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INTRODUCTION

The pyrpose of the Pacific Northwelt Library Association's survey of
academit libraries rn the IlorthWest is toompute data .on all.academic
libraries in the region for comparison and inventory purposes cn a
timely basis. In recognition'of the practical intent, the data and
analyses have been placed first among the many parts of the report.

The, tables, on- the pages that follow present .the findings of the second

such survey sponsored by the Academic Division. Observations regarding
the data accompany each table in Part II. -Peet III is intended )

'further aid the reader desiring to make comparisons relevant to hi or

her own library.

Whi. le the terse style of data presentation used in this report lends it-
self to snappy conclusions; this approach has its own dangers. Therefore,
an entire section of the report (Part V) outlines the shortcomings of
the data abo which each reader should be aware.

Of the approximate 165 institutions asked by the state /provincial
coordinators to complete the .questionnalre, 141 were returned. The

responses of 138 of these, or'apkroximately 84%>of those asked to
spond,:appear somewhere in;`this report. The distribUtion of responses

is as follows: .. ;,

75.._ Two year college libraries .

it

57,, Four year college' and university, 'libraries

3 Law school libraries reporting sepeTately
11 i3 Miscellaneous academic libraries

138. "ToIItal acceptable responses
10

*:3 Rejected responses
. '''

1.;41 Total responses
I

1i

.1"



°PART I t- MAIN DATA TABLES

(Responses to 16 of the 25 items in'the questionnaire are reproduced in

Tables 1 (four year colleges and universities) and 2 (two year colleges).

These are combined with some calculations in order to make a broad base

-of'information available for those desiring fo conduct comparisons among

selected.responses brOarticular-institutions.

The following columns in Tables 1 and / contain calculati86 based upon,.

the responses given:

Column Calc.ation

7 Rank in terms of collection size

10 Annual collection growth rate(gross) 1980-81

11' Volumes held per FTE student

16 Net items loaned (loaned minus borrowed)

18 Serials expenditures as a percent of total

materials expenditures

20 Materials.expenditures as a percent of the
library's total operating expenditures

24 Professional staff as a percent. of total

staff (excluding students)

9

Expenditure figures for Canadian institutions have been converted to U.S.

dollar equiva'ents in order to permit compariions. Canadian dollars were

valued'at the rate of 1.1843 for each U.S. dollar, as was used for the

4980-81 year by the Association of Research Libraries? They arrive at

this figure by taking an average of the noon exchange rate for,each month,

July 1980 through June 1'981. The rates are published in the Bank of Cenada,,

Review.



. . . 'TABLE 1
. .

. .

MAIN. DATA TABLE - FOUR YEAR',COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES
(In order of Collection size, July 1981)
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COUNT

1 2 3 4 5 6
'

7 8 . 9. 10 11 12
,

13

U of Lissh A C + -US Pub U 31,957 35,290 I 4,024,258 161,622 4.1 126 3,373,411 42,488

U of 1/x.1'C Col
-4

A C H + CAN Pub U 21,585 N/6 2 .2,217,000 109,000 N/A 103 2,477,000 11/A

U of Alberta A C H CAN Pub N/A 19%200 , 3 2,146,456 82,389 4.0 N/A 1,481,618 14:459

U of'Oregun A E.
f

US Pub U 14,961 16,600 4 1,502.404 29,374 2.0 100 778,731 20.000

Wash St 1.1 F + US r Pub U 17,201
4

17,048 5 1.265,979 37,392 3.0 74. 1,791,879 29,900

Uof Victoria A H + CAN Pub U 6,928 N/A 6

f
1,028,000 30.000 N/A , 148 1,397,000 . N/A

Eastern Wash U ', US Pub 4 7,549 8,557 7 946,891 83,958 9.6 125 446,006 4,1117

Ores St U U88 Pub U 17,378 17,689 8 907,189 31,427 3.6 52 848,808 18,251

Portland St U C US Pull . U . 9,574 15,471 9 621,352 25,140 4.2 65 582,141 11,939

U orNont (Central) '\ .11 US Pub U 8,094 . 8,869 10 518,544 11,205 2.2 64 212.628 6.050

(Law) 224 224 10 95,517 2.333 2.5 426 16,808 620

(Total) N/A N/A 10 614,061 13,598 2.2 N/A 229,426 6,670

Simon Fraser U \ H . . - CAN Pub U 8,897 N/A II 610,000 20,000 N/A 69 7h1,000 N/A

U of Idaho A US Pub U 7,926 8;998 12 528.592 22,265 4.4 67 , 464,845 11,522

Mont St U US Pub' V 10,660 11,187 13 413,818 9,816 2.4 19 465,938 h.220

Western Wash U US Pub 4 9,930 10,291 14 410,984 .. 20.244 1.2 40 547,969 .6,333

U of Alaska-Fairlaoks .
US Pub 11 N/A 4,115 15 364,569 16,467 4.5 N/A 110.258 3,042

Anonymous I US Pub 4 5,729 5:881 16 326,285 13,642 . 4.3 57 587,563 . 2i634

Idaho St U - US NO U 4,171 6,012 17 31%:035 12,306 4.1 72 952,948 4,065

GoriZaga U US Priv U 2,588 1,490 18 294,504 7,740 2,7 114 79,630 2,3h6

R,
*

ed Cul \US l'riv 4 1,126 f,156
. 19 288,818 7,290 2.6 256 N/A 1,200

Lewis 8 Clark Coj, Oreg c ,ps P;iv 4 N/A 2,457 20 164,931 9.781 b.3.' N/A 6.233 1,984

$
' (Law) 740 N/A 20 101,965 5,08I 5.6 138 56.814 t 5,564

(Total) II 20 266,898 15.219 6.0 N/A 82,867 . 7:548

11.:1).. St 11 US4 Pub 4 7,471 11,012 21 2h5,281 16,436 6.6 36 420,497 3,497

U of Puget Sound 11'+ 'US Priv 2.81f, 3,06 22 264,413 . 7,594 2.9, 94 15,422 2,114

U of Alaska-Anvh Pub 1,876 3,441 23 289,192 19,9H3 8.7 133 45,501 1:835

,Patif Lutheran U
r

US, PrIv. 1,084 1,652 24 235,585 10,217 4.5 76 35,02H 1,398

Willamette U (Central) 11 + '

.

US Priv U 1,740 1.915 25 125,035 6,243 5.1 72 '5,516 1,108

(Law) '190 600 25 86,8911 3,685 4.4 223. 12,081 2.348

(Total) N/A N/A 45 21,1,03 9,928 4.8 N/A 17,599 1.460

Evergreen St Col US Pub 2,h75 N/A 26 195,803 9,601
8,

5.1 73 N/A 2.183

Sthrn Ores St Col
i

US l'ull 1,727 4,414 27 193,302 5,259 2.8 52 376,075 2,04

U of US Pr-lv '2,205 2,817 28 192,59 6,701 .3.6 87 114,4h7 A.Irl

Seattle U W.I...., Priv 11 2,60h 4,442 29 191,105 9,704 5.3 73 '87,902 1,e00

A - Law Library included b AV/Media'not Included
B - Law Library not inclu'ded H Canadian dollars adlusted to U.S. (set text)
C - Medical Library included

I - Branches not Included
D - Medical Library not Included 4. See Footnotes following Tables 1 and 2 -
E - Some figures estimated N/A,: Not available or not aoolicable

.

4, F - AV/Media included

'
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TABLE 1 (Continued)
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120,861 4,383 116,480 2,067,032 61.2 1,179,62.9

A
14

11,,.. 9,'X,0,798 120.0 .219.0 11.4 714.0

N/A N/A N/A 1/A N/A 1,994,174/ 25.6

_

11,708,182 107.5 297,5 26.5 51.0 .

