19119

Scollard, Rev. Robert Retired 50 St. Joseph St., Toronto, Ont., Canada M5S 1J4

Scott, Rev. James F. Librarian, Multnomah School of the Bible 8435 NE Glison St.,
Portland, OR 97220

*Scott, Mrs. Mary Head Cataloger and Archivist, Pittsburgh Theological Seminary
Mail: 327 Hillcrest Ave., Pittsburgh, PA 15237

*Scrimgeour, Andrew D. Director, Hiff School of Theology 2201 S. University Blvd.,
Denver, CO 80210

*Shaffer, Kenneth, Jr. Acquisitions Librarian, Library of Bethany/Northern Baptist
Seminaries, Oak Brook, IL 60521

Shaw, Dr. Henry Retired Rt. 2, Box 1710, Port Charlotte, FL 33953

Schuster, Robert D. Director, Archives of the Billy Graham Center, Wheaton College
Wheaton, 11 60187

Sivigny, Rev. Robert Head Librarian, Melodyland School of Theology Mail: PO Box
8686, Anaheim, CA 92802

Smartt, Hinkley Retired 221 N. Auburndale, Memphis, TN 38104
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Smith, Elizabeth Cataloger, Southeastern Baptist Seminary Box 2180, Wake Forest,
NC 27587

Smith, Mr. L. L. Librarian, College of the Bible 7 Elm Rd., Glen Iris, Victoria,
3146 Australia

*Smith, Newland, 111 Seabury-Western Library 2122 Sheridan Rd., Evanston, IL
60201

Sonne, Niels Retired 3470 Norwich Lane, Rossmoor, Jamesburg, NJ 08831
Spaeth, Paul 316 Union Rd., West Seneca, NY 14224

«Sparks, Dr. William Librarian, St. Paul School of Theology, Methodist 5123 Tru-
man Rd., Kansas City, MO 64127

«Spoor, Richard Director of the Library, Union Theological Seminary Mail: 116
Pinehurst Ave., Apt. F-10, NY, NY 10033

Steege, Mrs. Barbara Whalen Librarian, Concordia Theological Seminary 6600 N.
Clinton St., Fort Wayne, In 46825

Steiner, Samuel Librarian, Conrad Grebel College Westmount Road North, Water-
loo, Ont., Canada N2L 3G6

Stifflear, Rev. Allan EDS/Weston Library 99 Brattle St., Cambridge, MA 02138
Stirewalt, Sr. Catharine Retired Apt. 3, 601 Mahaley Ave., Salisbury, NC 28144

Stitzinger, James Librarian, Calvary Baptist Schoo! of Theology Valley Forge Rd.,
Lansdale, PA 19446

+Stockdale, Mrs. Kay L. Librarian, The Historical Foundation of the
Presbyterian/Reformed Churches Box 847, Montreat, NC 28757

+Stokes, Thomas, Jr. Librarian, Emmanuel School of Religion Rt 6, Johnson City,
TN 37601

Storm, Mrs. Fayetta Librarian, Central Florida Bible College Mail: 7187 Honey-
comb St., Orlando, FL 32807

Stouffer, Isabelle Retired 49 Palmer Square, W., Princeton, NJ 08540

Sturhahn, Herb Librarian, Northwest Baptist Theological College 3358 SE Marine
Dr., Vancouver, BC Canada V5S 3W3

Suput, Dr. Ray Director of University Library, Ball State University Mail: 1405 N.
Duane Rd., Muncie, IN 47304

Swayne, Miss Elizabeth Reference Librarian, Boston University School of Theology
745 Commonwealth Ave., Boston, MA 02215

*Syverson, Mrs. Ruby Librarian, Marion Stevenson Library, Christian Board of Pub-
lications Box 179, St. Louis, MO 63166

«Tanner, Thomas Librarian, Lincoln Christian College and Seminary Box 178, Lin-
coln IL 62656
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*Taylor, Mrs. Lillian 2669 Rangewood Ct., NE, Atlanta, GA 30345

Taylor, Sharon Director, REformed Theological Seminary Library 5422 Clinton
Blvd., Jackson, MS 39209

Teague, Mrs Grace Retired 3808 Clarksville Highway, Nashville, TN 37218

*Thornton, Rev. Michael Librarian, Mary Immaculate Seminary Northampton, PA
18067

*Tibesar, Rev. Leo Director of the Library, The Saint Paul Seminary 2260 Summit
Ave., St. Paul, MN 55105

Timm, D. Ivan Media Services, Library, Asbury Theological Seminary Wilmore, KY
40390

Travis, Mrs. Marguerite Librarian, St Thomas Seminary 1300 S. Steele St.,
Denver, CO 80210

*Trotti, Dr. John Librarian, Union Theological Seminary 3401 Brook Rd., Rich-
mond, VA 23227

Truscott, Ms. Myfanwy Librarian, Campion College, University of Regina Regina,
Sask., Canada S4S 0A2

Turner, Dechert, Jr. Director, Humanities Research Center, University of Texas Aus-
tin, TX

