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o AN, REAE BEEIEEE, HFAKE TRER, HRAKASE BY
i 5 FEAER BEES AHd ALse EEHEEEST B &4 Y
A ol AEole ou T HER K] ok Bl BET) HEd BE
£ &frsbed BE/t o mEH Hetd ERZ ERY & A= FHY
fEitE o Tt o HMZFHAAL ol LEES BRI EELE
8 e st Set.

BlEEEE EBL mEe BUkS AAste Bifelvh. EEmEHEELNE
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< ®Eshedl YA TaT 24 ~fi— A, BRERE HEY L8 - Fd
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£ o RelH, EA, BE B BEoR FEAT 4 dest I
TAloleh. E3 HEY B FHELISEY ddAd s BERRY BER
B 5 BEel A BEie) REST A& ¥ ohE £AKN BEBESTLRZ
By BRI AL gloud ofA R KEMIE Biflle] #Rns X
Zstx glet

Apspyo v 4wl u EEZHEL 60FEAE 71Eo= st 2 AL &
i EEgEe] fHieletn St 1 o] FF BN EELER Ny BT
4 olow HEBANEHY BMS 94 ol ¥ B4t MHES N g ol
2 4 ool BEERGS EBHW Hios BEEI M By
Beffio] A = BB g BME <bods] HEigel T EiERML A2 FE
Hooh. webd HWERE, WBEE, WEHES BEAAR HmES3
1970408} fikgy, Ry, LBREEHEY A B BENRES AEN
ol WEFAEY BEAA BEgstde A B ohzh BEMES 444 AN
8 AL Eile] mEEsle = Aolth. &, MEREHRS BEERANA T2
& olrlA BB FEE A dAste] BB FIAst B4
mEY maE HEMse A1 vk ol Hpe B OEEHRES € #H
el W Qo] 19704EfRe] HfptHAn dor FFELES BROEE R
me) REMY tige] bl EMEET 4 JdE Aotk EBEEE AR
[l 37 (Book Selection)o] 1960f£fRel] j Z#ER R (Collection Building).o.
2 BRI 197040 BiEBIEE (Collection Development) 2 EEEHA,
g Fele.

2 o5 EaKE BEE MEEERA AT A2E SR AY
b EF Qubd o2 RRL w2 BETAY BiEe e HEEER
o MRAA ZSL Yok BEFAAS EBSITA AT WEH K] BEER
mHiEe] glo] wl$- Fadhhe AL iAo EEST Jdov BRI
A HFE Alole] BRY —&S 2 Zia geor BRI HREELER
BAZSERRES] olth. ol Et RIS EEY A AL EFEHAYE (Standard for
University Libraries)-2 t}-&3} zbo] FREAsIR 4] Hitel] &L o5 gith.
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BRAEe TIAos EA oS FastA 2 Aol 4=y HE
gEAo ol A Bl o3 EEE A BBRLE RESE Aol HHE
ot P

BelA KA HWEFAY A BESRE A #Ee
wo2 sta ohA] EERG BEGA AR BB #£3% EBE
7S o R MBS 347w ZEE T BRIz AT EEE]
axmil A Fabe BAREE ERstIA e R8sl APE mERiEY B

HEY TR 1 44E 4oz o] kel el B #AE B
gl olo]q A BERRESNY HRSE 258 AWty 282 K
wekel] Qa4 FHEH BIEES BAES mEiEsteA 2ok =3 ERES
o3 BIERPEES B BERIEES d2A7A BEed4 o=3
e BEAel RIES ge2d WHENS Adbdd mERESERA 2E
AA BHste 2at gt

I. HAXE BB MBHEL KR EXHER

EEE mELee BENES REA At e Fo0. RENES 4
WA o Fk B %ﬁm ZEe mislel HBY A% HES BE
@ 4 o3 HET £ g WAR BEde MR AL, KH zx R
g Sle] EY B, A =r AEd FEstd EHT £ AT BE
o] ok & Aotk

GorEm EEMS ST BEEES £E T KBRE EMsd @55
o 9o E 0T, 4F, S, stk 5 HMHEANA BET K] 3
O o= B RS 4% 1 HERM W e KEs 1
o] ThEm 4 B MEZ dEW A, KEKXBETE BROR BE
@ Mo 24 A AEE FRIAY BRAALA AAN RELE]

