
B y L U C Y E . F A Y 

Some College Library Investigations 
at Columbia University 

Until her retirement in 1942 Miss Fay 

was associate professor of library serv-

ice at Columbia University. The series 

of studies she describes in this article are 

further illustrated in the present number 

by the condensed versions of essays by 

Maurice H. Smith and Rea J. Steele. 

IN P L A N N I N G INVESTIGATIONS in t h e 

col lege l i b r a r y field w h e n the master 

of science c u r r i c u l u m w a s begun in the 

School of L i b r a r y Serv ice in 1928, con-

sideration w a s g iven to the var ious aspects 

of col lege l ibraries that needed study, to 

subjects that could be encompassed by 

s tudents in their year of g r a d u a t e study, 

and to subjects that w o u l d of fer d i f ferent 

types of research techniques f o r the stu-

dents ' t r a i n i n g and experience. 

Some s ixty or m o r e studies w e r e m a d e 

in the fields of o r g a n i z a t i o n and adminis-

trat ion, budgets , staff activit ies, s t u d e n t 

assistants, history of l ibraries, book collec-

tions in re lat ion to the t e a c h i n g p r o g r a m 

of the col lege, periodical hold ings in v a r i -

ous subjec t fields in re lat ion to the cur-

r i c u l u m , the b o o k - r e v i e w i n g adequacy of 

subject j o u r n a l s for book selection in col-

lege l ibraries, l ibrary reports as source 

mater ia l , s tudents ' r e a d i n g and r e a d i n g in-

terests, and so f o r t h . 

Book Collections in Relation to Curricula 

It m a y be of interest to col lege l ibrar-

ians to k n o w the results of t w o series of 

these invest igations, both series be ing con-

cerned w i t h distinct aspects of book se-

lect ion. T h e first series of nineteen essays 

comprised studies of the adequacy of book 

col lections, as they existed, in relat ion to 

the educat ional p r o g r a m s of the col leges 

and covered the subjects o f : science in 

general , z o o l o g y , A m e r i c a n history, E n g -

lish history, fine arts, a n t h r o p o l o g y , eco-

nomics, rel igion, Spanish, philosophy, 

F r e n c h l i t e r a t u r e of the seventeenth cen-

tury , genera l books in the l i terature of 

a g r i c u l t u r e , social sciences in general , and 

sociology. T h e types of l ibraries covered 

w e r e state teachers col leges in N e b r a s k a , 

N e w Y o r k , T e x a s , and W e s t V i r g i n i a ; 

l iberal arts c o l l e g e s ; j u n i o r c o l l e g e s ; l a n d -

g r a n t c o l l e g e s ; C a t h o l i c c o l l e g e s ; and one 

f o r e i g n inst i tution, the U n i v e r s i t y of 

O s l o . 1 

T h e results of this series of essays as 

a w h o l e have s h o w n that book selection 

has been f a r f r o m systematical ly done in 

e v e r y type of col lege l i b r a r y ; that the se-

lect ion process has s h o w n l imited coop-

erat ion of f a c u l t y and l i b r a r y s t a f f ; that 

the object ives of s u p p l y i n g pr inted ma-

terials f o r the f u r t h e r a n c e of the educa-

t ional p r o g r a m of the col lege have not 

been a t t a i n e d ; and that selection routines 

and m e t h o d s have been unsat is factory if 

not a l together nonexistent . 

F u r t h e r invest igat ion into the condi-

tions, methods, and tools of book selec-

1 A condensation of an essay belonging to this 
series, by Maurice H. Smith, appears on pages 217-27 
of the present number of College and Research Li-
braries. 
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tion has been m a d e in one p a r t i c u l a r s tudy 

of the state teachers col leges of N e w 

Y o r k and in the series on book r e v i e w i n g 

in subjec t j o u r n a l s described and sum-

m a r i z e d in this art ic le . 

Adequacy of Book Reviewing in Subject 

Journals 

T h e series of nineteen essays described 

above, together w i t h the results of t w o 

discussions outside the School of L i b r a r y 

Service , led to studies on the adequacy 

of book r e v i e w i n g in subjec t j o u r n a l s for 

co l lege l i b r a r y book selection. O n e of 

the discussions w a s the r e c u r r e n t cri t ic ism 

in the C o l l e g e and R e f e r e n c e Sect ion of 

the A . L . A . of the lack of any sat is factory 

book selection aids, in the field of c u r r e n t 

t i t les , f o r co l lege l i b r a r i e s ; the expressed 

opinion that the Booklist did not suf f ice ; 

and the agi tat ion for a special c u r r e n t list 

for co l lege l ibraries. T h i s m a t t e r w a s 

discussed at several a n n u a l m e e t i n g s ; res-

olut ions w e r e passed; A . L . A . H e a d q u a r -

ters took the idea u n d e r a d v i s e m e n t ; and 

the A . C . R . L . appointed a c o m m i t t e e to 

f ind out, by the invest igat ion of book 

r e v i e w i n g in profess ional and subject 

j o u r n a l s , w h e t h e r a n e w aid w a s rea l ly 

needed and, if so, to suggest the k ind of 

list col lege l ibrar ians w o u l d find satisfac-

t o r y . 