Ubach, Rev. Bartomeu Chief Librarian, Ecumenical Institute for Advanced Theologi-
cal Studies PO Box 19556, Jerusalem, Israel

Umenhofer, Rev. Kenneth Assistant Director of Library, Gordon-Conwell Theological
Seminary S. Hamilton, MA 01982

Vandergrift, Rev. J. Raymond Dominican College Library 487 Michigan Ave., NE,
Washington, DC 20017

*VandenBerge, Peter Director of Library Services, Colgate-Rochester/Bexley
Hall/Crozer Theological Seminary 1100 S. Goodman St., Rochester, NY 14620

Voight, Louis 1544 St. Paris Pike, Springfield, OH 45504
Vorp, Donald Theological Librarian, Drew University Madison, NJ 07940

*Votaw, Floyd Seminary Cataloger, Grace Schools Mail: 109 Fifteenth St., Winona
Lake, IN 46590

Waggoner, Miss Miriam Retired Library, Detroit Baptist Divinity School 4801 Allen
Rd., Allen Park, MI 48101

Wagner, Dr. Murray Librarian, Bethany and Northern Baptist Seminaries Butterfield
and Meyers Rds., Oak Brook, IL 60521

Walker, Constance Librarian, St. Mary’s Seminary Library 9845 Memorial Dr.,
Houston, TX 77024

Warnick, Mrs. John Retired 5528 Miller Ave., Dallas, TX 75206
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*Wartluft, Rev. David Director of Library, Lutheran Theological Seminary 7301 Ger-
mantown Ave., Philadelphia, PA 19119

*Weekes, Dr. K. David Librarian, Midwestern Baptist Theological Seminary 5001 N.
Oak St., Trafficway, Kansas City, MO 64118

Weidenhamer, Rev. Bradley Librarian, Ashland Theological Seminary 910 Center
St., Ashland, OH 44805

Wenderoth, Christine Columbia Thelogical Seminary 701 Columbia Dr., Decatur,
GA 30030

Wente, Norman Librarian, Lutheran-Northwestern Theological Seminaries 2375
Como Ave., St. Paul, MN 55108

*Wheeler, Mrs. Velma Bane Caraloger, Garrett Evangelical/Seabury-Western
Libraries 2121 Sheridan Rd., Evanston, IL 60201

*Whipple, Dr, Caroline Direcror of the Library, Claremont School of Theology
Maii:929 E. Foothill Blvd., #71, Upland, CA 91786

*White, Cecil Librarian, Golden Gate Baptist Theological Seminary Strawberry Point,
Mill Valley, CA 94941

*White, Ernest Librarian, Louisville Presbyterian Theological Seminary 1044 Alta
Vista Rd., Louisville, KY 40205

Whitelock, Margaret CAraloger, Princeton Theological Seminary Princeton, NIJ
08540

*Willard, Dr. Charles Librarian, Robert E. Speer Library, Princeton Theological Sem-
inary Princeton, NJ 08540

Williams, Henry Librarian, Moravian College Bethlehem, PA 18018

Williams, Rev. Roger Librarian, Nazarene Bible College PO Box 15749, Colorado
Springs, CO 80935

*Williamson, Jane Serials Librarian, Memphis Theological Seminary Mail: 6898
Green Ivy, Memphis TN 38134

Wills, Floreid Retired 1313 W. Boyce, Fort Worth, TX 76115

*Wills, Dr. Keith C. Director of the Library, Southwestern Baptist Theological Sem-
inary PO Box 22000-2E, Fort Worth, TX 76122

Wilson, Virginia Coordinator of Serials Projects, Boston Theological Institute Mail: 17
Forest St., #2 Cambridge, MA 02140

*Wittig, Glenn 2027 Medford Rd., #K-284, Ann Arbor, MI 48104

*Woodward, Wayne Director of Library Service, Wesley Biblical Seminary PO Box
9938, Jackson, MS 39206

Yoon, Mrs. Hyang Sook (Susan) Cartaloger, Catholic Theological Union at Chicago
5410 S. Cornell St., Chicago, IL 60615
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Yost, Rev. Charles Librarian, Sacred Heart School of Theology 7335 S. Lovers Lane
Rd., Hales Corners, WI 53130

Yount, Diana Special Collections Librarian, Andover Newton Theological Schoo! Mail:
70 Phillips St., #1, Boston, MA 02114

*Zimpfer, William Librarian, Boston University School of Theology 745 Com-
monwealth Ave., Boston, MA 02215

Zink, Mrs. Esther Librarian, Fred J. Graham Library, Trinity Bible Institute Ellen-
dale, ND 58436

Zweck, Pastor Trevor Luther Seminary 104 Jeffcott St., North Adelaid, South Aus-
tralia 5006

- 243 -



Associate Members

Abraham, Dr. Midhat FININFO Project, USREP/JECOR APO, NY, NY 09038
Allenson, Robert Allenson-Breckinridge Books Box 447, Geneva, Alabama 36340

Atkinson, Rev. Ernest Librarian, Mexican Bible Institute 8019 Panam S., San
Antonio, TX 78224