10,547 4,383 . . 5,164 1,008,281 51.2 1.969,391 21.2 9.2981121 ` 73.5 281.4 20.6 . 48.5

9,921 i,559 .1 ,311 /81,368 58.1 1.146,009 11,9 4,218,416 47.0 84.0 15.9 51.0

7.756 1,867 1,889 1,014,958 72.0. 1,416,750 29.2 4,921,060 49.0 126.0 28.0 76.0

N/A N/A' N/A N/A N/A 1.201.242 78.8 .4;175;462 17.0 320.0 21.6 11!5

1,592 259,800 66.2 192;211 1,695,747 14.0 41.9 24.2 19.9

.7,294 1.281 4,013 850,106 69.4 1.231,879 1,058,477 10.0 '47.0 39.0 11.8

5,611 1.888 1.741 476,094 64.1 740,0(11 2919 2,481,862 25.0 52.1 12.1 26.1

4,688 3,119 1,149 128.000 64.7 596,650 41.4 1,168,141 17.0 32.8 14.1 11.8

40 259 -219 17,415 86.2 89,1112 49.2 182,1'57 2.0 1.0 40.0 ' 1.5,

4,720 1, 198 1,122 405,415 611.0 596.482 44,2 1,15(7,80(1 19.0 15.8 34.7 11. 1

N/A N/A N/A' N/A N/A 1,00 ' 10 21.8 1,779.448 16.0 .81.0 10.1 10.5 <r

, 6,275 1.211 4,062 266, 74 1 45.9 ; 1110,746 16.9 1,574,851 17.0 12.0 14.7 10.0

.10,471 1,112 7,161 011,821 84.6 .410.000 16.9 1,272,081 17.0 11.5 .11.7 6.0

340 2,251 -1,911 42 1,0 10 50.3 841,946 N/A N/A 14.0 19.0 21,4 10.0

. 6,114 2,841' 1,291 201,488 5.4 369,X67 11. 3 1,260,906 16.5 4,5 26.8 12.0

1,105 3302 591 178,609 44.1 431,943 11.1 ,

r
1,295,301 14.0 18.5 43.1 12.5

4,111 1,270 2,861 100,169 61.1 '490,9141 14.2 1,416,671 14.0 21.0 40.0 13.13

/47 611 136 52,'100 .4).5 111,477 14,1 386,070 5,0 9,0 15.7 8.0

992 , 741 249 95,000 4h.1 204,975 50.1 409,127 5.0 6.5 41.5 6.1

610 .1,351 -1,721 51,114 16.6 145,599 29,3 496,494 8.0 7.0 53.1 10.8

171 MH 85 96,561, 47.4 '203,788 17.7 .541,020 6,0 5.5 52,2 5.1

, 801 1.441 -2,638 149,897 42.9 149,187 11.7 1.011,514 14.0 12.5 52.0 16.1'

2,496 1,417 1,5.59 N/A N/A 437,426 31.1
.,

1,408,272 13.0 25.0 34,2 19.0

1,034 _ H47 187' 41.080 19.3 211:688 38.6 604,085 5.0 17.0 22.7 10.7

1,188 1,608 1120 146,491 16.1. 406,181 .21,1 1,742,515 11.0. 114.5 10.2 '12.6

2,091 928 1,169' N/A N/A 241:165 19.8 606,165 1.0 15.6 16.1
1 HO

566 '2,104 ! -1,718 60,445 41.3 146,319 38.6 1711,8211 5.4 . 7.4
$

42.2 6.11

119 129. . -10 - 110,897 84.4 143,196 51.5 278,245 1.0 4,0 42.9 i.5

685 2.411 -1,748 181,152 62.6 211%515 44.1 I 657,073

.
33.4 . 11.4

N
42.4 9.1

' 3,208 5,794 2,586 171,181 56.1 305,111 22.1 1,369.917 7.8 29.1 20.9 4,9

700 707 -7 77,248 A6.6 115,991 26.( 444,286 7.0 11.5 17,8 1.2

1,091 1,102 -211 55,090 48.4 111,744 11.4 161,67.5 5.0 7,0 41.7 33.0

413A. 272 141 46;474 '28.6 161,106 31.6 516,266 9,0 14.0 19.1
.

II

A - Law Library included G - SV/Media not included

B - Law Library not included _ Il - Canadian dollars adIumted to U.S. see text)

C - Medical Library included I Branches not included
D - Medical Library not included *--1. - See Footnotes following Tables 1 -and 2

E - Some figures estimated ,., N/A - Not available or not Apollcable
_

.
r,- AV/Media Included

.
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TABLE 1
MAIN DATA TABLE - FOUR YEAR COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES,

. (In order of Collection she, July 19 8 1) v .
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Wh ltmou Col US

.

Priv N/142

.

1.141 30 171..985 5,412 ).2 44 6,164 1,742

Wstrn Oreg St Col oi Pub 2,568 2,881 1 168,501 1,218 1.9 58 212.622 1 670

Oreg Health tint C C , US Pub U 1,399 1,519 32 168,271 5,617 3.5 120 I 0 1,574

Estrn Mont_ Col Fob 4 1,216 4,015 33 112,117 5,724 4.4 41 167.174 1,200

Parifi, E US Priv C 1,004 1,035 14 127,877 5,189 4.3 127 10.574 ;38

(.Infield Col US Pr4v 4 1,100 1,421 35 124,091 6,412 5.4 95 24,001 742

Cul of patio US , . Priv 525 680 36 118,110 1,412 1,2 21T -40.000 ' 940

Northwest Nazarene US Priv 4 1,291 1,352 37 109,480 4,640 4,5 85 19,611 4110

C 1 of Mrrat Fails US Priv 4 840 1,100 J11 96,149 1,844 1.9 1 4 6,641 508

Estrn Drug St Col t r I'S Pill, 4 1,579 1,791 s 39 91,227 ,686 1.9 58 28,802 1,118

Anonymous / 1 Pub 4 1,462 1,584 40 87,000 1,000 1.1 60 300.000 1.100

Carroll Col
e

US Priv 4 1,300 N/A 41 81,496 1,512 4.:

3.9

64

56 1"...

. 10,147

44,220

470

658Anon; our/ 3 VS POI 4 l 1,409 1,927 78,657 2,979

Ceorge Fox Col OS Priv 710 743 sl 70,171 4,295 6.5 .96 1,438 524

Anonymous 4 US INIII 4 1,575 1,850
-)

44 69,124 1,289 I.4 44 15,000 706

WhItoorth Col ' US Priv 4 1,578 1,921 45 68,391 2,532, 3.8 41 7* 43,859 787

Kooky Mtn Col US+ Priv 4 371 N /A, 46' 61,090 * 1,560 2.6
.

165 175, 364

Oreg IlistiF or Te h US Pub 4 2,478 2,668 '47 V.23*1) 1,068 5.7 2) 11,921 1,276

NW Col of Asmhl of God US Priv -4 737 761 48 51,819 2.04.2 3.9 71 4,047 N/A

Wstrn Mont Col US Pub 4 716 880 49 51,100 1,400 2.8 ' 7C

C
21,8101 160

NW Christian Col US Priv 4 nut 25) 50 , 47,944 1,817 3,9 263 444 101

Warner Pacific Col MUS Priv 4 519 481 11 46,294 1,180 2.6 89. 100 250

Anonymous 5 US Pub
r

4 700 2,000 52 41,210 1,1162 10.0 60 260,000 1,428

Concordia Col-Prtlnd US Priv 4 276 284 53" 37,10 1,9111 5.4 137 1,448 . 6:4

Canadian Union Col II CAN Priv 4 :70 280 54 10.462 4,711 18.1 III 1,500 130

also. Baptist Col OS Priv" 4 299 795 55 48,745 4,951 19.5 96 21,6. 141

Colunthia Oust. Col Uti Priv 271 N/A 56 '28,152 1,1)20 1.1 104 27,755 171

Cliv Col - Seattle 05 Priv 4 N/A 4,00(1 52 225 75 50.0 N/A 5 N/A

MISCELLANEOUS

I .

Anonymous / A 1IS ' Priv 0 1110 919 119,950 4,1116 526 1(01 214,480 1,610

Anonymous 0 II CAN N/A 0 1710 N/A 11,000 1,000 10.0 93 N/A 141

U AK lust Marine Sri E US Pub 0 r N/A 4,115 11,048 1,671 11.2 N/A 125 152

. .
a

A 1.8\4 Library Included , h AV/Mettla not Inc lulled

11 1 ii. Library riot Inc I 0,1,, I! n Canadian dollars adiusted to U. tier/ text(
C Medliol Library included

I Branches not included
.D Medical Library not Included i See rdotnotea Jollowin0 tables 1 and .'

L Some fieures estimated N/A Not'aeallable or not aoolicable
V AV/Media included ..

Inv
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TABLE 1 (Continued) .

. ,
.

.

INTERLIBRARY,
LOANS

EXPENDITURES .
PERSONNEL (FTE)

(

alWZ
Q
..,

0
0
M
CYcW

I

0
i

,.._

l.6

Z-

1.... 0
Z ...I
W

17 ,
LI

() yl

0< 0
_i .
4

a. .....
X CCLj u j

t3 6 ,

< .

.. U.

ES °
An 0 tal

0J
<-.,
_.
ce

W 0
1 ::
.-1 Y
- c°
ai.-. .d

0,
.4

4
La li

1 %k

>-. w a
.%4 ..i

% C: g

. .

,_
11 f3

cc0 7". Z r-.1 ...1 ...

ti.li

..0 ac W
1- LI CL0 O. X1 a LLI

LA.

1...0
u.
C)
ce
CL

L,_
,,_
.4
1.-
v,

U.
c,

Z. 0Z

et --

.1
"

< .LL I- Si
L.,.. V) 7.4 0+
/. ...a 0
in ..t

*C ; '

t.A. 1...0 X
CC U. LaiO. 0 ...

0F.