T h e other discussion, outside the l i b r a r y 

field, w a s of even g r e a t e r s ignif icance 

in d e t e r m i n i n g the need of invest igat-

i n g book r e v i e w i n g in subjec t j o u r n a l s . 

T h e A m e r i c a n H i s t o r i c a l A s s o c i a t i o n ' s 

C o m m i t t e e on P l a n n i n g R e s e a r c h pub-

lished a report in 1 9 3 2 ent i t led, " H i s t o r i -

cal Scholarship in A m e r i c a : N e e d s and 

O p p o r t u n i t i e s . " T h i s c o m m i t t e e o f fered 

some questions to be a n s w e r e d by groups 

of specialists in ancient history, m e d i e v a l 

history, m o d e r n E u r o p e a n history, and 

A m e r i c a n history. T w o of the questions 

w e r e : 

1. A r e there any obvious shortcomings in 

our professional journals that might be 

corrected? A r e our standards of book re-

viewing adequate? 

2. H a v e w e at the present time adequate 

facilities for keeping posted on recent pub-

lications, both periodical and in book f o r m ? 

T h e v a r i o u s specialists expressed their 

opinions, and the c o m m i t t e e s u m m a r i z e d 

their a n s w e r s : 

A general criticism made of historical 

journals concerns the reviewing and biblio-

graphical service. T o o often reviews do not 

review the book. T h e y dilate upon insig-

nificant errors and thus give a misleading 

impression of the w o r k under considera-

tion. T h e r e is a general demand for more 

critical appraisal both of the scientific and 

l iterary merits of books. W i t h o u t reducing 

the number of reviews, more emphasis and 

space should be given to important w o r k s . 

W e suggest that the editors take steps to 

procure funds for the purchase of significant 

w o r k s which they cannot otherwise secure 

for review. W e recommend that sessions 

at the meeting of the American Historical 

Association be occasionally devoted to the 

consideration of the art of book reviewing. 

(Report, p. 39-40) 

W i t h these three i n s t i g a t o r s — o u r o w n 

f indings f r o m the first series of nineteen 

studies, the co l lege l ibrar ians ' cr i t ic ism 

of the lack of selection aids f o r col lege 

l ibraries, and the historians ' i n d i c t m e n t of 

their j o u r n a l s in r e g a r d to book r e v i e w -

i n g — t h e second series of studies, con-

cerned w i t h another aspect of book selec-

tion, had i m p e l l i n g reasons for be ing 

u n d e r t a k e n . F u r t h e r m o r e , f o l l o w i n g the 

A m e r i c a n H i s t o r i c a l Assoc ia t ion 's report 

of 1 9 3 2 , there appeared in the American 

Journal of Psychology ( v . 46, p. 5 0 8 - 1 1 , 

J u l y 1 9 3 4 ) an a c c o u n t of a s tudy of book 

r e v i e w s in psychologica l periodicals by 
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R i c h a r d S. S c h u l t z and H e l e n P a l l i s t e r . 

T h e i r invest igat ion of nine j o u r n a l s , 

Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychol-

ogy, American Journal of Psychology, 

Journal of Applied Psychology, Psycho-

logical Bulletin, Psychological Clinic, 

Psychoanalytic Review, Journal of Social 

Psychology, Journal of General Psychol-

ogy, and Pedagogical Seminary, f o r the 

year 1 9 3 3 resulted in the f o l l o w i n g six 

c o n c l u s i o n s : 

T h i s study shows in general that avail-

able facilities for book reviews are not being 

used to the fullest extent. A number of 

obvious defects appear in the present system 

of book reviewing. T h e s e are briefly as 

f o l l o w s : 

1. A small number of pages are given to 

book reviews in all but t w o journals : 51.6 

per cent of the space utilized for book re-

views is confined to the American Journal 

of Psychology and the Psychological Bul-

letin. 

2. M o s t of the journals review f e w 

books. T h e American Journal of Psychol-

ogy reviewed the largest number of books 

in I933. amounting to 43.6 per cent of the 

total. 

3. T h e r e is considerable delay in publi-

cation of reviews. O n l y 8.2 per cent of the 

books published in the English language 

are reviewed during the year of publication 

and 46.6 of the reviews do not appear until 

t w o years a f ter publication. 

4. O f the books reviewed 85.8 per cent 

were reviewed but once. 

5. T h e r e are not many assiduous review-

ers : 60.9 per cent of them were credited 

with only one book. 