Bernard, Patrick Head, Catalog Section, Catalog Publication Division, Library of
Congress Mail: 3509 Clairton Dr., Mitchelville, MD 20716

Boisclair, Miss Regina, 175 Ninth, NY, NY 10011

Bouliame, Rev. Arnold Library Consultant, Lysen Memorial Mail: 13 Prentiss St.,
Aylmer, Quebec, Canada J9H 5V5

Bourquin, Rev. David Reference Librarian, University of Redlands Mail: 625 Esther
Way, Redlands, CA 92373

Brown, Stephen Associate Director, Cedarville College Library Box 601, Cedarville,
OH 45314

Brueckmann, John 175 Willowburn Rd., Villanova, PA 19087

Butler, Dr. Harry 1809 Drake Dr., Richardson, TX 75081
Butterworth, Don 3121 Egremont Dr., West Palm Beach, FL 33406
*Chambers, Elizabeth Apt. 507, 807 W. Taylor Rd., DeKalb, IL 60115

Clouten, Keith Librarian, Theological College, Avondale College, PO Box 19,
Cooranbong, New South Wales, Australia 2265

Collins, Rev. Oral Associate Librarian, Berkshire Christian College 164 Stockbridge
Rd., Lenox, MA 02140

Corbly, James E. 2821 A Washington Ave., Evansville, IN 47714

Cornish, Graham, T.A.B.S. 33 Mayfield Grove, Harrogate, N. Yorkshire, England
HG1 SHD

*Deffenbaugh, James General Reference Librarian, University of Notre Dame Mail:
1911 S. Leer St., South Bend, IN 46613

DeNoble, Rev. Augustine Mr. Angel Abbey St. Benedict, OR 97373

Dickinson, Lenore Librarian, Libraries of Arnold Arboretum and Gray Herbarium,
Harvard University 22 Divinity Ave., Cambridge, MA 02138

Diehl, Katharine 812 Baker Ave., Sequin, TX 78155

Dorn, Dr. Knut Otto Harrassowitz Taunusstrasse 5, Postfach 2929, D-6200 Wies-
baden, W. Germany

Drost, Jerome Assistant Librarian, SUNY at Byffalo Mail: 40 Park Dr., Williams-
ville, NY 14221
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Dupont, Elizabeth Director of Library, Mercer School of Theology 65 Fourth St.,
Garden City, NY 11530

Eisenhart, Elizabeth Retired 2 Charlton St., NY, NY 10014

Eisenhart, Ruth Rerired 2500 Wisconsin Ave., NW, Washington, DC 20007
Elliott, Kenneth R. 2629 Husson Ave., Pakatka, FL 32077

Ellis, Pierce S., Jr. 5204 Regent Dr., Nashville, TN 37220

Eury, Jessie Librarian, Lincoln Christian College Box 178, Lincoln, IL 62656
Evans, Rev. Clifford 829 Thorndale Dr., Ottawa, Ont., Canada K1V 6Y1

Fang, Dr. Josephine Professor, Schoo!l of Library Science, Simmons College 300 The
Fenway, Boston, MA 02115

Filion, Dr. Paul-Emile Centre Vimont3200 Chemin Ste-Catherine, Montreal, Que-
bec, Canada H3T 1C1

Finley, Rev. Donald Librarian, Pontifical Institute of Mediaeval Studies 113 St.
Joseph St., Toronto, Ont., Canada M5S 1J4

Flokstra, Rev. Gerard, Jr. Head Librarian, Central Bible College Mail: 3064 N.
Barnes, Springfield, MO 65803

Gage, Laurie Edward Proprietor, Laurie Gage Books 100 The Broadway, Leigh-on-
Sea, Essex, England SS9 1AB

Gongoll, Ward Head Librarian, DeSales Hall, Theology 5001 Eastern Ave., Hyatts-
ville, MD 20782

Gorman, Rev. Gary Assistant Librarian, Institute of Development Studies, University of
Sussex Falmer, Brighton, United Kingdom BN1 9RE

Grenga, Kathy Ann 100 McKeough St., #204, Saraland, AL 26571

Henderson, Mrs. Kathryn Luther Assistant Professor, University of lllinois, Graduate
School of Library Science Mail: 1107 E. Silver St., Urbana, IL 61801

Henderson, William Binding Librarian, Assistant Professor, University of Illinois
Mail: 1107 E. Silver St., Urbana, IL 61801

Hight, Beatrice A. 4009 Wellesley Dr., N.E., Albuquerque, NM 87107

Hosko, Rev. George Librarian, Kino Institute 1224 E. Northern Ave., Phoenix, AZ
85020

Howard, John Librarian, New College Library Mound Place, Edinburgh 1, Scotland

Howard, Rachel Librarian, Emmanuel College Mail: Box 127, Franklin Springs, GA
30639

Humphreys, Joan Librarian, Theological Library, St. Andrew’s College Newton,
New South Wales, Australia 2042

Janssen, Horst Stern-Verlag/lanssen and Co. Friedrichstrasse 26, PO Box 7820,
Duesseldorf, West Germany
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Johnson, Dr. Shildes 1564 Broad St., Bloomfield, NJ 07003