-A

7
F-.0

14 15 16 ' 17 18 19 20 - 21 22 23 24 25

759 447 64,4-11 44,1 146,182 69.4 210,611 5,0 7.5 40.0 8.0

136 289 -54 5.452 r..l 104.744 25.8 ' / 405,421 . 6.0 7.14 41.5 1.4

8,121 6,478 180,645 69.9 248,749 14.2 757,167 11.0 19.0 16,7 6.1

'279 -948 60,79) 48.1 126.415 29.4. 410.198 5.0 6.0 45.5 0.0

2,250 1,115 -1,025 14,601 00.1 71,911 ' 31.0 '' 214,641 4.0 6.7 17.4 7:9

159 4 1,148 '-1,609 17,485 36.6 105,169 11.7 279,701 7.3.0 5.0 17.5 6.0

82 261 479 19,000 85.7 21.000 149,524 2.0 2,0 ' 50.0
1

4.0

110 , 151 157 12,742 28.9 44.219 21.0 192,605 1.0 1,0
. .

50.0 . 7.11

157 2.1.15 71 11,500 17, 100 60.1 111,800 2.5 4,0 18:5 ' 1.0

475 780 .-305 62,10.-
:

' 94.4 65,1470 26.7 246,547 4rn, 325 5L1 Lk

ml 72. 299 20,000 66.7 10.000 16.8 178,714 1.0 - 6.0 14.1' 5.0

501 1.043 . '-5814 12,500 4A.3 25,448 19.7 130,000 4.0 0.5 00,9 4.1

S(i 46), -W6 1.46 N. 51.950 5.0 4.0 55.6 .
5.0

406 1)2 -226 . 20,556 14,9 58.471 167,025 1.0 4.0 47.9 4,5

A
522 610 . -108

a
41,000 46.9 72,04.10 41.6 173,008 U 5.0 28,6 3.0 .

1,445 2,A92 42) . 01,244 44.5 77,287 11,4 234,74) 4,0 3.3 53.3. 3.7.

.1''
185 4 8,/12 40.0 21,281 24.7 66,107 . 1.0 2.0 11.3 . 1.7

1.81

---'

-291
84,414 146,791 6.) 6,5 49,0 6.0

0
.

61
.

9,941 56.7 . 46,449 617.2 21.140 2.0 1.0 40,0 2.4

9,200 38.3 3'.' 26,00 5l.) 42,000 1:0 1.5 40.0 10.0

s
, 1,200 16.5

26.0

14,4141

, 11,524

19,6

11.8

100,211

. 81,186

'4.0

-2.0

1.0

2.0

40.0

50.6

4,5

0,8
-145 1,0

201.

,f_22

112/ 51.000 10.4 168,000 14.9 081,000 1.0 8.0 27.3 2.0

4 149 ,W 7.44) 81.8 25,742 29.1 81,6)) 1.0 a.0 66.7 1,7

1 1'1 10,977
..

14.5 54.752 16,4 h I .214 2.0
1---

1.0 66.7 2,5

'0 II .1/ '.01/1

6,840

19.2

1,4

12,1'17

01A0

N/A

01 , 'I .

1 N/A

7,,N,71} 7

1.0 0,0 100,0 2.5

61 104 .61 1-'0
1,0 50.0 9,0

0 0 0' N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 1.0 0.5 7,6.7 0,0

0

.

. A
P

154 4011 .154 172,621 q6.4 215,88), 34.1 574,160 7.0 415.2 '4.5

Z 100 100 -50 5,066 10.1 .48,474 90,6 14,040 2.0 1,0 40.0 1,4

121
. -194 12,609 74, 1 4 A6 96H

-4 '

14,1 1111,9/0 1.0 1,0 ',0.0 0,0

A - law llararr Included
. . H;di.4 not Included li

N Law LPOrary riot tniluded " H , CAFladlan dollars adtustid toU.S. (sot text)

C Medical LtDrart, Included'. 1 .itranches not Included

D -
HedIcal'itbrorr not Included t' See Fooiholes followItta Tables 1 and 2

E Somr elOures estImated N/A -- Not available or not aoolicoblo
.

F - AV/Hedla Included

0
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. ,TABLE 2.
. . .

..
. ,

MAIN DATA TABLE .- ._TWO YEAR COLLkGES
.(In order of Collection size, .July 1981)

.

INSTITUTIONAL CHARACTERISTICS
.

:).COLLECTIONs ..

I
.

, .

-

INSTITUTION Footootes
5-
re

as
, 1.3

1

,

>4

i CC
IL
.....

. 2

I

z' '>4

=.
L.

ENROLLMENT.

STUDENT

FALL 1981 NLLI

N,

rii t :
41'

s

..,
co

01 a..
Y ' .

m a.-
-1 -1

3 2)

.

1 ei:
wi

til -

,L9

W : .
M 0
_I.s! .

0 0 .! i..88

a 1

;,E g ,i1

a. LL,
,i1.1.7,

jim

:. LL .
,

1,4

:11:E1 itli.-.

.

t; ,i;

.1 -g.
M 41
U tr)

>, .

L.

4 FTE

?

HEAD
COUNT.

..

..1

'
5 .'

.
:8 9 10 11 .ial2 13

VancOuver CC Pub 2 ff N/A . 0,108 1 150,566 13.492 ' 9,71 N/A 4:701 .1,453

Douglas Col H + CAN. Pub: N/A N/A 121.061 .. ... N /A. N/A N/A w 11.736
Ci

-.. N/A

Ricks Col . US Piiit" N/A N/A 3 110.705 4,121 3,9 N/A 15,734 742

MtItoyal Cpl'- H CAN Pub 3,600 N/A 4 99,32,, , 9,377 '10.4 28 91,500 1,153

capliano 61 . H §AN Pub., 2 N/A 3,657 5 86,724. .11/A4 . N/A
.

N/A
.

3.262
..

N/A

Sherillne CC' US Pub 2 4,483 '7,301 6 82.149 2,641
.3'3.,

18 7.883 733

Portland CC US Pub 2 15,425 88,411' 7 71,321. 2,190 3.1 .° 5 14.262 624,

Okanagan Col , CAN Pub 2 N/A 3,169 70,152 .. N/A' N/A N/A 1.704 N/A

S Alb mat of Tech it CAN- Pub 5,300 40,000 9 68,608 4.352 6.7 13 8.102 1,439

Highline CC : US Pub 2 5.221 9,707 10 66,984 3,432 5.3 13 . 4.050 ' 600 r

Tacoma CC E C 1.1 'Pub 2 3.266 6,490 11 66,064 1.339 2.1 20 8,103 513

Selkfrk COI I .."..Pub . 2 N/A 1,590 12 64,580 N/A. N/A N/A '. 1.158 N/A

Skagit Valley Col + US .- ' Pub 2 2,612 N/A 13 59,528 1.826 . 10 23 3.095 495

Col of:New Caledogla H CAN Pub ' N/A 2.440. 14 59,319 ,N /A N/A N/tt 1.179 . N/A

Mt Hood CC US Pub- 2 5,590 9,804 15 59,297 2,967 4 5.3 11 119 370

Cariboo Col ;:;,-" Pub .. 2 N/A 2,928. 16 59,091, N/A N/A N/A . 1.300 N/A

0141e,;Central:p.6:. , 4.";'4 e US Pub' 5,030 7,548 17 55,456 1,989 3.7 11 20.982 676

Malasilini, Col:; '
CAN - Pub 2 N/A 3.377 18 54.736 N/A N/A N/A 4 5,064: 555

Col iif-S-Idahe ' US 1,955 3,025 19 52.666 Y.927 .3.6 27 51.618 .390

324'Eine CC + US Pb 6 :2,964 7.965 20 52.326 2.777 5 .4 18 75,000 111

,01ymnic Col'. F+ .. us' 4.119 9,456 . 21 52,139 ' 1.996 40 7 13 3.567.., 50

SW Orei CC ..
''. US Puil:, ' 4E3 2.318 22 49.791' 2,285 4.r 107 1,650 497

EverAOett CC US Pdb 3;758 NIA 23 49.441 1,376 2.r 13 . 4.637 559

Chemeketa CC Pub / 1,787 11.672 24 48.467 3.390 7.1. 27 350 1.051

:Bellevue F US... Pub, 4.097 .9.287 25 47.544 1.2511 2.7 p 12 26,278 578

Medicine Hat Col F H + .546" 1,508 26 46,017' . 2,652 6.1 ;84' N/A , 620

Clackamas CC . US Pub 1.149 ' 10,220 27 45.406 2.364 5.4 40 25.579. N/A,

Umphun CC 2 619 4,625 28 . 45.214 1,323 3.0 73 2.215 425

Frillier Valley Col CAN . Pub- 2 N/A 1,934 29 44.568 N/A . N/A N/A 11.506 N/A

Spokane Falls CC US Pub' -2. , N/A N/A '30 43.187 3,484 8.4 N/A 19.091 .867

Coldmbia.Basin CC US Pub 2 ..019 8.200 31 41070 2,784 7.1 10 1.13Q2 391

Crays Harbor Col US Pub = 2 1,241 2.038 32 '41,240 1,230 2.9 33 364 423

Camosun Col CAN . Pub -2.. N/A 3.988 33 40.279 N/A N/A N/A 1.170 494

linn-Bentor 'US Pub 2.. . 5.298 13,000 34 39.988 1,985 5.0 8 12,310. 459

Blue Mtn CC US, Pub azo. . N/A 35 38.647 2,023 5.5 92 , 3.456 . 433

Big Bend CC Pub ' '1":130' . 2.313 36 38.340 1.290' 3.5 34 N/A 325

Anonymous 8 H CAN Pub ,2.200 1,900 17 38.198 2.449 6.9 17. 5,783 417

Clark Col.' US .,Pub 4.901 9.413 38 37.621 1.302 3.4
i

N/A 494

A - Law Li'b'rary included 0 - AV/Media. nilt::znc I ud ed .