6. T h e r e is a question as to the profes-

sional competency of the reviewers. O n l y 

42.2 per cent of the books were reviewed 

by fu l l members of the American Psycho-

logical Association and over 15 per cent by 

nonmembers. 

Value of Book Reviews in Subject Jour-

nals for College Library Book Selection 

F r o m 1 9 3 7 to 1 9 4 2 e leven studies in 

the second series at the School of L i b r a r y 

Serv ice w e r e completed, c o v e r i n g the sub-

jects of chemistry , pol it ical science, 

m o d e r n l a n g u a g e phi lo logy , ancient clas-

sics, engineer ing, foods and nutr i t ion, bi-

o logy , h igher educat ion, music , E n g l i s h 

and A m e r i c a n l i terature , and economics. 

O t h e r investigations, c o v e r i n g periodicals 

in history, philosophy, sociology, and 

general A m e r i c a n C a t h o l i c periodicals, 

are in course of deve lopment , the one in 

phi losophy n o w being near ly finished. 

I n general , the purpose of these inves-

t igat ions has been t w o f o l d : 1. T o test 

the assumption of the A m e r i c a n H i s t o r -

ical Assoc ia t ion c o m m i t t e e that periodicals 

in the history field w e r e not adequate in 

their r e v i e w i n g features, by ( a ) e x t e n d i n g 

invest igat ions to cover m a n y other sub-

jects, ( b ) deve loping as object ive meth-

ods as possible for such testing, and ( c ) 

e v a l u a t i n g the r e v i e w s for the p a r t i c u l a r 

purpose of book selection in col lege li-

braries ; and 2. to m a k e the evidence ob-

tained avai lable to col lege l ibrar ians. 

T h i s art ic le e n d e a v o r s to present a 

s u m m a r y of the results of these studies. 

F o r f u l l i n f o r m a t i o n , the l ibrar ian should 

consult the complete essays, w h i c h m a y 

be b o r r o w e d f r o m C o l u m b i a U n i v e r s i t y 

L i b r a r y on inter l ibrary loan. 

T h e selection of journals to invest igate 

w a s the first step taken in all cases. T h a t 

i n v o l v e d finding out w h i c h had r e g u l a r 

b o o k - r e v i e w i n g sections, d e t e r m i n i n g the 

l imitat ion or nonl imitat ion to j o u r n a l s 

published in the U . S . A . , ascerta ining 

w h i c h j o u r n a l s w e r e probably in most 

co l lege l ibraries ( b y c h e c k i n g the Union 

List of Serials), and l e a r n i n g w h i c h j o u r -

nals w e r e deemed best by specialists. T h e 

last w a s accomplished by c h e c k i n g such 

periodical lists as the H i l t o n list, used 

by the N o r t h C e n t r a l Assoc ia t ion f o r ac-
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c r e d i t i n g p u r p o s e s ; the list of periodicals 

in the S h a w List of Books for College 

Libraries; and the L y l e and T r u m p e r 

Classified List of Periodicals for College 

Libraries—all be ing selected lists based 

on the pooled opinions of co l lege f a c u l -

ties and l i b r a r y staffs . F o r some studies 

such i n f o r m a t i o n w a s obtained by w r i t i n g 

d irect ly to v a r i o u s f a c u l t y specialists and 

l ibrar ians f o r opinions. 

Basis of Evaluation 

B e f o r e d e t e r m i n i n g cr i ter ia f o r a basis 

of the evaluation of reviews, the l i t e r a t u r e 

on book r e v i e w i n g w a s read and al l ele-

ments considered essential to a sat is factory 

book r e v i e w w e r e l isted. I t is interest ing 

to note that , of pract i ca l ly al l sources con-

sulted, M i s s H a i n e s ' Living with Books 

covered al l the e lements of adequacy most 

sat is factor i ly . T h e consequence w a s that , 

in the main , cr i ter ia of e v a l u a t i o n in all 

these studies w e r e based on H a i n e s . T h e 

s t u d y of e d u c a t i o n j o u r n a l s used in addi-

tion the cr i ter ia noted in M a x w e l l ' s " U s e 

of Score C a r d s in E v a l u a t i n g T e x t b o o k s . " 

T h e n u m b e r of cr i ter ia w e r e g e n e r a l l y 

t e n : six f o r the f a c t u a l content of the 

r e v i e w — a u t h o r , imprint , f o r m , purpose, 

subject , physical c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s — a n d f o u r 

f o r the cr i t ical c o n t e n t — r e l i a b i l i t y , pres-

entat ion, va lue , and comparison. T h e 

n e x t step w a s p r e p a r i n g a r a t i n g scale to 

be used on the cr i ter ia . I n al l but t w o 

studies a six-point scale w a s u s e d ; in one, 

a f ive-point s c a l e ; and in the invest igat ion 

of educat ion j o u r n a l s , a score card, w h i c h 

developed a m o r e refined m e a s u r e m e n t 

than did the r a t i n g scales. 

