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LIBRARIANSHIP IN THE SOUTHEAST ’
(Continued From Page 86)

publish twenty or more journals, most of which are scholarly in character. Journals offer anothef
excellent vehicle for the publication of research, and the fact that one is issued on a campus shou
stimulate research activity in that field. In 1957 809 periodicals were being published in the South
an increase of 108 since 1928,

Other good signs: 32 Guggenheim fellowships were aw.rded Southerners in 1958. One hundred
and seventy southern applicants received National Science awards for 1957-58, 104 of whom were fro®
the states included in this review. Twenty per cent of the country's faculty members qualified to do
research in the physical sciences and engineering fields are teaching in southern universities.” Betwee?
1900 and 1950 the percentage of southern biographees in WHO'S WHO IN AMERICA, those resident
in the South, increased from 9% to 11%; in actual numbers from 809 to §,047. As late as 192§
the number of biographees resident in the South continued to be less than the number born in che
South but resident elsewhere—evidence that the old cancer that cost the region so many of its ablest
and most ambitious men was still alive—but recent signs suggest that the trend is at last becomin®
more favorable to the South.

All of these favorable signs—these evidences of a reawakening in education, agriculture, induser¥
and research—would have restored Page’s faith—which he never quite lost—in the land of his birth
All of them, in a sense, are related to teaching and research, and have implications for libraries. CreatiVé
artists and scientists, scholars and research men alike, work effectively only when close to resear¢
libraries. The research man in the university must have his books and journals. And industry’s dependent®
upon the printed record is well illustrated in the development of special libraries in its laboratori€?
during the last quarter of a century. How well have the libraries of the new South been develop
to meet these larger demands now being made of them? Let's look at them.

While librarians did not begin, as early as the teaching faculty, to discuss in their meetings che
need for concentrated and cooperative action in strengthening their research facilities and in encouraging
vesearch, librarians individually were aware of their obligations to the scholar. This has been demonstrat
in the growth of libraries. In 1900 the libraries of the 23 institutions that grant doctorates in che
Southeast contained 407,000 volumes. Harvard already had more than half a million." During th®
next twenty-five years these libraries added a million volumes, or 1,750 volumes per library per year
Harvard, meanwhile, added two million, or 80,000 volumes a year.

The pressure of increased enrollment in graduate and professional schools, with heavier demands
for graduate instruction in a variety of fields, together with the influence of professional association®
and councils, and with the assistance of foundations, brought increased funds to libraries. Berweeft
1925-26 and 1956-57 ten million volumes were added to southern research libraries, bringing the tot?
to more than eleven million. Five and a half million volumes have been added since World War 1,
and $61,227,000 has been spent, of which 22 million went for books and journals.

Since 1935—between 1935-1955—the South has led the nation in the rate of growth of its research |
libraries. Seven of our states are ranked among the first nine in the United States in the percentas®
of increase in volumes in their research libraries; and the percentages range from 2009 in Alabam?
to 471% in Florida. Ten of our states are among the first 19, all with increases of above 135 per cen®
Three library centers in the South were among the first ten of the nation in the percentage of incre
of their volumes during this period. The Chapel Hill-Durham center ranked third; Birmingham
seventh; and Atlanta, tenth.”

All this is evidence that librarians and faculties have been studying their programs and have bee!
selecting the books and other materials most necessary to their institutions’ program. These materid
have been acquired as special collections—private libraries, representing decades and centuries of collec™
ing by scholars and collectors and requiring special budgetary maneuvers to finance; they have coné
as single rare items long the library’s desiderata list; or files of journals offered in dealers” catalogs from
overseas and snatched via cable from other less alert and less fortunate libraries; as collections of pape™
of statesmen, industrialists, plantation owners or literary figures; as diaries of soldiers who intelligent!¥
recorded life about them as they moved up and down the South in the 1860'%. :

Staffs to acquire and process these materials and to assist the scholar in exploiting them have beert
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“Heath K. Riggs. “Southern College and University Faculty Research Resources in Physical Scic-ncE"'
The Seientific Monthly, 77 (May 1953) pp. 91-94.

iMost of the statisties of volumes added, expenditures on libraries, ete. are from the Princelo!
University and Louisiana State University lists. Earlier figures are from miscellaneous U. 8. reports.