B -.Low Library not included H'- Canacian%doll.ars adIusted :to U.S. (see text) 0C - 'Medical Library Included I - pranches,not .included
D - Medical Library not Included -1-.- See Fbottiottir followine Tables 1 and 2
E - Some figures estimated .N /A - Not available or, not aoolicable
'F -AV/Media included .....:' : .',1
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,'TABLE 2 .(ContInued)
.

.,,,,
. .. .

INTERLIBRARY
LOANS

. ,

EXPENDITURES
. .

.
PERSONNEL (FTE)

.

0`

.

n
Lel 2

&pc"= ..
C3 C/1

I

'
.4 cri-I

.ate
6 0
91
.4

a.

° )1-
cri tle- 1.4

cn
-.1
.2
6..

t.,
<x8
.J
,,,x ,...

it PI

i-- .13

,- ;2 c'

00 CL

73 6 1.-

a-

ate..1 z'
,... 1.4 I.
..1.-

0 1!
1-
re OW

1...

in

tic .. i
. '

ca2

Mt

%lc E
a es
tn 1

..: .4
cn 4

i-
o --L. 1.- s.3

ca x
CC 1L.141
0. 0 -

1--in
. vz

M.

in

14 15 19-

1

18'
.

19 . 20 21 24'
. .

25

2,097 1,685 412 N/A N/A 1" 146,177 . 13.5 1,085,429

(22.---.13.--
18.0 28.0 39.1

i 11.5

1,615 1,148 467 . N/A . N/A 180,813. 16.2 1,114,968 11.0 29.0 27.57 N/A

)83 612 -229 2)3,832 35.8 66,654 11.7 766,519 -.' 11.0 16.0 40/ 19.9

535
w

483 52 f N/A NA 295,533 34.5 ' 857,859 7,0
.

e28.0 ?6.o 3.8

456 203 253 .14:A N/A 72,363 . 13.2 549,016 +4.5 15.3. I/122.7 N/A

320 338 -18 17:897 .45.8 43,465. 68.6 '
63,362 6.0 15. 28.6 4.0

131 223 -92 33,750 50.4 67,000. 0.9 ' 712,900 \ 6.0 ' 22. 21.2 6.9

. 473 342' . . 131 N/A N/A 93,926 16.9 552,519 4.5 .. 1.413 18.5 N/A

4195 . 167 28 60,448 28.2 .
214,303 72.3 664,068 7.0-1,

/
0.5 25.5 5.3

10 472 -462 16,300 38.0. 42,869 12.9 _. 333,305 5.5- 1 '8.0 40.7

400 376 .. 24 11.3111 56.1 20,000 10.0 200,000. 3.0 i
I

4.0 42.9 3.0

628 354 274 N/A , N/A 39,686 16.0
.

247,319 3.0 7.0 30.0 -N /A

729 672 57 7,500 35.7 21,000 8.9 . 235.122 ...415 4.8 48.4 3.8

1,672 .
1.485 .2 187 N/A N/A 70,506 19.0 369,585

_ .

,' 5.0 7.0 41.7 N/A

26 81 -55 11,956 24.6 48,615 14.6 331,996 2.9 7.7 27.4 8.2

'979 845 134 N/A N/A 81,916. 18.9 432,636/ 4.0 9.0 30.8 N/A

91 69 22. 17,101 50.3 34,001 13.9
. .

''244,162
/

5.3 .10.0 34.6 25.0 '

528 163 365 N/A N/A 69:096 12.4 557,876 71944)/1 15.3. 28.2 N/A .

723 707 16 9,140'

21c.

31,897 , 18.0 117 017.
2.0 10 0V 16.7 1.0

' .403 86 317 10,298 53,000 .13.6 389,402/ 5.0 8.0 38.5 6.4

6 170 ; -164 36,765 83 2 20,143 6.3 320,510 5.4 5.5 49.4 6.1

669' ? 1,063 -394 7,92 A 34 3 23,104 f 11.6 / 198,326 3.0 4.0 42.9 4.0

100 251 .,...151 17.287 85, 20,184 4. 8/ 423,321 5.0 9.0. ' 35.7 4.8

358 1,228 -870 20,546 37. 54,556 /6 75,102 7.0 15.0 31.8 3.0

372 198 174 20,350 86. 23,507 4.7 502,085 6.3 . 10.0 38.7 , 2,4

0 55
.

_55 16,975 40.8 41,573 20.2 205,769. 1.0 8.0 11.1 0.0

341 255 86 23,560 60.4 ';' 39.007/ .16.4 237,235 3.2 6.0 .
34.8 . 4.1

161 111 0 50 6,000 26.0 21,0,i. -. 17.8 .129,585' 2.0 2.5 44.4 4.2

381 290 91 N/A N/A 61,868 15.3 403,789 '4.0 10.5 27.6 N/A

N/A N/A N/A 31,514 69.5 Ii1367 -33.7 134,638 6.0 6.0 50.0

169 193 -24' .10,238 14.8 /69,332 18.1 383,065 3.0 6.4 31.9 3,3

47 43 4 9,274 27.0 / 34,302 23.6 145,169 . 1.7 2.4 41.3 - 0.5i

482 235 247 N/A N/A / 51,579 13:5.- 382,830 3.0 12.5 19.4 N/A '

209 '253 -44 11,081

-

33.7 32,859 10.4 316,458 4.0 9.5 29.6 2.0

'447 404 e 43 . 9,614 25.6 ,' 36,526 28.5 131,765 2.5 2.8 47.6 0.8

50. 350 -300 11,465 34.8; 32,445 23.8 138,521 1.0 ,. 3.5 22.2 1.0

220 k -212 15,199' 11.4 133,412 46.3 288,027 2,0 13.0 20.0 1.0

10 385 -375 . 10,581 37 28,601 18.7 153,084 2.6 3.4 . 4'3.3 0.6

A
- B

C

D

E
F

- Law Library inc luded 3 - AV/Media not included'
- Law Library not inclUded H - Canadian dollars adJusted to U.S. (see text)
- Medical Library included -1 - Branches not included -

- Medical Library not included 4"- .See Footnotes following Tables 1 and 2
-' Some figures -estimated. . K/A - Not available or not abol %cab! e

.- AV/Nedia included - , -
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JTABLE' 2
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MAIN DATA TABLE - TWO YEAR COLLEGES°
(In ,order of Collection elze, July 1981)

1

,

INSTITUTIONAL CHARACTERISTICS I COLL-ECTINS .

.

INSTITUTION Footnotes

5-3

W4

J
2

>
....

zm
,

..
s-

T

L.

4

-4,)

siuRENT -

ENROLLMENT -
FALL 1981

-

.'i
'

.N
in
Z
c,
.4

1 1
g °,..,

, 5
' Fo'
ws cr.

Y -4
-.1 -.1

o m
> )

i

.

a§
Q1-I M
in "

i 7,
CO ca

0. ,..
_.. :-...° zi,'

M U.1
z 1-

.1 g c;r4

f5
0_ u.i

g
y 17,
_J0 ;

>

>-P
t.... AI
o 6-
L -IL)

2 .F..
-I 01
a
I- -
1-
. .. .

LI
UJ atct ..
ct et
La 01

FTE HEAD
COUNT

1 2 3 4' 5 6 7 8 ' 9. '10 11 12 13

Cteen River CC B G US Pub 3,744 6,561 39, 36,043 1,287
4

3.7 10 2,047 450

Peninsula Col US Pub 2 1,051 2,658 40 34,883 1,682 5.0 33 1,165 362

Clatoop CC US Pub 2 293 2,463 41 34,823 1,883 5.6 119 2,806 575

Ft Stellacoom CC F US Pub Z N/A N/A 42 34,609 2,107 6.3 - N/A 8,447 314

AM Seattle US ,. Pub 2 4,571 8,885 43 34,567 1,476 4.5 2,482 353

Central Ores CC B US Pub 2 N/A N/A 44 33,700 " 000 3.6 N/A 7,520 420

Walla Walla CC . P US Pub 2 2,280 4,287 45 33,463 1,056 3.2 15 3,732 303

Grande Prairie Reg'l Coko , G H CAN Pub 2 1,100 1,600 46 . 32,170 3,774 13.1 29 12,948 , 605

N Idaho Col
0

US Pub 2 N/A N/A 47 31,725 ^1-,365 4.5 N/A' 2,261 414

Ketchikan CC US( Pub 2 N/A
.

N/A 48
40

31,293 2,516 , 8.7 N/A 207 119,4

Camrose Lutheran Col CAN Pr iv 2 528 624 ' 49,, 31,000 . 2,984 10.6 59 4,725 ,.