Jones, 12300 Springwood Dr., Oklahoma City, OK 73120

Jorve, Ronald 4000 Cline St., Amarillo, TX 79110

Kieffer, Jay Apt. 12-L, 430 S. Burnside Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90036

Kirley, Michael 505 S. LaFayette Park Place, Apt. 508, Los Angeles, CA 90057

«Kissinger, Warren Subject Caraloger, Library of Congress Mail: 6309 Queens
Chapel Rd., Hyattsville, MD 20782

Lagunzad, Mrs. Linda Librarian, St. Andrew’s Theological Seminary PO Box 3167,
Manila, Philippines 2800

Leach, Mrs. R. Virginia 85 Outlook Rd., Wakefield, MA 01880

*Leidenfrost, Rev. Theodore Lutheran Church Box 1046, Monrovia, Liberia, West
Africa

+Lewis, Annie May Alston Librarian, Harding Graduate Schoo! of Religion 1000
Cherry Rd., Memphis, TN 38117

Lucoff, Ms. Margot B. 8243 Terrace Dr., El Cerrito, CA 94530
MacLeod, James M. 1444 Commonwealth Ave., #27, Brighton, MA 02135
Maddox, Jane Representative, Otto Harrassiwitz PO Box 340, Classville, MO 65625

McClain, Rev,David Baptist Bible College 538 Venard Rd., Clarks Summit, PA
18411

McSorley, Rev. Aidan Assistant Librarian, Conception Seminary, Conception Abbey
Conception, MO 64433

Markham, Mrs. Anne Rerired Rt. 2, Mayfield, KY 42066

Martin, Peter 2121 H. St., NW, Apt. 401, Washington, DC 20037
Maxson, Wayne 903 W. Duncannon Ave., Philadelphia, PA 19141
Moryl, John 218 York St., Jersey City, NJ 07302

Muntz, J. Richard, Librarian, Western Bible College, 5000 Deer Park Dr., SE,
Salem, OR 97302

Nairn, Charles Director of Library, Lake Superior State College Mail: 903 Prospect,
Sault Ste. Marie, MI 49783

Neldon, Richard P. Administrative Officer, Library of Congress, Catalog Publication
Division Mail: 513 N. Oxford St., Arlington, VA 22203

Parker, Mrs. Harold, Jr. 500 E. Virginia, Gunnison, CO 81230
Parks, Dr. Ralph, Jr. 19450 Lucerne Dr., Detroit MI 48203

Phillips, Rev. J. C., Jr. Librarian, Taiwan Theological College 20 Lane 2, Sect. 2,
Yang Teh Ta Road, Shihlin, Taipei, Taiwan, R. O. C. 111
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Pickard, John Assistant Librarian, Biblical Theological Seminary 200 N. Main St.,
Hatfield, PA 19940

Platt, Rev. Glenn RFD 4, Box 369A1, St. Augustine, FL 32084

Pollock, James Librarian for Near East Studies, Indiana University Bloomington, IN
47405

Randall, Lynn, Librarian, Northeastern Bible College 12 Oak Lane, Essex Fells, NJ
07021

Reith, Dr. Louis Curator of Rare Books, Friedsam Library, St. Bonaventure Univer-
sity St. Bonaventure, NY 14778

Robarts, William 44 Summer St., Lancaster, Nh 03584

Robinson, Kim Librarian, Moore Theololical College 7 King St., Newtown, New
South Wales, Australia 2042

Rouze, Christine 1505 Spring Valley Dr., Racine, WI 53405
Schlegel, Rev. Aloysius Jnana Deepa, Poona 144014, India
*Smith, Rev. Robert A. 922 Tenth Ave., Menominee, MI 49858
Spengler, Rev. Kurt 1124 Londonberry Lane, Glen Ellyn, IL 60137
Stary, Joan 5555 S. Woodlawn, Chicago, IL 60637

Stewart, Charles C. RD 2, Box 64F, Pittstown 08867

Stuehrenberg, Rev. Paul University of Minnesota Library Mail: 2611 Ulysses St.
NE, Minneapolis, MN 55418

Sutton, Mrs. Evelyn Librarian, Commission on Archives and History Box 488, Lake
Junaluska, NC 28745

Swann, Rev. Arthur University of the Pacific Mail: 103 Morada Lake Park, PO Box
4526, Stockton, CA 95204

Tolbert, Mrs. Jean Religious Librarian, Baylor University Library Box 6307, Waco,
TX 76706 '

van, der Bent, Dr. Ans Librarian, World Council of Churches Library 150 Route de
Ferney, 1211, Geneva 20, Switzertand

Vandon, Mrs. Gwendolyn Circulation/Serials Librarian, Bethany/Northern baptist
Seminaries Mail: 1S, 545 Fairview Ave., Lombard, IL 60148

Vannoy, J. Robert Biblical Theological Seminary 200 N. Main St., PO Box 9,
Hatfield, PA 19440

YanPuffelen, Rev. John Librarian, Appalachian Bible College Bradley, WV 25818
White, Joyce 713 W. Ash St., Salina, KS 76401

Withycombe, Dr. R. S. M. Warden, St. Mark’s College Box 67, GPO, Canberra,
ACT, Australia 2600
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+Zaslow, Barry Catalog Librarian, Millikin University Mail: 1042 West William St.,

Decatur, IL 62522

Conference Visitors and Representatives of Member Institutions

Ayer, Harry Douglas
Bilbrey, Dale E.
Bowell, Dan
Choquette, Diane
Cogswell, Betty
Dickason, John
Dieter, Cheryl
Durnbaugh, Hedda
DuVall, O.8.B., Justin
Engelhardt, David Leroy
Gericke, Mrs. Paul
Hassell, Lorna

Hawkins, Mrs. Ronald A.