F o r f i n d i n g out other i m p o r t a n t facts , 

addi t ional techniques w e r e used. O n e of 

these facts w a s the determinat ion of the 

t i m e - l a g b e t w e e n the date a book w a s pub-

lished and the appearance of a r e v i e w of 

it. T h i s w a s one of the t ime-consuming 

and real ly a r d u o u s steps in the studies, 

due to the f a c t that , if the ev idence w a s to 

have any signif icance, it m u s t s h o w time-

l a g by m o n t h s at least. I n the case of 

books pr inted in the U . S . A . it m e a n t 

c h e c k i n g e v e r y t i t le w i t h the c o p y r i g h t 

c a t a l o g in order to obtain the m o n t h of 

publ icat ion. S o m e t i m e s the Publishers' 

Weekly had to be checked f o r noncopy-

r ighted m a t e r i a l . F o r tit les of E n g l i s h 

or ig in the English Catalogue and W h i t -

aker 's Cumulative Booklist w e r e c h e c k e d ; 

f o r the books published in other coun-

tries, c o r r e s p o n d i n g nat ional bibl iogra-

phies w e r e checked. 

A n addi t ional type of v e r i f y i n g w a s 

that required to establish the a u t h o r i t y of 

the r e v i e w e r . In m a n y instances neither 

b iographica l dictionaries, co l lege cata-

logs, nor directories of profess ional so-

cieties w o u l d y ie ld i n f o r m a t i o n . I n the 

pol i t ical science s tudy it w a s necessary to 

get permission to consult and then go 

to the A m e r i c a n P o l i t i c a l Science Associ -

at ion's h e a d q u a r t e r s to check the card file 

of m e m b e r s of that o r g a n i z a t i o n . 

Policies of Journals 

O n e p a r t i c u l a r l y interest ing sort of in-

f o r m a t i o n gathered in several of these 

studies had to do w i t h the editor ia l poli-

cies of the j o u r n a l s u n d e r considerat ion. 

T o get this required the sending of a 

le t ter , w i t h a smal l n u m b e r of questions 

a r r a n g e d f o r easy a n s w e r i n g , to each edi-

tor . S u c h questions a s : W h o selects the 

r e v i e w e r ? W h a t is the basis of selection 

( s u b j e c t specialists not connected w i t h the 

j o u r n a l , m e m b e r s of the editor ia l staff , 

m e m b e r s of the univers i ty f a c u l t y ) ? A r e 

v o l u n t a r y r e v i e w s a c c e p t e d ? Is a t ime 

l imit placed on the reception of the re-

v i e w f o r publ icat ion or is the r e v i e w pub-
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lished regardless of the t i m e - l a g ? Is the 

r e v i e w e r g iven a space l i m i t a t i o n ? I f so, 

a p p r o x i m a t e l y w h a t space? W h a t books 

are selected for r e v i e w i n g ? H a s the j o u r -

nal a s tandard f o r m for the bibl iograph-

ical e n t r y ? 

I n the s tudy of educat ional j o u r n a l s 

the score card developed by the investi-

g a t o r w a s sent f o r crit icism to M i s s 

H a i n e s , D o u g l a s W a p l e s , W . W . C h a r -

ters, C . V . G o o d , C a r t e r A l e x a n d e r , 

L o u i s S. Shores, E t h e l M . F e a g l e y , and 

. M a r i o n E m s l e y H a w e s , and revised in 

the l i g h t of their comments . I n some 

studies l ibrar ians also w e r e asked to state 

to w h a t e x t e n t the p a r t i c u l a r j o u r n a l s 

w e r e used by them and by the members 

of their facul t ies f o r o b t a i n i n g i n f o r m a -

tion about books f o r selection f o r the col-

lege l i b r a r y . 

Summary 

T h e tit les in these t w o series of mas-

ters' essays are listed at the end of this 

art ic le . H e r e is g iven a s u m m a r y of the 

e leven finished studies and of the one 

near ly completed essay in that series w h i c h 

has to do w i t h the b o o k - r e v i e w i n g ade-

quacy of subject j o u r n a l s for book selec-

tion in col lege l i b r a r i e s : 

C h e m i s t r y : (Bent ley) 

Journals investigated. Y e a r s 1930 and 

1935. 513 reviews. 

Journal of the American Chemical Society 
Journal of Physical Chemistry 
Journal of Chemical Education 
Transactions of the Faraday Society 

Conclusions reached: 

1. Representation of the publications of 

all countries and particularly of the U . S A . , 

England, France, and G e r m a n y is satisfac-

tory. 