Centralia CC .
Pub 1,958 5,484 50' 30,974 1,043- 3.4 77

Treasure Wily CC
-

US . Pub 300 2,050 51 29,074 1,211 4.3 97 1,013 ,j
Wenatchee Vlly Col I US Pub 2 1,594 2,973 52 28,197 1,221 . 4.5 , 18 199.- 4 396.

Lower Columb Col US Pub 2 2,030 4,500 53 26,0931 931. 3.6 13 5,544 ,/
35Q'

Keyano Col H *CAN Pub 2 520 1,200 , 54 25,796 7,496 41.0 50 45 5,/ 265

Edmonds CC F US Pub 2 3,526 6,891 55 25,096 1,900 7.1 7 4,2i5
4

445

Rogue CC
.

C US Pub 486 3,023 56 24,092 2,846 13.4 50 1,694 246

Spokane CC E I US Pub 4,380 6,418 57 23,127 '2,246 ,10.2 5 an 659 604

Northern Lights Col CAN Pub 2 N/A 901 .58 22;829 . N/A N/A N/A 2,063 N/A

Fairview Col H CAN Pub 2 450 450 59 .21,700 2,940 15.6 48 ' 1,200 375

Concordia .Col, Edmtn H CAN Priv 2 271 302 60 19,854 692 3.6 73' 11,000 188

S Seattle 4C US Pub 2 2,594 3,834 61 19,299 1,843 10,5
4

, 7 11,049 366

Northwest CC, BC H CAN Pub 2 N/i 1,026 62 , 15,938 N/A N/A /' N/A N/A N/A

Lakeland Col H I CAN _Pub 2 628 N/A 63 15,812 N/A N/A,. ' 25 41100 405

Dawson CC , E US Pub , 2 340 608 64 5,358 392 2e6 45 19,000 213

Kenai Peninsula CC .
US Pub 455 1,042 65 14,851 1,217 33 6,140 201

Kuskokwim Consortium,AK , + US' Pub 2 104 405 66 13,085 . 2,251 20.5 126 'N/A 195

Matanuska-Susitna CC US Pub° 2 265 981
r

67 12,948 801 6.6 49 5,236 104

Miles CC US , Pub 2 610 t0691 68 12,763 990 8.3 21 30,000 209

Flathead' Vlly CC US Pub N /A. N/A 69 10,962 653 6.2 N/A 0 93

Para Vocat Inst H
.

CAN Pub 2 2,347 2.347 70 10,269 N/A N/A 8 128 N/A

Whatcom CC E US Pub 2 912 7,479 ' 71 10,030 30 0.3 11 N/A 125

Olympia Tech CC US Pub 2 1,504 3,413 72 9,849 1,155 13,3 7 15,778 176

Northwest CC. AK US Pub 2 .35 209 v 73 8,000 1,800 14.3 229 N/A 96

Emily Carr Col H CAN Pub 2 N/A . 540 74 6,922 ' N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Pauli Marine Trn last CAN Pub 2 83 83 75 2;417 N/A N/A 29 20 N/A

- 4.- Law Librar, inclu#ed G AV/Media not included
.

.

B - Law Library not included H - Canadian dollars adJusted to U.S. (see tex4,)
C Medicalwtibrary included I - Branches not included
D - Medical Library not included ± - See Footnotes following Tables 1 and '2

E - Some figures estimated N/A - Not available or not applicable

F - AV/Media.incfuded )

15
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... TABLE 2 (continued)

INTERLIBRARY
LOAN

.

.S

, .

EXPENDITURES
. .

:PERSNNEL (FTE)

.
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u).. u,. 4
.

6
1

4
$ _
u) )14

.

14
...1 9
4 ...)t xi
p... kg

.

r-e
N

LA;P
14t
>. C?1 4

O. 1-
7,.61.9.

.4.

. z g
,...I

G.
a
'6' x .

1- C' W

U)

0 1

z
.. )v

t.

F.* '0

2-

,_
u,

4 w
=
4-'.

IL47) 4 ' I '
1-. .0

14 1O` u
II, It '

cn
tit4

in

.34 15 16 17 ' 18.
.

.19

..
.20 21 22 23 24 25

22 365 -343 17,340 83.7 20.720 10.5 196,785 4,0

r
2.0 66.7 . 5.0

1 830 -829 8,288 47.1 . 17,587 11.3 155,007 1.1 3.0, 27.1 1.4

294 . 642 -348 7,527 35.4, 21,261 12,1 176,013 3.0 2.5 54.5 4.0

11 i22 -211 7,963 23.0 34,568 9.7 357,000 4.0 v 12.0 25,0 7.4_

.152 9) 59 8,8.07; N/A 52,378 7.9 408,921 5.0 8.5* 37.0 4.3.

25 242 ' -217 15,343 27.2 )16,993 14.5 117,031 2.0,, 2.5 ; 44.4k N/A

171 104 67 ,16,000 12.7 125,771 34.2 367.254 . 2.4 5.0° 32.4 0,.5

26 86' -60 18,332 37.1 49,415 27.8 . 177,601 2.0 6.0 25.0 1.0 -

17 166 -149.- 10,390 16.8 61,864 46.8 132,113 2.0 4.0 39.3 0.0

.
82 28v 54 2,075 10.9 19,106 . 19.8 96.580 1.0 1.0 50.0 0.0

N/A N/A N/A 5,077 9.7 52,339 44.7 117,215 1.0 7.5 22.2 1.0

69 54 7,645 30.4 25,132 .16.4 153,534 2.0 . 3.0 .40.0 3.0 '

17 141 -124 4,626 20.1 23,000 21.5 - 107,140 , 3.0 1.5 66.7 0.5

777 622 155 8,500 49.2 17,285 8.8 195.388 . 2..4 1.3 , 64,9 3.0 1

' 0 808 -808 7,862 18.3 42,925 .26:9 159,321 2.5, 4.0 38.5 1.3

48 121 -73 6,713 . 7.6 0 88,660 19.0 467,028 1.0. 12.0. 7.7 . 2.0

198 209 -11 11,50& 22.1 52,000 16.4 376,655 3.8 , 8.0 32.2 4.8

10 503 -493 4,436 19.0 23,365 15.9 146,700' 1.0 . . 3.0 25.0 0.3

516 237 279 16,000 N/A N/A N/A 358,774, 4.0 .7.8 33.9 0.4

531 499 32 N/A N/A, 34,321 17.5 195.862 3.0 3.0' 50.0 N/A

44 11 33 9,46 15.1 62,490 37.6 166,390 1.0 5.0 16.7 0.0.

N/A N/A N/A 5,404 87.7 6,164 8.3 74,551 1.0 2.0 33.3 0.5

73 145 -72 9,500 36.4 26,084 10,1 257,758 5:0 6.0 45.5 2.0

533 500 ',33 N/A N/A 8,444 4.9 171,215 1.0 5.0 26.7 N/A

2 29
.

-27 14.354 20.5 70.084 58,2 120,409 1.0 3.5 22.2 0.1

5 35 -30 6,518 43.3 , 15.070 41.2 '36,594 1.0 0.5 66.7 1;0

36 47 -11 4,446
.
24.9 17,874 18.5 .96,826 1.0 1.0 50.0 0.0

10 191 -181 3,746 ' 7.4, 50,859 40.6 125,365 2.0 2.0 50.0 0,0

9 320 -311 1,147 5.2 ' 21,856 20.2 108,054 2,0 1.0 66.7. 0.0

100 87 13 5,156 14.9 34,558 50.8 68,058' 1.0 '2.0 33.3 N/A

3 12 -9 1,100 94.4 1,165 15.4. 7,580 1.0 1.0 50.0 1.0

119 105 14 N/A . N/A 62,484 21.9 285,049 2.0 9.5 17.4 N/A

126 511 -385 3,600 30.3 11,900 , 8.5 140.348 2.0 3.5 36.4, 0.8

94 515 -421 4.011 11.4 35,179 1 22.8 154,412 1,6 2.0 44.4 1.6

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A I .N/A N/A 0.0 0.4 0.0 0,0

15 4 N/A N/A N/A 57,747 43.3 133,353 1.0, 4.0 20.0 N/A

N/A N/A N/A. ' N/A N/A 18,029 58.0 30,550 0.0 1.0 0.0 N/A

A -'Law Library includ d' . G, -..AV /Media not 'included
B - Law Library not included I-3*:,- Canadian dollars ad.idsted to U.S. tsee text)
C - Medical Library included - Branches not inc uded
D Medical Library not included igt + - See Footnotes to lowing Tables 1. and 2

E -'Some figures estimated N/A Not available ornot applicable
F - AV/Media included
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INDIVIDUAL INSTITUTIONS FOOTNOTES TO TABLES 1 AND 2

Alberta - most institutions

Anonymous 1

Boise St U

'City College - (Seattle)

tlark College

',Douglas tollege

Flathead Valley CC

Kuskokwim Consortium
4 ,

Medicine Hat College

Montana State U

Olympic College

Pacific U

I

Most institutions in Alberta noted
stantialdevelopmental grants above

their regular budgets.'

"On Campus" enrollment only.-

Microforms count,does not include
government documents. Tolal operating

costs include $98,351 in federal work

study. .