1) Association of Research Libraries and Association of College and Research
Libraries (1979), “Standand for University Libraries,” College & Research
Libraies News, 40 :108.
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i, T4 EEFHEFEES B RET Ao 24 FEEEY EY
g REsSHE ko] gt of A K duwtdor EFHIYUIT RE
S EEESY ik d6A REd o2 FEERS = BEKE e
2 & k. AlA, R ErEERE HNoR BEd BBz A B
ol FEKREE o] HiEd uX A X3t v RIGEMAYQL EHe] ot
EFRUEY] 5 EH EEEHGINA RET P KB BB
A el ont, 194056 o] 2 £ HE#ed] AAA vebd BHHe A
=, HEY BYES BRsty, B, Eks st gRd BHE R
staL, A, BEY BES EE6d Bryst BEERsl o9t st
e Jdebi L gl Aoleh Hehd EBEMES Bk B BY ¥
W) A Hipe] =l BRY BERol dZEA Had
1. Eyiel s
Hueage] glolA F83 24 FHk d EHRA Bige old o
g B4 EarfREel ok EEItE Jlg #EE-S FTRURES EEel  KiEd
ool sl RES L dE b ohzt el sS4 ogA FRES S
e REelsr. ? BE/E 2 IRARENINA ARAL de £ BRSE, &
B HA RES BEBE Gt Jd ARt = BEH R 9
= & S5l BEBEY Kigd @Yt BEE FIASte 249 Bt B
o Bfe R BT o BB RBEFHES EiEtes Ewsiel & +
4 Aolot. e, BUHEE HEW SEZA BEEeE] REtslAl s
£ Bi= BES FIARY BRE WREAN A ste BEd o= EEe
FEet Kk 2ZRS; UAl 2 Aol EHE EHEHES BYMEY Ees &
BT+ Aot HREKRE 79 o2 B4 e ReREd BHE +
Jd+ FiEEiEe] fEe K&Es #H—ve = BEY + AUt s Mgt
REA L Y.
Michael Morant: FEJHES] AL A AE EEeilid: B - BH

2) Bonn, George S, (1974), “Evaluation of the Collection,” Library Trends, 22:
290,
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2 < ok B TY FUES EEd dstd BEE Abold Rl =
3 gleh. =3 Roger: #yliEE B s REs HiEe EBHI T
A A BRE AolH, HFAAEHSBEYL 2% % 2¥dx sy ®
BYEY] HEEL e BEE mERERAY Jd38 HREA BE
o] B, FEY @E & EFAdA A2 e Kigd FEde &
BTl BES Aols] #Eelrt.

RAEKE BEHE BEEENAY BEEY REL HEAEY #ad Sk
B w Bl Je] e r #/EmE 4 ). Carnegie Commission on Higher
Educationg #F&KES 18(HS] @WIFZ Eost ot FEAE BlEHE
FEKBY ALde d4EomA B BTk T L KakE
o Baysk s ok st FRAEAE EEHEY] X HAaABY 8t
FtEle] v 5 BT ST Bub ohveh FAXRE EHEMR AdoldE 1 &
Zhikel Vv o27] W Eo & EEE #—He: FAT + A= B
E RS ®REs g Aol THEE EE=R ouf ZAolrt. Downsst
Heussman® {H{H fR& KB Ato]] HIEN BEL fHdo) YT otz
A Eel] Qi fREAB EHE & A k] KB HPIR BHEMI =
BietAl &€ 5 g S5 © vl EEEEel ERA ¥ BivY K
The oL EEelojoF et S HiRREA EHY wel @A w2}, o
sz FIAEREY =Rt A2 REE 2eistn o] Sikstan HfEsle

[EEEEHE-S mE EEeE 2 KRR BFEE) dasld £8
7EY BT BE®FE (Collecction density)el #HH WEEE £ (Collection
intensity) ] B A SEEERY KU, BIFAKUE, BEKEE, HEARKE, REK
#502 | Aolvt. =3 FrEkE 2R oidt #iky, HEEEA 93 M