2. Journals are w e a k in promptness of 

review, ordinarily wait ing three or four 

months a f ter publication, or longer, before 

reviewing. 

3. In critical and evaluative qualities the 
reviews are inadequate. Stronger in de-
scriptive than in critical presentations. T h e 
librarian needs, particularly, more definite 
statements about accuracy, greater com-
parison with similar books, and considerably 
more information on the textual and physi-
cal qualities of the books and on the au-
thor's qualifications and the basis of his 
w o r k . 

Political Science: ( H e n r y ) 

Journals investigated. Y e a r 1935. 1294 

reviews. Periodicals in the subject field. 

American Political Science Review 

Annals of the American Academy of Po-

litical and Social Science 

Political Science Quarterly 

Journal of Political Economy 

G e n e r a l book-reviewing media: 

Books (Herald-Tribune) 

Nation 

New Republic 

New York Times Book Review 

Saturday Review of Literature 

Survey Graphic 

Conclusions reached: 

1. O n l y a small percentage of books re-

viewed represented foreign l iterature. Pub-

lications were largely confined to those of 

English-speaking countries. 

2. N u m b e r of reviews w a s high. P r o f e s -

sional journals s lower in reviewing than 

were the nonprofessional ones. 

3. Reviewing situation in political science 

periodicals is not satisfactory. 

4. Author i ty of reviewer shows a high 

percentage in professional journals, and 31 

per cent of nonprofessional periodical re-

viewers were members of a political science 

organization. 

M o d e r n Language Phi lo logy: ( B o y c e ) 

Journals investigated. Y e a r s 1937 and 

1938. 784 reviews. 

Journal of English and Germanic Philology 

Modern Language Journal 

Modern Language Notes 

Modern Philology 

Philological Quarterly 
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Conclusions reached: 

1. In critical evaluation the reviews ade-

quately meet the requirement for critical 

appraisal with three important exceptions: 

( i ) no information about the author of the 

w o r k ; (2) little comparison with other 

similar w o r k s ; ( 3 ) f e w facts about textual 

or physical make-up. 

2. M e d i a n time-lag of eleven months be-

tween appearance of the w o r k s and the 

reviews, with range f r o m one month to ten 

years, renders journals inadequate for cur-

rent book selection. T w o of the journals 

very inadequate in international range of 

reviewing. 

3. Selection of reviewers is nonbiased; 

selection of books for review is limited to 

those sent by publishers and authors. 

4. L a c k of reviews of American and con-

temporary w o r k s indicates neglect in re-

viewing policy. 

5. Pronounced prevalence of favorable 

reviews in all journals . 

6. In the last analysis the reviews fulfi l l 

certain specific requirements of book selec-

tion but fail to meet total requirements to a 

sufficient degree to appraise them as ade-

quate for book selection for college l ibrar-

ies. 

Ancient Class ics : ( M c A t e e ) 

Journals investigated. Y e a r 1937. 485 
reviews. 

American Journal of Philology 
Classical Philology 
Classical Review 
Classical Weekly 

Conclusions reached: 

1. Reviews are eminently satisfactory in 

their treatment of form, subject and scope, 

purpose and extent; only slightly less ade-

quate as regards comparison and author's 

basis of w o r k and accuracy. Fa ir ly good 

with respect to description of textual and 

physical characteristics and passable con-

cerning comments on structure and expres-

sion. T h e y are disappointing wi th regard to 

statement of qualifications of the author. 

2. T h e time interval between publication 

of book and appearance of review is too 

great to al low the reviews to be of all the 

aid they might be to college l ibrary book 

selection. 

3. V e r y comprehensive in their inclusion 

of reviews of foreign publications. L a n -

guage difficulties seem to form no impedi-

ment when there is question of reviewing a 

book which an editor judges wi l l be of 

interest to the readers of his journal . 

4. Proportion of unfavorable to favor-

able reviews is approximately 1-3. If these 

findings are representative, the classics re-

viewers can scarcely be considered exces-

sively lenient. 

5. A m o u n t of duplication of reviews in 

the different journals is considerable, but 

more nearly simultaneous appearance of the 

reviews of the same books is desirable. 

Engineering: ( W h i t f o r d ) 

Journals investigated. Y e a r 1936. 437 

reviews. 

Engineering (Br i t i sh) 

Engineering News-Record ( C i v i l engineer-

ing) 

Mechanical Engineering ( M e c h a n i c a l engi-

neering) 

Electrical World (Electr ica l engineering) 

Chemical and Metallurgical Engineering 

Power Plant Engineering 

Conclusions reached: 

1. Information of a factual or descrip-

tive character is usually given in these re-

views, but critical or evaluative comment 

to the extent requisite in book selection is 

not given. 

2. G r e a t e r promptness of reviews is evi-

denced in engineering journals than in 

chemistry or psychology. Space limitations 

seem to be the determining factor which 

causes a considerable portion of reviews to 

be spread over the course of a year af ter 

publication. 