"City College is decentralized. Hav-

ing no campus, it conducts instruc-
tion at sixteen locations in two
states and two coentries. 'At this

time, it has no library as such. Al-

though it purchases books and periodi-
cals, library services in support of

fts,curriculum are made available'
through compensated agreements with
localpublic,.academic, and county

law libraries." $8,100 in funds

,given to cooperating libraries. No

in- house .$ listed.

Serials data includes only. periodicals.

In April 1981 Douglas Colleg split

into two instifutions: Dougl s Col-

lege and Kwantlen College. he fig-

ures reported are for th combined

institution.

Joint operation as a county library.
Figures presented do not reflect
operating costs of entire library:

The library serves both public and

college. Total budget is $181,440, of
which $125,365 comes from the college.
One of the two professionals serves
exclusively as village librarian.

Includes' branches to the extent

possible.'

Includesextension nursing libraries.

Approximately 33% of the total budget

is for media.

Total operating expenditurep do not
include $16,000 in gifts and grants.



Simon Traser.U:.

Skagit Valley College

'SW Oregon CC .

U of Alaska, Fairbanks°

U of Alas a Inst of Marine Sci

U of Briti h Columbia

U of Puget Sound

U of Victoria

U of Washington

Washington St U

Willamette U

See U of British Columbia, below..

Includes brandhes to the extent
possible.

$17,872 in federal wbrk study in-
cluded 'in total expenditures.

Due to author error .the data from
this library was left cut '6f most

calculationi-presented in this

report. --

See U of-Alaska,,Fairbanks.

Data based, upon April-March fiscal

year. Enrollment data 1980:

Seattle dampus not included.

See U of British Columbia, above.

Items loaned include "total trans-
actions,againet the collection,"
'including PNBC's use of their
Collection.

Fringe benefits, excluded from
total operating expenditures.

Twenty .1,inear feet of microforms
not included in central library
microforms count.

0



/'
PART ,,11 : 4NALYSIS.OF SELCTED VARIABLES

bs / -`t

.

The analyses presented i0 this section/Of the .repot merely represent a

cross-section. of those posilble'.. Eadh institution willianddubtedly -be

most interested in making specific comparisons-with thorse'theyperceive

to be their'peers.

'Some,Of the calculations were poi-formed using'data,notincluded In the',

main'data tables. The SheercBiantity 0 raw data and Other figures .

'derlyed in the analysis,proceSs prohibited-the inclusidn.of"all, th'i data.

.,

The'tahlesapd the accompanliing observations,are generally, presented in
. L

the order of-the survey qustionnaire;

Collections

B. Personnel

'C. Expenditures
' r

D. jnterlibrary Lending and Borrowing
4

The-complete,citation of theACRL and ARLstUdies referred to in many

cif.the tables wi,11,be found in .Part VIII= Blijtography.' The ARL report'

)s. an annual survey of the
academicAsibrarierWhich are membertof the

Association ofr'Restarch Librartes.,., The ACRL report is a one-time-Sur'

vey of ninetyeight non-ARL university libraries,,reported in the ARL

format'. /

Several ,tables Were computed in theAbsencaof/data fr.om many British

tolumbiainStitutions::

a

v.

cn
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A.' COLLECTIONS
P 4

To begin with , a sense of'perspeCcive Is necessary, Rather than limit

all calculations to Pacific Northwes institutions only, occasionarcom-

parisons 'are drawn between the find ngs.of thls.survey and the findings

of broader-based efforts. The folio ing table will .be most useful for

proViding those new to the Northwest a eater sense of scale.

TABLE'3

Total Volumes .Held by All Acdemic.Iibraries in the

Pacific Northwest, July 19811- -A Comparison with :Califoinia

Type of. Library Volumes Held Ho...B0perting

Univ and Four Year 20,753,621 '55

Two Yeir 3,038,208 73

.

Law Schmol and Miscellaneous . . 399,378_ 6

Combined 24,191,207 134

California ACademic Libraries, 1940 43,255,7572 M. 1M

C.

/Libraries responding from Alaska, Alberta, British Columbia:Idaho,

MOntana, Oregon and' Washington.,

2 California Library Statistics and Directory 1981, published by.the

'California State Library, 1981. (Peges:of greatest relevance:

12, 50-51.)

OBSERVATIONS

* All academic libraries responding from the five states and two

provinces in the PNLA region hold only 56% of the, number of volumes

as do'their peer fnstitutions in California alone.

The 19.82 World Almanac lists the popul on of California (1980

cenals) as 23,668;562 and the combin d populations of the PNLA

region as 13,716,832. The. PNLA region has 57.9% the population

of Cal ifornia; a striking. parallel between paople and volumes.



TABLE 4

U.S./Canadian Differential in Mean Volumes

Held by Libraries at Two Year Colleges

HeSn VoluMes Held

4 57 U.S.
.two: year colleges

37,158

16 Canadian
two year colleges

Combined average
for 73 2 year colleges

57,514 41,619

OBSERVATIONS

* The typical Alberia or British Columbia two year college library
. is likely to Nye a volume count 55% greater (or 20,000 volumes)

than its Northwest U.S. counterpart..

LT
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TAM! t

library Holding!, flummery (or All lestitatlone Computed by Type of lootItution

Holdalls Category Type of lnstitutroi

Unto

(19 reporting

Pour year public

ilimegt
Four year, privet.

ing)

Two year

Limit_itlrizort

Mean Volumes Held, July 1981 9(13,106 210,310 106,503 41,619

Median Annual Growth Rate (Cross).

1980.1981 3,61 4,40 3.91 3,11

Mean Current Seriph Subecriptions 10,928 2,210 783 ' 436

Mean Humber of Volumes, Held Per

Student (FT!) 87 62 '
122 36

1
Winning rour sepirettly reported Law Libraries, one anonymus liecallenemos library, 'and other, with insufficient

datcavallable to perform asparticular calculation, Also excluding the U of Alseka, Fairbanks because of author error,

OBSERVATIONS
../

* The' average university collection is 4,3 times the size of the average four year public college

collection,

* The average collection size for four year public colleges is almost double that of private four

year colleges,

Two year colleges have hhe highest growth rate of any category, while universities have theklow-

est. 'Four year public college libraries are growing at a rate it above those of private colleges.,

:* While private colleges appear to be behind theiropublic'counterparts in collection size and growth,

and serials subscriptions, they have, aboul, double the volumes per student as do their public

tounterparts.

* Two year colleges trail all other categories in the number of volumes per student, despite the

use of FTE enrollint figures,



TAILS

Library 00111160or lour Mar Collogoo and Unlver4111114
1

comOutod by YT3 Atudout Korollmout CAlopyloi

Holding. Category

Mean Volume' Held, July 1981

Medlin Annuel Growth Nato (Gruro)

"19110-111

Mien Current Serials Subscriptions

Non Number of Volume. per Student

(FM

Number itt IltutIonll (110

1,99" 1,1000.2,499 2,400.4,999

1:rott.100. ti1;r knrttn 1p !won/

14,1)11 1211111 221,041

4,11

10,000

01,116

1,211 LM

414 J,112 2,150 h,hAS 21,312

85

1

Dots for Law Schools reporting independent of main libraries are, not Included,

2
No Universities fall In the enrollment category for institutlono under 1,000 FTE,

OBSERVATIONS

*.

I 11 112

A positive linear' relationship exikts betweeri the size of the student enrollment and both the

number of volumes held and the number of serials subscriptions at four year colleges and

universities.

Institutions with,. the largest enrollments exhibit relatlyely slower collection growth;

the inverse is true for smaller-enrollment institutions, The only exception to an otherwise

linear "relationship (the larger the enrollment, the lower the rate of collection growth) Is

in the 5,000 - 9,999 FTE enrollment category.

rl
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4

Ilbrety HoldinIA

o

TAW 1 t

for boo YO0 (014101 Computed by PIN Ituslint imtoimmnt ceteintioni

No141001 CelittlolY

1,991

(11. r_wrort )IO

Number of Students IP%

1,000.1491 000-4,909

)..11110!11 RIO !Ifflit!i)
1,041 t

1.11.!!rti141

All 1" volt

.

Near Muster Noldt july 1901 )),01 11,1s0 41,141 401114 4114111

Nadler Wool Growth 1141(1 (OM)

1900-11
0,11 4,11 4.11 141 11711

WU COM WWI 0044cliptiVII4 191 410 1 ¶1) 01 '.. 414

Nen Number of Volumes Per Student

(fIT) 44 14 14 10 36

/Sop Table 1 for comperloWn of all two year Institutions with tour voit collninn And Imam/MA',

OBSERVATIONS
.

. .

* As with the four year colleges and universities, a positive linear relationship exisiOetwee

the size of the enrollment and both the size of the collection and the number of serials-.

subscriptions.': .

* A curvilinear relationship exists between the FTE student enrollment and the rate of coller'

tion growth. The higher rate of growth is present at the smallest and largest Institution!,

while it sags in the middle -size institutions. .
.

..

* A negative linear relationship exists between the size of the enrollment and the 'number of

volumes per student. .". I

., .