3) Moran, Michael (1978), “The Concept of Adequacy in University Libraries,
College & Research Libraries, 33 :85—293.
4) Rogers, Rutherford D, & Weber, David C, (1971), University Library Adm-
inistration New York : Wilson, p, 289,
5) Carnegie Commission on Higher Education(1378), Classification of Institution
on Higher Education, Berkeley : The Commission p,1—2, 9—22.
6§) Downs, R.B. & Heussman, John W._(1370), “Standards for University Librar-
ies,” College & Research Libraries, 31 :28—35.
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fFE KBl w2l A2 MRt SHE ol =ty HREKRE 240
H—pe 2 BT BUKEY BEE REIA guE AE BT T A
= Zelvh W F BEYkS Eae] HRivoeR REbk v AEE o
Bes BEMe R HERE A 28, BEd Il g ABERE

#HAA FRET Aol A3 Yt
2. FrE#Ee EmRleel REH

EEEEEE FrEEd ds4 dlEsty FEE HEL HMSEFY &
Koz e WEA 94 TEAavd AP PED dE BRKE
Robert Downse] gt} = AHE BEMEEC] =4 BFT EIfgEe=E
REHA < ot BEY BHEL BB BUKE Agete BEEG B
F7b HH o So] HLBEES BH = FEeAR BEEY FiREEES #8F
o BHe w2 HEMGR) REE] Aotz £ Subbarao Downs
o EHpeE AukAsls] st ofA ELE2r W Edsl BE RmEMEES
o] HRAM:E EERSyl £l Downsel 2 =2 MHBRGAE F kot BER
HE S BTl —ET Kigd FER Fd e HLBr WEYge
Baze] HEEE s BE) 2 RARBERY MBZS] v BEEY ®
#2 Jelde). ® Cartter: 196642 American Council in Educationel] 1 #
EBAAAY ARBEZR ) oldd BREE BEEEEE KBREFY B HMl
He AL don EE SFAA BEST 2BIE HEAEL fistglel
BHT BEES 23 dodtn Bl BR BB BENEEC &’
Bvl = BHY B8R EEd 490t dud, 23 L MERsTERA &
Bpfike] EEgEC o HHEM BEE A = EelH, E, B%E ZAS%E
KE BB 2 MR MEste g7l dEelzt stgivh. webA
EEEESY S HFAKREY #HEY Bt &l 22 HERGRS 2

7) Downs, R.B,(1966), “Doctoral Programs and Library Resources,” College &
Research Libraries, 27 :123—129,

8) Subbarao, M, S, (1968), “The Place of Library Resources in Doctoral Programs,”
College & Research Libraries, 29 : 424—430.

9) Cartter, Allan M, (1966), An Assessment of Quality in Graduate Education,
Washington ;: American Council on Education, pp.114--115.
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o] g1-&% Bl Hx o= RMFE 1960ER HMIFFHAA —Rkive
2 FRE OIT?\i"} 3 4 9l o=, Williams, Jordan, Blaus} Margulies &
9] A A T 2 RAESL BEse] Ut

v BAY WIERC M3 AREIAQL RAE Lyledl kA Higd + 4
o aE YeAkE EREEEY B BMez MET + 9. 24
W R e RETRY HEERA TERESA d53ts] 4 m&E
T BLE ME Ee B B 8% BEE 54 B ddstd EHF
e BHE BES + JE REE £o2 RIstelz =94 o}k "ela 3§
3 ger

Lancaster, Bonn, Baughman$ ZEHIEES BENes FHS Hite
2 Raesta glel.  Lancasters} EAVHlERES] T4 o2 BHEHHY H
< BEA =Y BESIZ Qv t# Bonnzl Baughmang FHZERS 8
Biel A8 mrflE-S Ziwst glot. Baughmang “B-& [E&Eage] & 4l
£ BES fEse] = MY el BRI FHAE  Aold o F
oI RV EEE HETF 24 A= Aolx EZEREY B
24 AREE AL opoh.7RAL B3 giel ol & BV HIE s
A HER REE 23 Jdedlls —HEkAR FiERE) #EY e Hik
o YelAE HM ERE Molx gr}. Lancaster: FiAmES mAuil
#S H WEAA T Qe W) Bonnst Baughmane Frmgiel 51
o #E A WEsty dern® o HEHEA dolA Rt HR=C &
T et

E&EfEwEe &3 He Hgboznl Eio] WREsk. HiQl BIEHE
£ st FEAQl Al AR HEMIoBHY K%HeE dubdoew
Hol gt B e F ot fRAEAEY ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@ﬂk Bt o 4 E W)
Eol $v He & 7 dubx BEEIT Yeh. oluak £BRRIYQ EEL