""Robert B. Downs. “Distribution of American Library Resources”, College and Researeh Libraric®
18 (May 1967) pp. 183-189, 235-287.
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Bsembled. The number of staff members in the twenty-three institutions was raised from 479 in
939-40 to 1,199 in 1956-57, an increase of 30 staff members for each institution, These additional mem-

provided the specialized services required of curators of rare books, of manuscripts, maps, documents
3nd subject-trained personnel to work in highly specialized fields, The staff salaries budget increased
Tom $734,066 in 1939 to $6,249,351 in 1957.

New buildings costing $20,000,000 and more have been constructed since the war, and substantial
Wditions have been made to others. Storage, study and operating space is needed on the greatly enlarged
““Mpuses to serve more undergraduates, graduate students and faculty., These new buildings provide
$35y access to books, and include space for organizing manuscripts, rare books and other materials for
fay and intensive use. They include equipment and space for making and reading microreproductions,
9% storing and using audio-visual equipment, and for quick reproduction of material for class or
fesearch use.

Librarians have prepared lists to aid the scholar in locating and gaining access to special collections
d other materials: as examples of this highly important assistance, we have guides to the manuscript
®ollections; lists of newspaper files held; lists of newspapers on film; guides to the resources of single
‘Oraries; a list of chemical journals in southern libraries (as prepared by SIRF); scientific journals
N the [libraries of Duke-University of North Carolina-North Carolina State College and the Woman's
llege of the University of North Carolina; lists of books of a geographical area (for example, Thorn-
fon’s North Carolina bibliography) ; and North Carolina fiction, prepared by the North Carolina Library
ociation and the North Carolina Association of Teachers of English; supplement to the Union List
O Serials for the Southeast, (in progress); a guide to the microfilm collections of early state records,
armonumunlﬂ collecting and listing project directed by Prof. W. S. Jenkins of the University of
Nortly Carolina, to mention only a few.
In 1932 the major research libraries of the nation, about forty of them, formed the Association
Research Libraries to which seven libraries of the Southeast now belong—(Duke, the University of
orth Carolina, Universities of Florida, Virginia, Kentucky, Louisiana State University and the Joint
MiVersity Libraries.) The organization studies the common problems of research libraries, discusses
.M and makes its findings serve effectively the scholars of the nation. The Library of Congress Catalog
t“hcbﬂok form, the Farmington Plan, and the Documents Expediting Project, are examples of projects
Association of Research Libraries has conceived and sponsored. In the South the newly-created
A”f‘ciariun of Southeastern Research Libraries, a smaller model of ARL, already has initiated several
Pojects. Meanwhile southern librarians have made their collections freely accessible on interlibrary
90, and groups of them have banded together for the purpose of strengthening their library facilities
3d making them more easily accessible. This interest in strengthening library resources, avoiding un-
"Utessary duplication, and in increasing accessibility was expressed in concrete action more than twenty
fars ago in the Duke-North Carolina Cooperative Agreement, the creation of the Joint University
brary in Nashville, and in the Atlanca Center.
. Perhaps it should be emphasized here that neither of these enterprises could have been launched
i"“hout foundation help. This was in the early thirties, and attention had just been focused upon the
Mdequacy of facilities for higher education in the South. As foundations came to the assistance of
Mersities the library was recognized as the logical approach, through cooperative effort, to the prob-
of improving higher education.
. The most extensive plan for cooperation in the South was organized as.the Georgia-Florida Com-
m“!fcl! for Planning Library Cooperation in 1954, which became the Southeastern Interlibrary Research
Qac‘“t}' in June 1955, about which you will hear later. The Association of Southeastern Research Libraries,
"8anized in 1956, is composed of the librarians of the twenty-three Ph.D.-granting institutions in the
Uthease, The fact that we now have a discussion place for library problems common to the libraries
the region, and a working group within which problems can be initiated, assures us of a strong library
98ram insofar as cooperation can make a contribution.
B Notable progress was made in library dcvclopm_unt, in research, and in higher education, generally,
by the South in the last quarter century. By looking backward we can see how far we have come;
't by looking about us we can sce that the library resources of the region still suffer by comparison
Vith those of other geographic regions. How are these deficiencies to be corrected? It appears to me
su‘t several steps must be taken if the differences are to l?c substantially reduced. (1) We must increase
wi. antially che financial support of southern research llbl:arics: (2) work out a cooperative program
of 95¢ features will attract and hold all the research libraries of the South: (3) encourage publication
fesearch completed in the region; (4) provide lists and descriptions which will enable the scholar
: Ocate the materials that are available; (5) develop a more effective program of bringing new and
“ll-qualified people into the profession,
ins‘Lc(‘s look first at the financial picture. In 1956-57 southern research libraries spent $108,438 per
Utution for books. They have spent an average of $79,700 per year since the end of World War II.
‘ht average expenditure of libraries in the Association of Research Libraries in 1956-57 was $240,021;
€Y have spent an average of $171,468 per year since 1945. Southern libraries have added 20,650
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volumes per year during this period, while ARL libraries have added annually 35,022. The averag®
size of southern libraries is 526,555 volumes, while ARL libraries contain 1,363,750 volumes. Thes¢
are, for the most part, differences in quantity, but the differences are so great as to be highly significant:
Some quality measurements may also be made. About fifteen years ago Charles H. Brown’s well-know?
study of the holdings of the most cited journals in chemistry, mathematics, physics, botany and physiology
revealed that only four libraries in the Southeast ranked among the first 55 libraries of the country, an
these ranked 15th, 43d, 47th, and 50th.”™ At about the same time the Board of Resources of the Americad
Library Association, under the chairmanship of Robert B. Downs, drew up a list of 7§ subjects an
asked about 500 authorities to state where, in their opinion, the best library collections were held. Fifry-three
collections in the South were declared distinguished, but these were concentrated in only eight institurions:
and thirty-seven of the collections were in two institutions,”” This condition is obliged to have changed:
with the addition of several million volumes since that date, bur libraries in other areas have bee?
strengthened too, so the comparisons must remain about the same.