Heiser, S.J., W. Charles
Helge, Brian

Hennessy, Mrs. William D.

Himrod, Dave
Hoffmann, John L.
Hurd, Albert E.
Jewett, Christine E.
Khoo, Oon-Chor

Koch, Margaret
Limoges, Ann
Loyd, Roger
McGarty, Jean
Nathanson, Paul
Oliver, Paul
Phillips, Robert
Randall, Laura
Rohda, Dorothy
Sims, Ronald H.
Sperr, Inez
Strothotte, Gunther
Taylor, Nancy
Tonks, A. Ronald
Vandon, Gwendolyn R.
Walsh, Daniel K.
Wartluft, Mrs. David J.
Weimer, Ferne
Wills, Ruth
Woods, S.S.L., Angela

Parliamentarian The Rev. Michael Thornton, Librarian, Mary Immaculate Sem-
inary, Northampton, Pennsylvania

Conference Host Lucille Hager, Director of the Library, Christ Seminary, St.
Louis, Missouri
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Institutional Members

Anderson College School of Theology Anderson, IN 46010. (317) 649-9071

Andover Newton Theological School 169 Herrick Rd., Newton Centre, MA 02159.
(617) 964-1100 x 140

Asbury Theological Seminary, B. L. Fisher Library Wilmore, KY 40390. (606)
858-3581

Ashland Theological Seminary 901 Center St., Ashland, OH 44805. (419) 289-
4126

Assemblies of God Graduate School 1445 Boonville Ave. - Northwest Dock,
Springfield, MO 65802. (417) 862-2781

Associated Mennonite Biblical Seminaries 3003 Benham Avenue, Elkhart, IN
46514. (219) 295-3726 x 34, 37

Atlantic School of Theology 640 Francklyn St., Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada B3H
3BS. (902) 423-6801

Austin Presbyterian Theological Seminary 106 W. 27th St., Austin, TX 78705.
(515) 472-6736

Bangor Theological Seminary 300 Union St., Bangor, ME 04401. (207) 942-6781

Baptist Missionary Association Theological Seminary (Interim Institutional
Member) P. Box 1797, Troup Hwy. 135, Jacksonville, TX 75766. (214)
586-2501

Bethany and Northern Baptist Seminaries Butterfield and Meyers Rds., Oak
Brook, IL 60521. (312) 620-2214

Bethel Theological Seminary 3949 Bethel Dr., St. Paul, MN 55112. (612) 641-
6180

Biblical Theological Seminary (Interim Institutional Member), 200 N. Main St.,
Hatfield, PA 19440. (215) 368-5000

Billy Graham Center Library Wheaton College Wheaton, IL 60187. (312) 682-
5194

Boston University School of Theology 745 Commonwealth Ave., Boston, MA
02215. (617) 353-3034

Brite Divinity School, Texas Christian University Box 29020A, TCU Station,
Fort Worth, TX 76129. (817) 921-7000 x 6120

Calvary Baptist School of Theology (Imterim Institutional Member), Valley Forge
Rd. and Sumneytown Plke, Lansdale, PA 19446. (215) 368-7538

Calvin Seminary 3233 Burton St., SE, Grand Rapids, MI 49506. (616) 949-4000
x 218
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Center for Biblical Studies, Inc., PO Box 3461, Modesto, CA 95353. (209) 527-
4271

Central Baptist Theological Seminary Seminary Heights, Kansas City, KS 66102.
(913) 371-1544

Chicago Theological Seminary 5757 University Ave., Chicago, IL 60637. (312)
752-5757 x S8, 56

Christ Seminary 607 N. Grand Blvd., St. Louis, MO 63103. (314) 534-9410
Christ the King Seminary 711 Knox Rd., E. Aurora, NY 14052. (716) 652-8959

Christian and Missionary Alliance Library Box C, Nyack, NY 10960. (914)
353-0750

Christian Theological Seminary Box 88267, Mapleton Station, Indianapolis, IN
46208. (317) 924-1331 x 33

Cincinnati Bible Seminary 2700 Glenway Ave., Cincinnati, OH 45204. (513)
471-4800 x 49

Colgate Rochester/Bexley Hall/Crozer Divinity School, Ambrose Swasey
Library 1100 S. Goodman St., Rochester, NY 14620. (716) 271-1320 x 24

Columbia Graduate School of Bible and Missions PO Box 3122, Columbia, SC
29230. (803) 754-4100 x 277