Foods and N u t r i t i o n : ( C u l l i p h e r ) 

Journals investigated. Y e a r s I935> 1936, 

and 1937. 101 reviews. 

Journal of the American Dietetics Associa-

tion 

Journal of Home Economics 
Nutrition Abstracts and Reviews 
Journal of the American Medical Association 
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American Journal of Digestive Diseases 

Quarterly Review of Biology 

Conclusions reached: 

1. T h e s e journals make an effort to se-
cure and review outstanding books in the 
field. 

2. T o o f e w of the reviews are signed. 
T h o s e that are, are wri t ten by specialists. 

3. Books are reviewed with enough fre-
quency for a book selector to get the opin-
ion of more than one reviewer on many 
books. 

4. Shortest interval between publication 
and review is t w o months. 

Bio logy: ( D o g g e t t ) 

Journals investigated. Y e a r s , 1935-38. 

769 reviews. 

American Microscopical Society. Transac-

tions 

Ecology 

Quarterly Review of Biology 

Phytopathology 

Yale Journal of Biology and Medicine 

Conclusions reached: T h i s study, which 

has attempted to evaluate the objective and 

subjective aspects of the reviews, finds some 

strong and some w e a k points. 

1. Editors feel responsible for the assign-

ment of the books to be reviewed. 

2. Responsibility for the statements in 

the reviews may be found, as they are 

signed except in the Quarterly Review of 

Biology. 

3. Reviewers are mostly specialists. 

4. Analysis of contents of the reviews re-

vealed meagre information about author-

ship, basis for subject matter of the book, 

and its purpose. 

5. Ecology and Phytopathology had 

lengthy rev iews; Quarterly Review of Bi-

ology had many but short reviews. 

H i g h e r Educat ion: ( S t e e l e ) 2 

Journals investigated. Y e a r 1938. 285 

reviews. 

Association of American University Profes-
sors. Bulletin 

2 For an abbreviated form of Miss Steele's essay-
see pages 228-37 of this issue of College and Research 
Libraries. 

Harvard Educational Review 

Journal of Educational Research 

Journal of Higher Education 

Junior College Education 

Conclusions reached: Reviews in the field 

of higher education furnish the librarian 

with sufficient bibliographical information 

and describe contents of books reviewed 

quite ful ly but leave much to be desired in 

evaluating the books for selection purposes. 

O f books reviewed only 10 per cent w e r e 

reviewed more than once. Sixty-seven to 84 

per cent of all signed reviews attempted to 

give an impartial estimate of the book by 

agreeing or disagreeing with the author's 

point of v i e w ; 10 to 29 per cent only of the 

same reviewers stated whether or not the 

book had the quality necessary to make it 

a permanent contribution. Another w e a k 

spot was in the field of comparison. O n l y 

20 to 22 per cent of reviews compared a 

new book with other better-known titles. 

Score card evaluation reveals: 

1. O n the whole journals review recent 

material. 

2. Ful l authority of reviewer is seldom 

given. In most instances only name of the 

person and institution with which connected 

were mentioned. 

3. O n e of the weakest spots in manner 

and treatment of reviews w a s in lack of 

comparison with other titles. 

4. Scope and form of book reviewed 

usually well-covered. 

5. Reviews did not rate very high on 

information about author of books. F e w 

reviewers mentioned author at all or when 

they did gave no information about him. 

6. Reviews did not reveal to any great 

extent the originality or permanent value 

of the book. 

7. Physical features, such as adequate 

index, documentation, appendices, and bibli-

ographies, received little attention. 

8. T r a d e information adequately given. 

9. Usual ly the longer the review the 

higher it rated on the score card, although 

average rating for an individual review w a s 

only twenty-three out of a possible score of 

forty-one. T h e length varied, with all but 

t w o of the journals averaging over five 

hundred words for a single review. 
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M u s i c : ( H a w k i n s ) 

Journals investigated. Y e a r s 1935 and 
J938. 312 reviews. 

Etude 

Music Educators Journal 

Modern Music 

Music and Letters 

Saturday Review of Literature 

Conclusions reached: 

1. Subject and scope of book: sufficient 

information usually given. 

2. Evaluat ive comment: not satisfactory. 

3. Comparison with other books: almost 

entirely lacking. 

4. Bibliographical information, includ-

ing physical characteristics: needs more at-

tention. 

5. P r i m a r y details of author, title, and 

date : are wi th f e w exceptions given ac-

curately. 

6. Qualif ications of both author and re-

v i e w e r : might be considered more thor-

oughly wi th profit. 

7. Fa ir ly prompt reviewing, in compari-

son wi th other f ields: 50 per cent of the 

titles reviewed within eight months; 22 per 

cent a year or more a f ter publication. 