How many volumes does a research library need? One can answer that question about as satisfactorily
as the question “How far is up?” No statistical formula has been developed that will tell how mu¢
money is required annually to support work for the doctorate in a given field. Too many factors ar®
involved. In 1956-57 Harvard and California gave degrees in 28 fields. Harvard has 177,347 volum®
for each field in which it granted degrees; California 50,803, Ohio State gave degrees in 27 fields the
came year and had only 27,216 volumes per field™ No institution in the South granted degrees that
year with fewer than 38,000 supporting volumes for cach field in which degrees were granted.

These figures are not very helpful. What we all know, however, is that in order for an instigutio®
to carry on graduate work and conduct research it must have, for the department concerned, the
standard ctreatises, the basic journals, and a respectable collection of other source materials, Once th®
basic material is at hand the number of additional volumes actually available in a given feld adds
richness to the research that can be conducted and multiplies the specific projects within that field
that can be carried on.

The difference in size of ARL and Southern libraries makes it fairly obvious that we are inadm]ual:f-"}’
prepared to conduct graduate work and research in many of the fields of interest to the region. W€
have much to make up in the building of librarics. The first need of southern libraries, then is fof
more money. Every rescarch library in the South should be spending annually in the next few year
at least $150,000 for books, periodicals and binding. The libraries of institutions granting degrees if
20-25 fields should be spending $250,000. Last year only twelve spent as much as $150,000 and none #
much as $250,000. If research is to be conducted and doctorates granted in the fields in which cher®
is demand, institutional budgers must be substantially increased, with a proportionate share going *
the library. One hears much of several factors which make it difficulc for southern states to suppof®
their libraries and educational institutions more generously; for example, 1) research libraries in souther?®
states are now receiving 3.6% of the total institutional budger; ARL libraries receive only 3.4003
2) the per capita income of the Southeast was $1,368 in 1956; the national average was $1,940;
3) 17% of the country’s population resides in these ecleven southern staves, but this includes 23%
of the country’s school and college students. These are financial problems peculiar to us, but chey
cannot be allowed to stand permanently between the region and first-rate research libraries. The presenc®
of strong research libraries, as a matter of fact, would contribute to the early removal of some of thes®
problems.

The head start libraries elsewhere have on the region can be made up only with great effort and
much time; but librarians can do much to offser it by agreeing to add as heavily to library resource
as finances will permit, giving priority always to the acquisition of important research resources no*
now in the South. Cooperation can take many forms. In view of the present limited facilities of che
region, we would profic from top level cooperation in decisions relative to fields in which graduat®
work will be given, to the end that unnecessary training in certain subject areas is avoided and th#f
all the fields important to the South are covered somewhere. Without agreement at that level, librari®®
cannot develop cooperatively long range programs of acquisitions in which commitments are made ©
build certain fields intensively; and without agreements to provide sound training the South will :.‘ﬂnl:inlfe
to send men to the North and West for advanced degrees and will increase thereby the prospect of thelf
being lost to the region.