10) Lyle, Guy R,(1974), The Administration of the College Libray, 4th ed. New
York : Wilsow, p, 299,

11) Baughman, James C, (1377) “Toward a Structural, Approach to Collection
Development,” College & Rosearch Libraries, 38: 241,
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A REEEHEEEY B3 2L olx £ Mktkel dde A& BT +
At
Hiyel E#e —#ive s ks fssto sy EEM FEMY Mk
BEE REYT & o st BAs o3z HiEsed do £
B9 PR B m@el Bk mikd fgdte) & KEEBmAA He
< HBEFESIeN HAA2Y HEAMs ddsdd, BEY Bk e
shevl BRsET Ep9el Hise EERMEREY HES w#RAs, R
Bo® RETo A HiEL *Eﬂs}rﬂ BRE + deor, Hsl (D fFEX
2 RAEE BEZ200 S BWeE A4S LA H, (2) BEsnEe
BE A EELT + e RBEH Jde EA 2 5 ded 3) EE
e T A BEERE FERY 4 8ol 2 £ ju, @) HEEE
= HRT A BHES FRT o Bl R 4 Jeomzy EEE T A
+5 Rt BAE 2 HRK ;,lu% RBE + ot

II. PrasEsiel i

o glojA EES WML dutd o= BEY FHEY LAyl RME
gha A5z Yot &3] 2 o EFT BER = 2o o A5HET B
EE, v HEY EEEe T & 4 ol EKHdlv BB Mgk &
fasle] 9l Aolrh.

mEEEL dybd o s BRHEBHERE €T RAosd HEHHES o
3 REeIth. ZAKE EEHE HitEkd da FufEz A0 gyE=s
REEES FESAVY, 2L /M4 B0 TES £ #5E st =
FEEHEY HEHESEN Jeld Fioigd o8 BIEA#ES 4% #FS
EZdEelel & ol o BEEIEHQ FEXREY & HE=EH 85T FEeX
8o A3 @WEc oz HFIER Aold BRY —HE 29 & 4+ ¢
ol 23v 5 EEHES BERGE LET o $ddes ZESHT &
e (1) B4 8 Q) 83 & 3) HFAREEMY #His) ¥paEg, ®|-
BLRESH) (O WEFTES HE 6) FHEES BRE 6) HE(hRESE
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# 9 ZEHE (D 25 8 BEIHE MEIRNHE Sold. Haks BE
BE HET A T B2 S8U Y] eEel T EZeE] ity B
RES Q4T 5 vk 2R o] ¥4 ST HEET B A o= &
BoY #ES B BBt A BRASL e BES MEL o
e HRERE EEHEEEL —BNVo2 BEEENE o EiR
< BEShL EHERAY, B, BEHERY BHE WESES o 9.
olel ¥ MBS EEHYSl FAMMAAE ESA Acke Bol A 4R 7
I Y BARLE v5 75 A5 & 5 g

BES el o s faEsl FHee] ol ¥ LS Hirsche] RfRel|4 R
2 4 =P BT HEe B#EfelsE HEE LT ¢ dE Aol
E Fgolete Aol HEKME FEY o uldAd Kig T4 4 g=
7k st Afigelvh. dbH o R Figelel ¥ # HEMY Aoz A48 a
glom HEEHS FET 24 o2 138 Aotk

1. 8BS EERE

PrRES] EOte EELs FEmEY K#EL WEs: e o
ez EFsn RSt BEAERHS HilEhd FuEE 4 & M
R Bz HEE frAste %Y KPR (benchmark) 2 ZEAT). B
EREE HPIERY EEEE?"J R, BRe 3 Sl REsE dE Aol
3 el o

WESAME NT BEo R RBT Ale ALsA BHI 4 o=
FiEhel Sl teelA EEEEES AEY B ot BEXE =&, B
IEEH, AR S WA 2 el Awect. =8 Hast
= MERE EEHEE NET BEel 7l A Bol #HAv 2kETe) gojotnt 4
I HEL T4L €+ Y& Aoldh

197550 gl EKS] K2 [EE L% (Standard for College Libraries):

12) Hisch, R.(1959), “Evaluation of Book Collection,” In:Library Evaluation,
edited by W.S. Yenawine Syracuse, N.Y, : Syracuse Univesity Press, pp,7—
20,