.

* ,While Table 5,showed two year colleges to be far behind four year colleges and universities In

terms of volumes per, student, this relationship holds. true In the extreme.for twolyear college

with FTE enrollments of-z,500 and above.

The collection growth rates vary less according to the size of the enrollment for twoyear

colleges than they do for four year colleges and universities (comparison with Table 6),

I
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ure 4. Chong. in combined collections growth rates
between original 1978 -79 PNLA Survey and the
1980-81, Survey.2

I

Coebilad coltectioni growthiste is distinguished from the average growth rate

in Vaxt III of chip report. Simply,alate4; the former is the rate derived

when the sum of all"volumes added by ill of one type of library (e.g., two

year college) is divided by the sum of ill of %hese libraries' 'holdings at

the beginning of the survey period. The latter rate is derived by taking

an aJerage of each of`- -the rates coMputed separately for each library over the

same ,eriod. The combined 'rote is used tecaule. that is the rate available

from tne 1978-79 study;

2NO Canadian, libraries were included in 1978 -79 groWth rate computation. Al-

though Albortajibraries are included, insufficient data precluded the addi-

tion Of nearly all British Columbfa institutionkin 1980-81,. Several insti-

tutions classed al four year institutions In 1978-79 identified themselves

es universities in the current survey.

ti z

.OBSERVATIONS

Two year Colleges increased their lead as the clais of library best

Able to increase the Size of their collections, relative to the

existing size of their collections. (At 6.2% that is approximately
2,580Iaddedvolumes per library as compared with the 28,963 added

the average university library, despite their collective mean

growth rate. of 3.2%.)
TwO year and public' college libraries were generally .better able to

add to their collections during theperiod covered by the current study;

Public colleges, made theAreitest $titlidg&.41th a 1% gain overall.
Universities.generally witnessed.ecreased collection growth over the

period, with universities shOWing an average decline of 1.7%.

Private colleges were able to move froM fourthOlaCein growth rate

to thIrd4lace,:surpassing universities.. ThiS:it:not because of the

great fortune of private colleges, for had the4rowth ttle*;,

universities remained constant, the same relationship would hold.

OC



TABLE 8

'1980-81. Libiary_Collaction Cr4 Fates of Two Year-Copegesi
1

.Range and Midpoint Student Enrollment Categories (FTE)

1 -999 1 000-2 499 2,500 -5,000 5,000

All. enrollment,

categories. combined

High 41.0i'
e .

10.7%,' 6.7% '41.0%

Median 6.2% 4.5%_: 4.3Z 5.2% 5.3%

'Low 0.i 2.9% 2.1% 3.1% 0.3%

.
'British Columbia libraries excluded.

r ,

OVATIONS

The 9reatest range-,in rates occurs in the lowest enrollment category Or 999), while .the::-

narrowest range' ocCurs. 1in the h ghest en ro 1 lment.!categorY

The lowest" growthrate fOr a two year college library with at.:least:,5000 students (3'.1%)!

was higher" than the median growth rate for ..the colleges and universities with over

10,000 students.



51,

TABLE 9

Top Ten Libraries in Terms of the Number of

Current Serials Su s riptions, 1980-81
4

1

Rank Library Cuirent Serials Subscriptions

1 Thi4 of Washington

2 Washin4ton State Univ

3

6

1

8

9

10

Univ of Oregon

Oregon State Univ

dhiv of Alberta

Portland.State Univ

Univ of Idaho /

Western OhshingtOn Univ

Montana-State Univ

Univ of Montana

*

42,488

29,900

20,000

18,251

14,459

11,939

11,522

6,333

6,220

6,050

.1Inaufficient data received to include British Columbia libraries.

4
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B PERSONNEL

TABLE 10
.

Professional Positions,.198041

Inl!titution
'Type Reporting Filled 'llacan Total Positions

Univ 20 459.35 21 .' 480.35

4 yr public 16 109.75 3 112.75

4 yr private 21. 65.50 2 67.50

2 yr 56 189.43 191.43

.

TOTAL, all types 113 824'.03 28. 852.03

OBSERVATIONS

* The total number of professional staff vacancies reported by all

reporting librailes for FY 1980781 was 28, with 75% occurring in

universities.

The 21 vacancies out of 480.35 total university professional posi-

tions yield a vacancy rate of 4.6%. ,

The vacancy, rate for the 113 institutions was only 3.3%.

University libraries responding average 24.0,professional staff

positions.
Four year public colleges average 7.0.

Four year private collages average 3.2.

Two year'colleges average 3.4'.



TABLE 11

Sexual Composition of Professional'Library Workforce,

Expressed in Percent

Institutiom
Type

No. .

Reporting

Professional Staff Direitors.

X male X female 2 male X female

Univ 21 39.6 60.4 81.0 19.0

4 yr public 16 54.4 45.6 87.5 12.5

4 yr private 22 38.2 61.8 59.1 40:9

'.2 yr 60 49.0' 51.0 55.0 45.0

TOTAL, all types 119 43.6 56.4 64.7 35.3

14,

OBSERVATIONS

* Of the 113 positions listed or filled' in table 8, 56.4% are filled

by women and 43.6% by men. The 1978-79 Higher Education General

Information Survey (HEM) reported in Library Statistics of

Colleges and Universities (see Beazley, Richard M. in Bibliography):

found 66% of academic library professionals in the U.S. to be

female. This represents a difference,of approximately 10%, for

which no obvious explanation presented itself.

119 libraries indicated the sex of the library director, or most

recent & rector, if the position was not filled in the spring of

1981. While only 43.6% of the employed professional workforce is

male, 64.7% of the 119 directors reporting were male. Inversely,

35.3% of the directors are female, whereas 56.4% of the workforce

is female.

* While women represent approximately 61% of the professional workforce

in university and four year private college libraries, only 19% of

the university libraries', as compared to 41% of the private college

libraries,are headed, by women.

Only four year public college libraries have a preponderance of

males'in their professional staffs.

Only 12.5% of the publiccfour year college libraries have female

directors. -
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TABLE 12

Professional Staff as Percent of Tqtal Staff (Excluding Students)-1-

A Comparition with ACRL and ARL Data

/
ACRL , ARL , PNLA

Range and Midpoint 1979-80' 1980-81' 1980-81'

Univ 4 yr Pub' ,4 yr Priv 2 yr

High. 52% 52% , 42% 56% 100%. 67%

MOJA 33tv .r332 35% 36% 50% 34%

. .., ,

Low .
17% 17% 21% 14% 16%,. 0%

,

1Both the ACRL and the ARL'atatistics reported the ratio of Professional to
Non-professional staff as High 1.1:1, Median 0.5:1, and Low 0.2:1.
The percentages representing ACRL and ARL in the table were derived by

summing both figures contained in the ratio and dividing the professional

staff portion by that total. Thus, 1.10becomes1.1 + 1 2.1 and the

professiorial portion (1.1) is then divided by that total to become:

1.1

2.1
.5233 or 52%.

OBSERVATIONS

*. Northwest university libraries have approximately the same percent-

age of professional staff as do other universities in the U.S. and

Canada.

The range of percentages is narrower for Northwest universities

than for all universities across the continent, as would be ex-

pected. The larger sample would pick up all extremes.

The range of percentages for Northwest universities is much narrower

than that for all other types of Northwest institutions.,

The range of private colleges (16 to 100%, inclusive) is 85 percent-
,

age points, whereas it is only. 68 percentage points foritwo year.

colleges (0 to 67%, inclusive). Had the two private college li-

braries having 8p% and 100% of their staffs as professilonals peen

eliminated from the sample, e highest percentage woulld then have

been 67%, or identical to th two year colleges. This Would have

dropped the four year private ege median from 50 td 44, but

that is still 10 percentage points higher than the median for two

year colleges..



C. EXPENDITURES

TABLR..13

Materials Expenditures as Percent of Total Operating'Expenditures

in Four yeai Colleges and Universities- -

A Comparison with ACRL and ARL Data

-

ACRL ARL . : MIA

Range and Midpoint '' 1979 -80 1980-81 1980-81
Uhiv 4 yr Pul' .4 yr Priv

SA 44% 432 nil '7 697:1

36% 3211 297:
t

35%

High.

Median

1211 d 20% 212 ln 10 -

'These unusually high figures could result from reporting libraries
inadvertently excluding certain non-materials costs as part of the

total operating expenditures (e.g., salaries).

OBSERVATIONS .

* Apparent inconsistencies in reportirlA expenditure data by two year

colleges prohibited their inclusipn!

Although not shown here, the bulk of all cases for all three types

pf libraries clusters between 20% and 43%.

Universities, as 'can be seen above, have 100% of the responses
falling within that range, which is only two percentage points

narrower than the range of outcomes in most recent ARL data.

Private colleges are widely dispetsed along the range of 14 to

.69 percent.

Public colleges spend a-ldistinctly lower'percentage (6% lower)

of their total operating budget on materials than dO private

colleges.
0

Both public and private four year colleges repOrta lower percent-
,

age of their going toward materials than found in the

..ACRL 1979-80 nationwide survey of non-ARL universities.