¥This study was made for the Association of Research Libraries by the librarian of Iowa State Colleg®

"Robert B. Downs. “Leading American Library Collections"”, Library Quarterly, 12 (July 1942!
pp. 457-473.

#Fyom tables in Libraries of the Southeast, A Report of the Southeastern States Cooperative Libraf!
Survey, 1946-47, edited by Louis R. Wilson and Marion A. Milezewski, (Chapel Hill, University of Nort
Carolina Press, 1949) p. 166.
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Library cooperation that is concerned only with mobilizing and using existing resources is not
~ the answer. Most southern libraries have lacked the books and journals needed to support graduate work
in certain fields. Last year half of the industries locating in the South were related to agricultural
activities and production, yet Downs in his “Leading American Library Collections”™ found only one
library in the entire area possessing an outstanding collection in agricultural sciences, Nothing is achieved
by bringing together a group of relatively weak libraries, all of which contain essentially the same materials.

What is needed is a realistic and positive program of building and sharing collections. The Joint
ASERL-SREB Committee on Research Library Cooperation in the South has stated clearly the objectives
of regional library cooperation: 1) provide the research materials essential to quality graduate and
Professional education; 2) make these materials as accessible as possible; and 3) reduce unnecessary
duplication.

| The projects already completed, in process, or on the drawing board, under the direction of SIRF
or ASERL, will contribute to the accessibility and reduce duplication. The list of chemical journals;
Southeastern Supplement to the Union List; survey of holdings of foreign documents; description of
tpecial collections; report on microcopy projects; and others like them, covering the region or single
I'ibr:ry holdings, demonstrate that the spirit and the know-how are present, and that a positive and
‘Aggressive program of building up southern collections cooperatively should flourish. The dissemination
' of information about holdings should be extended and continued; guides to manuseript collections should
be published and kept up-to-date; lists of newspapers, special collections, and major acquisitions, in what-
tver form, should be made available routinely to the other research libraries of the region. The library
Aand the graduare school should be on such terms that their representatives could discuss the preparation
and publication of such lists, descriptions and other materials as would enable the research staff of the
| University more completely to exploit the resources of the library in its research.

| If university presses are to provide the stimulus to research for which they have a tremendous
potential, they should keep in mind the purpose for which they were organized. They should continue
‘1o be concerned with publication of the scholarly work of the university, rather than with showing
'3 profir and with placing titles on best-seller lists. They should have the kind of financial support that
Would permit directors to keep their sights on original objectives. This support should take into account
(also che advantage to the university of permitting the library liberal discounts on books and journals
dent out on exchange.

Finally, the effectiveness of any library is dependent in large measure upon personnel—upon those
Tesponsible for bringing books and people rogether. There exists in the South a scarcity of technically-
trained librarians, but just as critical is the scarcity of librarians with competence in subject fields and
 Janguages, and with experience in handling special materials like manuscripts, rare books, documents,
irchives, maps and audio visual materials. We need, therefore, new librarians with ability, training, and
With experience in the book trade—librarians familiar with foreign book markets and dealers—if libraries
dre to be buile with the materials sorely needed in the southern states. The training of these people
B 3 responsibility of the region; we are well-equipped to grant the Master’s degree to as many as are
:Iiidy to be recruited. The South does not have, however, a doctoral program in librarianship, Perhaps
the matter should receive sympathetic attention and study. Such a program should draw heavily upon
Uther divisions of the university—the humanities, social and natural sciences, and should stimulate the
‘Sross-fertilization of librarianship with other professions. Among the practical advantages of such a
Program for the South are these: 1) More problems peculiar to the South could be studied; 2) More
teachers with intensive training in research methods would become available for rteaching posts in
Jouthern library schools and for staff positions in southern libraries; 3) Able persons who, for a variety

reasons, could not go to library school outside the region, would enroll for the doctorate; 4) More
Arstorate people would be drawn into the first-year school.

 As we think together of resources and research in this first Southern College and Research Library
Workshop, it is well to view our present resources against a background such as I have tried to present.
_,‘eurdlm of where the South stands today in relation to the remainder of the country, the progress
't has made during the last half century should convince us that the unfavorable regional differences
f.:’!u have plagued us for almost a hundred years can be overcome. Such meetings as this will hasten
the day.