13) Bloss, Meudith(1981), “Research and Standard for Library Service,” Library
Research, 2: 289,
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E D ACRL XZERENELEAR
1. BEAREE 85, 000%
2. RE#EE 1004
3. 24% 15%
4. BHFEWR ¢ BIERERE 350%
5. WLFEEGTLRE] BEsd A &8 6, 000%
6. WEREEGELFR Bkl 98 3,000%
7. 6FBIEMIR BAREE 6, 000%
8. B LHEE 25, 00048

-2 Carnegie Commission on Higher Educationd] 4] E43F s HlAE=}L f&
HAE [ [ @R = st glon B4 9 MEBAkEES) £ 100
ol uke] {ELEArE gHsle BRzeo WS AlFsE A2 BEM BH
o BEE FIESA G o] EMEL s fEdtilA A2 EEM EBHEE
¢ HARER RBdsts dE T4 BHANE AFLHA BAY T e
EFELD FBEHRKE Rt Ao FiEgEe Bt HMI2HY R
= kEE S KRBHTEENE BThes LA £XE 85,0008L A
A3k (1) KB BEH Mgt mE (BRENE ELELHEE) Q)
1ESE AR (3) BBl =iel PrEEe Hish Kige) RHH 1 gl
o] ikl A= FIEEESY KELT WEL + d=5 AB.CD.Y v froz
Bkl glvt. Blosse ol & BAT EEHEE EATHA o K#EL EE
#iEo 2 Tl ok shel HUEREHERC AT A LEHS
st gl 1®

o] KB EEFAENEL HEIEBREANA BE BRilgded HERES
M e FE, & Bl MR 2B fESr JBsta, FEREY
ErfEel BRI R o] Tl RET BEWikeE EMoz HiEst: J
&AW, HEEE KB EEHEAAE o= BRES HET + d& Hikol

14) Association of College and Research Libraries (1975), “Standard for College
Libraries,” Collage & Research Libraries News, 9:271~—301.
15) Bloss(1981), p. 289,
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AATA LEE Aol ==tA oleigt BN WERS MAS H% Q4
A e

BT EHREL BN BRse dx o £ 6= Lk FIH
S #WT%e RS ESE FAs T ot @THTH {5 & RAKEY
TR IL Bk U S 2 SRRy A0 EREbsE KEEREE ke ]
REA XA QL' Aelrh o] K NE KB EBHES FiRESEY B
ok FIRs WEES T4 AEia £ 1d R7RE FEEY HEe
o= LEF EEE 157 DA RET + 9k Bl vS EEign
IRk ot EHTIITHCl FIMES {EAA Bt RRAL QL 28
Bl fetel A= BRHRELAETIE BFH L 9 |- EE s

2. FCtE RSt

1970520 B4 & fHES Kigd HEAYC = Vel B5E BTEE
BE ERlsly REste HES dolstn gk Aol=® 19795 wES
:Standard for Univevsity Libraries'” % 3 %9 shjolc}. o] Hiueo eap:
BE, HIBEES WHEE To48E GAKES Haor & Kk
o & FREKE At Mol UTE SiEstT 1 ko] #REY] &
of ZE RAKAR Yoz FASE LY BELS REsA @ o
3l EE EEE] BENSEY FAY ¢+ Jd+ ik e ntd sty
Qb el FERE BEHEENE HERAS FEHAEY FEAECZA ik
PEEE #nsta gk

ARL¢l ACRLY] RFRZRFEEE HEREd o4 &8 HENEES

16) XFW ALY 5 SEEBELHRL ERY REz BEHRS slstdo, ARESR
GEEIEL 18664 RMEEES WBsla 10774 Hifol = AREBEES] Fa —i2
ke mltste gt HARERES TaNe REEEE REs gges xBE
FHo] B WEA ol 4 BY Hue Holm Yok, 1979 fRAAEEIALE
€ Ao FED AUV KBEEES #4597 < g,

17) Association of Research Libraries & Association of College and Research
Libraries (1979), “Standard for University Librarics,” Collige & Research
Libraries News, 40 : 101—110.