English and A m e r i c a n L i t e r a t u r e : 

( R o g a n ) 

Journals investigated. Y e a r 1938. 174 

reviews. 

American Literature 

Englische Studien 

Etudes Anglaises 

Review of English Studies 

Conclusions reached: 

1. T i m e - l a g between publication of book 

and the review is none to thirty-nine months. 

G r e a t e s t number of reviews fa l l within the 

range of ten to twelve months. 

2. F r o m the standpoint of critical evalua-

tion the reviews are not entirely adequate. 

3. V e r y f e w books other than English and 

American are reviewed. 

4. 42.48 per cent of the books published 

(as listed in the Annual Bibliography of 

English Literature, American Bibliography 

in PM.L.A., etc.) are not reviewed in these 

journals . 

5. 50.79 per cent of the reviewers that 
were identified are members of university 
faculties. 

6. Viewpoints of reviewers a r e : average 
rating, predominately favorable, 33.37 per 
cent; extremely favorable, 30.68 per cent; 
predominately unfavorable, 16.4 per cent; 
extremely unfavorable, 11.1 per cent; neu-
tral , 8.46 per cent. I t is apparent that 
favorable viewpoint is unduly stressed. 

Economics: ( R o g e r s ) 

Journals investigated. Y e a r s 1936 and 

1938. 1188 reviews. 

American Economic Review 

Journal of Political Economy 

Quarterly Journal of Economics 

Economic Journal 

Economics 

Conclusions reached: 

1. T h e book reviews give little informa-

tion on several points important to the li-

brarian : 

a) T h e soundness and value of the eco-

nomic thesis of the book. 

b) W h e t h e r or not the book can safely 

be predicted to be a contribution of one kind 

or another to economic l i terature. 

c) T h e possible uses of the book and by 

whom. 

d) T h e background of the author and his 

authoritativeness. 

e) T h e authoritativeness of the reviewer. 

2. M o s t of the reviews appear within the 

year fo l lowing the publication of the book 

reviewed. T h e r e is little opportunity of 

comparing reviews of titles, however , "be-

cause most reviews are in only one journal , 

there is rather small duplication of reviews 

on same titles, and the journal ranking sec-

ond in number of reviews included lags 

far behind in promptness of the reviews' ap-

pearance. 

3. Nei ther of the t w o American journals 

studied which w e r e indexed in the one 

review index examined made a good show-

ing in the number of their reviews indexed. 

4. Instructions are not given to the re-

viewers as a part of editorial policy except 

in minor instances, but an attempt is made 

by the journals to secure competent re-
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viewers and to review only worth-whi le 

books. 

5. Possibly a better and more objective 

w a y to check on the real adequacy of the 

reviews w o u l d be to pool the findings of 

a group of experts with a knowledge of 

economics, college curriculum needs, and 

college librarians' book selection needs, w h o 

have compared actual books wi th reviews. 

6. Possibly needed improvements in re-

viewing could be attained if the needs of 

those concerned wi th book selection for the 

libraries of our colleges could be placed be-

fore the editorial boards of the reviewing 

journals. 

Phi losophy: ( M a x f i e l d ) 

Journals investigated. Y e a r 1938. 564 

reviews. 

Ethics 

Hibbert Journal 

Journal of Philosophy 

Mind 

Philosophical Review 

Conclusions reached (tentative, since 

w o r k is still in p r o g r e s s ) : 

1. T h r e e journals, viz., Ethics, Journal 

of Philosophy, and Philosophical Review, 

are f a r ahead of the others as regards the 

number of satisfactory rev iews; the diffi-

culty with Hibbert Journal and Mind be-

ing partly the fewness of their reviews of 

any kind. 

2. In spite of the many reviews it runs, 

Philosophical Review is inferior to Ethics 

and Journal of Philosophy, especially • be-

cause its reviews are slow in appearing. 

3. In all journals except Philosophical 

Review the major i ty of reviews are ade-

quate, although not so by a large margin. 

4. A s a group, the reviews examined are 

stronger in description than in criticism, 

this being particularly true in Philosophical 

Review. 

5. Slightly more than one half of all the 

reviews appeared within a year of the pub-

lication of the books and a little over one 

half of these could be judged as adequate. 

6. O n l y in Journal of Philosophy and 

Philosophical Review w a s there any con-

siderable representation of books not origi-

nating in England or America . 

7. 84 per cent of the titles treated were 

reviewed only once. 

8. M o s t of the reviewers w e r e authori-

ties, although minor specialists rather than 

m a j o r authorities stand out among the au-

thors of adequate reviews. 

9. T h e reviews rated as satisfactory 

tended to be favorable to the books dealt 

w i t h ; others w e r e neither predominately 

favorable nor unfavorable . 

10. Fair ly successful book selection could 

be done from the journals studied. 