Columbia Theological Seminary 701 Columbia Dr., Decatur, GA 30030. (404)
378-8821 x 67

Concordia Seminary, 801 DeMun Ave., St. Louis, MO 63105, (314) 721-5934
x293

Concordia Theological Seminary 6600 N. Clinton St., Fort Wayne, IN 46825.
(219) 482-9611 x 226

Congregational Library, The 14 Beacon St., Boston, MA 02108. (617) 523-0470

Conservative Baptist Theological Seminary PO Box 10,000, University Park Sta-
tion, Denver, CO 80210. (303) 781-8691

Covenant Theological Seminary 12330 Conway Rd., St. Louis, MO 63141. (314)

434.4044

Criswell Center for Biblical Studies 525 North Ervay, Dallas, TX 75201. (214)
742-3990

Dallas Theological Seminary 3909 Swiss Ave., Dallas, TX 75204. (214) 824-3094
x 285

Dominican College Library 487 Michigan Ave., NE, Washington, DC 20017.
(202) 529-5300x 11

Drew University Theological School Madison, NJ 07940. (201) 377-3000 x 242
Duke University Divinity School Durham, NC 27706. (919) 684-3691
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Earlham School of Religion, Earlham College Richmond, IN 47374. (317) 962-
6561 x 408

Eastern Baptist Theological Seminary Lancaster Ave. and City Line, Overbrook,
Phitadelphia, PA 19151. (215) 896-5000 x 32

Eastern Mennonite College Harrisonburg, VA 22801. (703) 433-2771 x 344

Eden Theological Seminary 475 E. Lockwood Ave., Webster Groves, MO 63119.
(314) 961-3627

Emmanuel School of Religion Rt. 6, Johnson City, IN 37601. (615) 926-1186 x
49

Emory University, Pitts Theology Library Atlanta, GA 30322. (404) 329-4166 or
4167

Episcopal Divinty School 99 Brattle St., Cambridge, MA 02138. (617) 868-3450

Episcopal Theological Seminary of the Southwest Box 2247, Austin, TX 78767.
(512) 472-4134

Evangelical School of Theology Myerstown, PA 17067. (717) 866-5775x 5

Fuller Theological Seminary 135 N. Oakland Ave., Pasadena, CA 91101. (213)
449-1745

Garrett Evangelical/Seabury-Western Libraries 2121 Sheridan Rd., Evanston, IL
60201. (312) 869-2511

General Theological Seminary 175 Ninth Ave., NY, NY 10011. (212) 243-5150 x
222

Golden Gate Baptist Theological Seminary Strawberry Point, Mill Valley, CA
94941. (415) 388-8080 x 37

Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary S. Hamilton, MA 01982. (617) 468-7111
x 255-256

Grace Theological Seminary (Interim Institutional Member) Winona Lake, IN
46590. (219) 267-8191

Graduate Theological Union 2400 Ridge Rd., Berkeley, CA 94709. (415) 841-
8222

Harding Graduate School of Religion 1000 Cherry Rd., Memphis, TN 38117.
(901) 761-1354

Hartford Seminary Foundation 11 Sherman St., Hartford, CT 06105. (203) 232-
4451 x 260

Harvard Divinity School 45 Francis Ave., Cambridge, MA 02138. (617) 495-
5788

Historical Foundation of the Presbyterian and Reformed Church, The Box 847,
Montreat, NC 28757. (704) 669-7061
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Holy Name College Library 14th and Shepard, NE. Washington, DC, 20017.
(202) 526-9310

Howard University Libraries - Divinity Library 1240 Randolph St., NE, Wash-
ington, DC 20017. (202) 636-7282

Huron College Faculty of Theology London, Ontario, Canada N6G 1H3. (519)
438-7224 x 49

1liff School of Theology, Ira J. Taylor Library 2233 So. University Blvd.,
Denver, CO 80210. (303) 744-1287 x 30

Immaculate Conception Seminary Darlington, Mahwah NJ 07430. (201) 327-
0300

Immaculate Conception Seminary West Neck Rd., Huntington, NY 11743. (516)
423-0483

Interdenominational Theological Center 671 Beckwith St., SW, Atlanta, GA
30314. (404) 522-1744

Josephinum College 7625 N. High St., Worthington, OH 43085. (614) 885-2376

Kenrick Seminary 7800 Kenrick Rd., Webster Groves, MO 63119. (314) 961-
4320 x 28, 29

Knox College 59 St. George St., Toronto, Ontario, Canada M5S 2E6. (416) 923-
7644

Lancaster Theological Seminary West James and Isine Sts., Lancaster, PA 17603.
(717) 393-0654 x 26

Lexington Theological Seminary 631 S. Limestone St., Lexington, KY 40508.
(606) 252-0361 x 21

Liberty Baptist Theological Seminary (Interim Institutional Member), PO Box
1111, Lynchburg, VA 24505. (804) 528-0821

Lincoln Christian Seminary Box 178, Lincoln, IL 62656. (217) 732-3168 x 234

Louisville Presbyterian Theological Seminary 1044 Alta Vista Rd., Louisville,
KY 40205. (502) 895-3413 x52