18) ol Ziftel A “HEML Hig, ABER, TH, FUTBHES LaEssd Tk BEE
wES D wEedl BRI E AT B4 st pRAQAGTST S glod o8}
2 B EEE BRFED A BAT Aol
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At Al R B 1L HERE FERE EZHE2M EH
2 7 v BEHES ERLT T 94 Aol

ol2f ¥k FEuisl fEdt-& b FHEEYQ PSS BE #FENE HiEelv
RE MREAS R 3 FENMES ERIRmEe ks FEM
ol Esk=l L FEIAQ FHEN HRE WS £ ozt AW B, EH
A HEEZ ofsjgol et WEE ERstEd do A2 dov @
fE BEEEANA B BB BUEREe] FIREE Aol

Standard for University Librariese) #E/i= BRI FEHEL BHEEHEE
=2ty (Library resource index)e}l [mEEZr#7 (Regression analysis)®] <+ &
HiEzelch fEAAEERSEY HEike RERL oA REN &
el FEAY HHd REAL Fhrdl oA BrEEEe HLErl ol Fe 3
£ o ¥l BA SiFe] TIRETE Aolvh. EEREEEL 2ot BEHERY LT
o g o33 HiE A - -/ FREKXE EEMC ¥ HEse] &
ool EEME FEAA Fdrh. a28u BAEY #EfrdA Jehd HERY
TiEe £ A ¥ AL @ A8tz EEHE HEOMET IH
frE FRSrER FLls EEH Aold BHEES MHEge] stk Hidl
A ZEEe i FEE ®Bwdtd Eox €&+ gu. EESTS MR
B MOWERA 2L TRE Fe MEES BEHES STHROE 8
Ko iste Hikelth. dubd oz o] Hukd AT ZA vehd + 3l
= BEE Ehd debd B REMERE BUY 5 o EAEEE Ao
o FHEHE FEEEY BEERY hES 2EE Jebd + Ao BEENE,
ERTTHIRS BEY ME =t =N FEE KES AT 5+
o HHZERIEB wE HEmATd wel LBl FTAEstT

3. kEtAEL ME

Heizel 3 FrgmE MEH B GREL HEENEE A9 —H’
P, HEHE] BRvdl AR EAESE N4 fEs e g8 W
KEL BE Yot d& £E BEEREATENT TE2S=2 2 FHk
oo RS Kt vl James Krikelasw= XES] fRa AR MatmZl
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it EY TESE WA B BES, HRE EEY AT -8
tEe A2 Ao] #HAtEk EERSI L HPISI T ko] o] FolAx
= HFREY EFEe e e LNEMES fEfstgich. P Piternick®
1975/76¢] ARL Statisticsell 4] fR& AR EEEHMEE I A4 His
a4l B RES ShdA BITEEEE, oW, BRUHRIES feed
KEE FTF

R T EEE T FRT EERE o JHE RA’ MEE #EtE
we EEEY Aolrh. REI WEE B AEl T BRI EiEe] of
W HEee FAHA 4¢ Reld 2 FEEMAT EEKSA 2 ol

4. WIEHE| BA

HES fFashd oA BFEAMN, B, BHEiES st &e
R BEEEEES BUEE BETHE AL BME Bukes mEx A#
o2l o $nl Ha] fUKBIAA EE HFAKE EEH #-avez EHA
A JF HBAES BEINE AL Ao RAfEsHYE AL HBYE +
gleb. Ak 2040 HiEmARd AT Rt KIi=gl o Lancastere “
Hapkeeo] fpesla ok HEol waw*elkx dta glvh. Lancastere
EEpELE S EEEMST Zo] MWEltel fv —MAYA fEite=A &
EHe FESEY AEsblel e UFE KAStL st Rt EEIL
R OKEREE A EBEY S A2 WS ojdE ¥ ohis
fabar doleb S Ak el obfEl SARStR Aol BT iR
BHREB Apolet TAELE oA HLBRHEEH, HRENHCZAY 2 —
gL A AR A ARy Filtke] deutE o= HE9
LRI —BEE BRT 5 dE RelH, T TR —BiEd &

19) Krikelas, James (1966), “Library Statistics and Measurement of Library
serives,” ALA Bulletin, 60 @ 494—498.
20) Piternick, G, (1977), “ARL. Statistics : Handle with Care,” College & Research

Libraries, 38 :419—423.
21) Lancaster, F. W, (1977), The Measurement and Evaluation of Library Services,