List of Studies of Boo\ Collections in Relation to Curricula 

Baker , Frances N . " T h e Science Books 

in the N o r m a l School Libraries in N e w 

Y o r k State ." 1937. 

Boughter , V iv ian R. " A r e the Book Re-

sources in American History in the W e s t 

Virginia T e a c h e r s Col leges A d e q u a t e ? " 

1936. 
Coll ier , Amel ia . " T h e Book Collection in 

English History for a Col lege L i b r a r y . " 

1930. 

Dunn, Sister Helen. " A M i n i m u m Basic 

L is t of Spanish Books for the F o u r - Y e a r 

L ibera l A r t s Col lege ." 1940. 

Falvey , Father . " A Survey of the H o l d -

ings in Philosophy of Representative 

Cathol ic Col lege Libraries, wi th an A u -

thoritative List of Books in the Fie ld." 

1940. 

Foster, A n n a E. "Bui ld ing a Book C o l -

lection in the Seventeenth C e n t u r y for a 

Col lege L i b r a r y . " 1930. 

H a u s d o r f e r , W a l t e r . " T h e Problem of Se-

lecting Books and Periodicals in Zoology . " 

1930. 

Jenssen, Hans. ' 'Bui lding the Book C o l -

lection of the Institute of Economics at 

the University of O s l o . " 1937. 

Lancaster , L u c y Lee. " D o the Libraries 

of L a n d - G r a n t Col leges Provide a Rep-

resentative Collection of Books for Back-
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ground Reading in Agricultural Litera-
ture?" 1931. 

Littlefield, Lucile J. "A Fine Arts Collec-
tion for a Library of a Teachers Col-
lege." 1938. 

McLaughlin, Madge. "The Selection of 
Anthropology Books for the Undergradu-
ate Liberal Arts College." 1937. 

Moll, Father Boniface E. "A Basic List 
of Books in Sociology for Catholic Lib-
eral Arts Colleges." 1939. 

Russell, Abi. "A Fine Arts Collection for 
a Liberal Arts College Library." 1931. 

Silvers, Josephine L. "A Study of the 
Science Collections in the State Teachers 
Colleges of Nebraska." 1938. 

Sister Mary Genevieve. "Book List for a 
Proposed Curriculum in Religion for 
Women's Catholic Undergraduate Col-
leges." 1934. 

Stone, Ermine. " A Book Collection in the 
300's for a Junior College Library." 
1929. 

Tashjian, Nouvart. " A Book Collection 
in Economics for an Undergraduate Col-
lege Library." 1930. 

Thompson, M . Florence. "A Book Col-
lection in American History for a Junior 
College Library in California." 1930. 

Wyatt, Mildred. " A Study of the Science 
Collections in the Teachers College Li-
braries in Texas." 1936. 

List of Studies of the BoofyReviewing Adequacy 

of Subject Journals 

Bentley, Phyllis D. "The Book-Reviewing 
Adequacy of Certain Professional Chemi-
cal Journals for Book Selection in the 
College Library." 1937. 

Boyce, Margaret. "The Book Reviewing 
Adequacy of Certain Literary Journals 
for College Library Book Selection." 
1939-

Cullipher, Martha R. "The Book Review-
ing Adequacy for College Library Book 
Selection of Certain Technical Periodi-
cals Relating to Foods and Nutrition." 
1939. 

Doggett, Marguerite V . "The Extent to 
Which Book Reviews in Certain Bio-
logical Journals Meet the Need of Col-
lege Library Book Selection." 1940. 

Hawkins, Jane S. "The Book Reviewing 
Adequacy of Certain Musical Journals 
for College Library Book Selection." 
1941. 

Henry, Eugenia M . "The Book Reviewing 
Service of Some American Journals of 
Political Science." 1939. 

McAtee, Sister Jane Frances. "The Book 

Reviewing Adequacy of Certain of the 
Classical Periodicals for College Li-
brary Book Selection." 1939. 

Maxfield, David. "The Book Reviewing 
Adequacy of Certain Journals in the 
Field of Philosophy from the Point of 
View of College Library Book Selection." 
(Title tentative, as work is still in prog-
ress.) 

Rogan, Mme. Marie Joseph. "Value of 
Book Reviews of English and American 
Literature for College Library Book Se-
lection." 1941. 

Rogers, Mary E. "The Book-Reviewing 
Adequacy of Certain Economic Periodi-
cals for Use in College Library Book 
Selection." 1942. 

Steele, Rea J. "The Book -Reviewing Ade-
quacy of Certain Periodicals in the Field 
of Higher Education for College Library 
Book Selection." 1940. 

Whitford, Robert H. "Evaluation of Cer-
tain Technical Book Reviewing Media as 
Book Selection Aids in a College Tech-
nology Library." 1939. 
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