Luther-Northwestern Theological Seminary Libraries 2375 Como Ave., West, St.
Paul, MN 55108. (612) 641-3225

Lutheran School of Theology at Chicago 1100 E. 55th St., Chicago, IL 60615.
(312) 667-3500 x 226

Lutheran Theological Seminary, A. R. Wentz Library Gettysburg, PA 17325.
(717) 334-6286

Lutheran Theological Seminary at Philadelphia, Krauth Memorial Library 7301
Germantown Ave., Philadelphia, PA 19119. (215) 248-4616 x 33-37

Lutheran Theological Southern Seminary 4201 N. Main St., Columbia, SC 29203.
(803) 786-5750
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Mary Immaculate Seminary Northampton, PA 18067. (215) 262-8766

McCormick Theological Seminary 1100 E. 55th St., Chicago, IL 60615. (312)
549-3700

McGill University Faculty of Religious Studies, Religious Studies Library 3520
University St., Montreal, PQ, Canada H3A 2A7. (514) 392-4832

Memphis Theological Seminary 168 E. Parkway S., Memphis, TN 38104. (901)
458-8232

Mennonite Brethren Biblical Seminary 4824 E. Butler at Chestnut, Fresno, CA
93727. (209) 251-8628

Methodist Theological School in Ohio PO Box 630, Delaware, OH 43015. (614)
363-1146 x 242

Mid-America Baptist Theological Seminary (Interim Institutional Member), PO
Box 3642, Memphis, TN 38103. (901) 726-9171

Moravian Theological Seminary Bethelehem, PA 18018. (215) 865-0741 x 200
Mt. Angel Abbey Library St. Benedict, OR 97373. (503) 845-3957

Mt. St. Alphonsus Seminary Esopus, NY 12429, (914) 384-6550 x 25

Mt. St. Mary’s College Emmitsburg, MD 21727, (301) 447-6122 x 243

Mt. St. Mary Seminary Norwood, OH 45212, (513) 731-2630 x 8

Nashotah House Nashotah, WI 53058. (414) 646-3371 x 26

Nazarene Theological Seminary 1700 E. Meyer Blvd., Kansas City, MO 64131.
(816) 333-6254

New Brunswick Theological Seminary 17 Seminary Place, New Brunswick, NJ
08901. (201) 247-5241

New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary 3939 Gentilly Blvd.,, New Orleans,
LA 70126. (504) 282-445S x 289

North American Baptist Seminary 1605 S. Euclid Ave., Sioux Falls, SD 57105.
(605) 336-6588 x 8

North Park Theological Seminary 5125 N. Spaulding Ave., Chicago, IL 60625.
(312) 583-2700 x 288

Oblate College of the Southwest 285 Oblate Dr., San Antonio, TX 78216. (512)
341-1366 x 35

Oral Roberts University PO Box 2817, Tulsa, OK 74171. (918) 492-6161

Perkins School of Theology, Southern Methodist University Dallas, TX 75275.
(214) 692-3483

Phillips University Graduate Seminary Box 2218, University Station, Enid, OK
73701. (405) 237-4433 x 227
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Pittsburgh Theological Seminary 616 N. Highland Ave., Pittsburgh, PA 15206.

(412) 362-5610 x 280

Pope John XXIII National Seminary, Inc. Weston, MA 02193, (617) 899-5500 x

1

Princeton Theological Seminary PO Box 111, Princeton, NJ 08540. (609) 921-

8300

Reformed Theological Seminary 5422 Clinton Blvd., Jackson, MS 39209. (601)

St.

St.
St.

St.

St.
St.

St.
St.

St.

St.
St.

St.

St.
St.

St.

St.
St.

St.

922-4988 x 52

Charles Seminary Overbrook, Philadelphia, PA 19151. (2145) 839-3760 x
275

Francis Seminary 3257 S. Lake Dr., Milwaukee, WI 53207. (414) 482-1979

John’s College Faculty of Theology, University of Manitoba 400 Dysart
Rd., Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada R3T 2M5. (204) 474-8542

John’s Provincial Seminary 44011 Five Mile Rd., Plymouth, MI 48170.
(313) 453-6200

John’s Seminary 127 Lake St., Brighton, MA 02135. (617) 254-2610 x 79

John’s Seminary 5012 E. Seminary Rd., Camarillo, CA 93010. (805) 482-
2755

John’s University, Alcuin Library Collegeville, MN 56321. (612) 363-2491

Joseph Priory 721 Lawrence St., NE, Washington, DC 20017. (202) 526-
4231

Joseph’s Seminary Dunwoodie, Yonkers, NY 10704 (914) 964-0794 or
968-6200 x 51

Leonard College 8100 Clyo Rd., Dayton, OH 45459. (513) 433-0480 x 325

Louis University, School of Divinity 3655 W. Pine Blvd., Rm. 0616, St.
Louis, MO 63108. (314) 658-3082

Mary of the Lake Seminary, Feehan Memorial Library Mundelein, IL
60060. (312) 566-6401 x 50