Washington ; Information Resources Press, p,291.
22) ¢ p.296.
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R st HET & AT BEY 5 I BAE FREEAAE & e
"aEtke] el A & mEfsl oA oF & Aojrt.
B koA FEAT KEEES BRES Bhshd g A

1) BEES Bo 2 BHE =¥k B o KEMNLE REREY
WEY LM EEEN O] RED BEEY FEd HEE REE 1
et

Q) EFT EEEIAE THESE RFEDR BELLES FEASE TEE
el BAMER st A% BEMEE AMAZ 71 g

(3) #kEdl YolA HEERY TR ¥ —HYE, #H—¥e 24, HE
9 xegow Kt AFA W FRie] gEAR

4) BEEL HEY E, £EY GE/T B+t RET HEsE
TFikolvt. & BRSEH, AFEH, BBz BERAES REA X5
3 9t}

(G) FrmERct mEENE] oS BEY HY REJ 2 + Jd&v 8
Ingel A3 ARl =2¥HA ¥z Yl

(6) ZzERyel fEB(bibliographic volume)sl #Fifel &8 (physical
volume)st8l EFIE 57 & gt

(7) TEREHC BY BHE KESI L v BEBE EAES ke
Aotz & 5 ek esly BHERE BWES HEMI S R MK
] gl Aol

(8) oA 7tx & HHeS] HEL AN HS dstd FE}= EAI
o3 ANE FHES e BES2 Ut

Hermse 1 EEAREY FEMA HES e KRS Ed= @ B8
Aol BIMHySl ZEERES] slvh. ek ol vl FiERERES Mol A 4R
AR whebgbe] BRERMRE st Evl dlo] fRAAR HEEES FEyN
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Problems in Quantification of Adequacy

of Academic Library Collections

—Critical Analysis of Standards for

Academic Libraries in the U.S.——

Young Sun Chung*

Library standards have been the source of considerable controversy,
whereas many problems are involved in developing stardard for univ-
ersity library collections. For evaluation purposes, standards should
be precise, quantifiable and measurable. In the United States, however,
standards for academic libraries are limited to qualitative statements
and principles. Quantitative standards, when given, are ususally related
to the number of population in the institution being served, or the
prescribed quantitative objectives are often arbitrarily formulated by
value judgements.

The study in this paper attempts to explain the problems involved
in developing quantitative standard for academic library collections.
Two problems facing in the formulation of the optimal size of colle-
ction are identified. One is the theoretically faulty concept of adequacy
of collection to meet the situations of diversity of university libraies,
and the other is the difficulties in quantification and measurement,

along with the lack of concept of adequacy of collection. However,

* Assistant Professor, Dept, of Library Science, Ewha Womans University.
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quantification of adequate size of collection is proved to be useful on
the pratical level, even though not valid theoretically. ACRL, Clapp/
Jordan and Voigt developed formulas or models for setting the optimal
size of a library collection for any particular university library.

The main purpose of this study is the analysis of the above form-
ulas. ACRL standard was drawn from obervation and analysis of sta-
tistcs in leading library collections. In academic field, this judgement
appears to have been based on the assumption that a high-grade ins-
titution would be apt to have a good library collection. This study
criticizes ACRL standard for its failure to include some determinants
of measurements, and points out the limitations of the standard.

In contrast. Clapp/Jordan developed a formula rather scientifically
based upon bibliographical sources. This is similarly empirical but has
the advantage of bringing into play the elements which make univer-
sities diverse in nature. Both ACRL and Clapp/Jordan formulas share
two major defects. (1) the specific subject needs of the collection are
not indiacted directly, and (2) percentage rate of growth is an indic-
ator in measuring the potential utility of a collection. Thus both for-
mulas failed to provide a basis for meaningful evaluation.

Voigt further developed a model for determining acquisition rates
for currently published materials based on bibliographic technique.
Voigt model encourages experimentation with different programs and
different allocations of input resources, designed to meet the needs of
the library’s particular population.

Standard for university library collections can be formulated in terms
of input(traditional indicator), or additionally, in terms of output(cost-
effectiveness). Cost effectiveness is expressed as user satisfaction, ab-

ility to provide wanted materials within a ;easonable time period.
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Thus simple quantitative method does not cover all the situations of
diversity of university lib;ary collections, nor measures the effective-
ness of collections. Valid standard could not be established without

further research.