Mary Seminary 1227 Ansel Rd., Cleveland, OH 44108. (216) 721-2100

Mary’s Seminary and University School of Theology 5400 Roland Ave.,
Baltimore, MD 21210. (301) 323-3200 x 70

Meinrad School of Theology, Archabbey Library St. Meinrad, IN 47577.
(812) 357-6566 or 6611

Michael’s College Toronto, Ont., Canada M5S 1J4. (416) 921-3151

Patrick’s Seminary 320 Middlefield Rd., Menlo Park, CA 94025. (415)
322-2224

Paul School of Theology (Methodist) 5123 Truman Rd., Kansas City, MO
64127. (816) 482-9600 x 275
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St.  Paul Seminary 2260 Summit Ave., St. Paul, MN 55105. (612) 690-4355

St.  Peter’s Seminary 1040 Waterloo St., N., London, Ont., Canada N6A 3Y1.
(519) 432-1824

St. Thomas University, School of Theology, Cardinal Beran Library 9845
Memorial Dr., Houston TX 77024. (713) 681-5544

Scheol of Theology at Claremont Foothill Blvd. at College Ave., Claremont, CA
91711. (714) 626-3521 x 263

Schools of Theology in Dubuque 2570 Asbury Rd., Dubuque, IA 52001. (319)
557-2604

Schwenkfelder Library Pennsburg, PA 18073. (215) 679-7175

Seminary of St. Vincent de Paul PO Box 460, Military Rd., Boynton Beach, FL
33435, (305) 732-4424 x 44

Seventh-Day Adventist Theological Seminary Andrews University, Berrien
Springs, MI 49103. (616) 471-3840

Southeastern Baptist Theological Seminary PO Box 752, Wake Forest, NC
27587. (919) 556-3101

Southern Baptist Theological Seminary 2825 Lexington Rd., Louisville, KY
40206. (800) 626-5525

Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary, Fleming Library Box 22000-2E,
Fort Worth, TX 76122. (817) 923-1921 x 277

Swedenborg School of Religion PO Box E, 48 Sargent St., Newton, MA 02158.
(617) 244-0504

Trinity College Faculty of Theology Hoskin Ave., Toronto, Ont., Canada MS5S
1H8. (416) 978-2653

Trinity Episcopal School for Ministry 311 Eleventh St., Ambridge, PA 15003.
(412) 266-3838

Trinity Evangelical Divinity School 2045 Half Day Rd., Deerfield, 1L 60015.
(312) 945-6700

Trinity Lutheran Theological Seminary 2199 E. Main St., Columbus, OH 43209.
(614) 236-7116

Union Theological Seminary Broadway at 120th St., NY, NY 10027. (212) 662-
7100

Union Theological Seminary in Virginia 3401 Brook Rd., Richmond, VA 23227.
(804) 355-0671

United Methodist Publishing House, The, Library Rm. 122, 201 Eighth Ave., S.,
Nashville, TN 37202. (615) 749-6437

United Theological Seminary 1810 Harvard Blvd., Dayton, OH 45406. (513)
278-5817
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United Theological Seminary of the Twin Cities 3000 Fifth St., NW, New Brigh-
ton, MN 55112, (612) 633-4311 x 38

University of the South, School of Theology Sewanee, TN 37375, (615) 598-5931

Vancouver School of Theology Library 6050 Chancellor Blvd., Vancouver, BC,
Canada V6T 1X3. (604) 228-9031

Vanderbilt University Divinity School 419 21st Ave., S., Nashville, TN 37203.
(615) 322-2865

Victoria University Library (Emmanuel College) 71 Queen’s Park Crescent E.,
Toronto, Ont., Canada M5S 1K7. (416) 928-3864

Virginia Theological Seminary Library Alexandria VA 22304. (703) 370-6600

Washington Theological Coalition 9001 New Hampshire Ave., Silver Springs, MD
20910. (301) 439-0551

Wesley Theological Seminary 4400 Massachusetts Ave., NW, Washington, DC
20016. (202) 363-0922

Western Conservative Baptist Seminary 5211 SE Hawthorne Blvd., Portland, OR
97215. (503) 233-8561 x 23

Western Evangelical Seminary 4200 SE Jennings Ave., Portland, OR 97222
(503) 654-5182

Western Theological Seminary, Beardslee Library Holland, MI 49423. (616)
392-8555 x 32

Westminster Theological Seminary PO Box 2215, Escondido, CA 92025. (714)
741-7100

Westminster Theological Seminary Willow Grove Ave. and Church Rd., Chestnut
Hill, Philadelphia, PA 19118. (215) 887-5511

Weston School of Theology 99 Brattle St., Cambridge, MA 02138. (617) 868-3450

Wilfrid Laurier University Waterloo, Ont., Canada N2L 3C5. (519) 884-1970 x
420

Woodstock Theological Center Library, Georgetown University Washington, DC
20057. (202) 625-3120

Wycliffe College Hoskin Ave., Toronto, Ont., Canada M53S 1H7. (416) 923-6411

Yale University Divinity School 409 Prospect St., New Haven, CT 06510. (203)
436-8440
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