TABLE-14

Serials Expenditures as Pereent'of Materials Expenditures in

Four Year Collegde and Universities- -

A Comparison with ACRL and ARL Data

ACRL 'ARL '

Range and Midpoint. 1979-80 . 1980-81
Univ

High 82% 83X 85%

Median 49% 57% 60%

Low 15%
. io

29%

f

PNLA
1980-81

4 yr Pub 141thriv

94% 80'

'h50% 37%

30 17%

OBSERVATIONS , V

* Private colleges Lend a substantially smaller portion of theirs

materials budget n serials than' do public colleges and univer-

sities in the No thwest.
k

Private colleges also spend a substantially smaller portion of

their materials budget on serials than did, the non-ARL uni4er-

sity libraries urveyed by. ACRL in 1979-80.

33'

32



Rank

0:Among
4 yr A
Univ'a
pnly.

,

3..

4

5

8

9

10

. 11

14

. 15

16.

- 18

INTERLIBRARY LEND NG AND BORROWING,

TABLR 15

Interlibrary Loan Data for the Top Twenty Net Lending Libraries

Four Year Colleges Items

and Universities Lent'

Items
Borrowed

Net
Lent

Rank Among All
Respondents

Two Yegr
Colleges

Rink

2 yitls

Only

.

U of Washington 120,861 4,381 116,480
1

Montana St. U 10,473 3,312 7,161 2.

Oregon Health Sci U 9,327 2,849 6,478 3

U.of Alberta 10,547 5,183 5,364 . 4

U of Oregon 9,921 5,550 4.371 , 5

U of Idaho 6.275 2,213. 4,062 6

Oregon St U 7,294 3,281 4,013 7

Washington St U 7,756 .3,867 3,889 8

Portland St. U 5,631 1,888 3,743 9

U of Alaska, Fairbanks 6,134 2,843 3,291, 10.

Idaho St U 4,133 1,270"' 2,863 11

.Evergreen St Col 4 3,208 5,794 2,586 12

Boise St U 2,996 1,437 1,559 13

U of Montana2' 4,688 3,139 1,549 14

Pacific' Lutheran 2,097 928 1,169 15

Whitworth Col 3,445 2,522 923 16

Anonymous 1 1,305 712 593

Whitman Col 1,255 758, 497 18

1,615 1,148 467 19 Douglas Col

2,097 1,685 412 20 Vancouver CC . 2

transactions against the collection (including MEC).

Not ,including Law Library.

OBSERVATIONS .

, .

* The top 14 net lenders are public universities except for one public college which is .12th.

* The third largest net lender, Oregon'Health Sciences University, is the only library among

the top ten net lenders which is not among the'top ten in collection size (see Table 1/.
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TABLE 16

Interlihrnry Load Data for the Top Twenty Net Borrowing Librarian

4ank
Among
4 yr
WV'.
Only

Four Year Colleges
and Universities

fleas
Lent

Item/
Borrowed

Net
Borrowed

Rank
Among'

Rnnk Aro g All Two Year .2 yee
Respon enis Collegea Only

1 Lewis 6 Clark, OR' 630 ' 3,353 2,723

2 4estorn-Wnahington 340 2,251 1,911

3 WIllnmete U 566 2,304 1,738 3

4 Pacific 2,250 3,275 1,025 4

5 Linfleld Col 159 1,168 1,009 5

s*41. Eastern Montana Col 278 1,226 948 / 6

358 1,228 870 Chemeketa CC 1 1

Eastern Washington U 1,592 2,439 847

I 830 '829 9 Peninsula Col 2

0 808 808 10 Lower Columbia CC 3

Anonymous 5, 203 827 624 / 11

9 Carroll Col 503 1,091

5:83/ /c.

12,

10 503 4 13 Rogue CC 4

10 472 14 Nighline CC

94 515 11.. OlyMpia Tech CC

669' 1,065 394 .16. SW Oregon CC

10 Anonymous 3 . ,80 466 386 17

126 511 385 IA Whatcom CC 8

10 185 375 19 Clark Col 9

294 642 148 20 Clatsop CC 10

1
Not including the Law Library.

OBSERVATIONS

* 4% of both categories of institution's are 'Oregon institutions. Of these, those in the four

,year/unlVersity category are all. private. . /

60* (6) of the two year colleges are Washington ,institUtritins (the other four are OregOn

/
44
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TABLE 17

Percent of Net. Lending and Net Borrowing, Libraries

by Type of Institution

Type of Institution Flo. Reporting X Net Lending X Net Borrowing

t___

University. 16 81 19

r Four Year Public 23 48 52

Four Year.Private 21 ' 52 48

TWAyear 69 48 52

All Institutions 129 53 47

OBSERVATION

* Eight out of ten universities are net lenders, while approxi-
matelylive out of ten libraries in all other categories are
net lenders.

3536
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TABLE 18

Online Interlibrary Loan Capability -- Percent of Haves and

Nave-Note by Type of Library, October 1981

Institution . Online

,Type in Oct. 1981 Not Yet Online Total

Univ 80% 202 1002

4 yr public 44X 562 1002

4 yr private 362 642 1002

2 yr 192 812 1002

TOTAL, by statue 362 642 100%

OBSERVATIONS

*
Four out of five universities had online interlibrary loan capa-

bility by October 1981, whereas less than one-half of the four

_., year college 14braries possessed this capability, and only one : ..0

in five of the tIma year colleges possessed this capability.

* The likelihood of a private four year college library's having

%
/

online interlibrary loah capability As identical to.that likeli-

hood among all academic libraries in the Northwest.

r.
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TABLE 19

Online l4erlibrary Loan Capability -- Number of Institutions

by Type of Institution and Status of ILL Capability

Have
4

Institution July
Type '81

Univ 20

4 yr public 7

4 yr private 8

2 yr 14

TOTAL, by statue .49

Expect Do not
within . expect Total
2 yrs v /in 2 yrs by type

2 3

6 3

4 10

23 38

35 53 137

25

16

22

75

*

OBSERVATIONS

It is probably safe to ,conclude that the number of.responding
libraries haiting online interlibrary loan capability by the
August 1982 PHU% Conference will be about fifty percent,

Of thoEe institutions not having onlijie interlibrary loan cape-,
bility Ooth expecting and not expecting), the public four year
colleges are most hopeful. A full 67% of'those not having the
capability, expect to within two years. Forty:percent of the

university "Have -Note" expect online capability writhiti two years.

Forty percent of all libraries not having online interlibrary
loan capability expect to have it within_two years.



PART III g EXPLA ATION OF AWAL*81

AND RECOMMENDATION FOR FURTHER AN `1818

..

The users of the data presented n this report are cautioned' to pro-

ceed with a skeptical eye.' The footnotes to Tables 1 nd,2, and the

remarks in Part V (Limitations of Method and the Sury Instrument)

attest to some of the weaknes as In the data. Since hese limitations.

are not likely to hinder the ibrary director In se ch of !sproof"'of

success or need, a thorough eview of a recent arts le on the topic,is

highly recommended. Kendo Stubbs of the Univers! Y ofyirgihia LI-':

brary -(see Part VIII - Bib lography) provides a s boring view of the

proper treatment of just uch data as was tollec ed In the PNLA survey.

His analysis relates to he same ACRL and ARLS rveys.(also listed In

the Bibliography) that re referred to In some f the analyses.pre-

sented in Part II. of t isreport.
/

A. AUES OF THE DATA IT BLES 1 AND 2FRomi

The data presente in Tables 1 and 2 may be+d4ed kir several statistical

purposes. Among hese are comparisont with:

1 tand rds for certain types of libraries;

02) institutions similar In purpose,and size (e.g., members of'the

'Ass Ciationkof Research Libtartk, land grant institutions, etc.');

3) C perating or competing instfitkiOns (by reason of close proxi- .

m ty. similarity of students or faculty drawn to the institution,

tc.);

4) The "good old days" (i.e., comparlion with previous measures);

and

5 Expectations of library users.

While the data in Tables 1 and 2 may be used for these or other purposes,

the .nalyses presented in Part II primarily serve the purpoSe of enlight-

ens g lus about our relationships among,all of our sister institutions in

th- Northwest and particularly those which most. closely resemble 'our

in size and purpose (purpose 3, aboVe).
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B, CLARIFICATION OF SOME DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS USED IN PART II
14

Depending on the particular statistical technique applied, it is possible

to overcome (neutralize) weaknesses in 'sampling or other survey design

factors. On the other hand, it is far easier, to take the figures given

and apply sophisticated techniques which provide you withgarbage.in

elegant trappings. The seeming simpliolty of even the most unsophisti-

cated descriptive statistics presented in this rePort can be misleading,

as is shown ln, the next paragraph on means and medians. TOteven more

complicated- multivariate inferential statistics were ineentionatly ,

avoided.
.

iiiins.{averages) and medians {midpoint Wn a ranked list 'of cases) are

.:Alse throughout the tables.presented here. .Both are measures of the

center a distribution or more representative value. When an average

has most of-the cases .clustered closely about it, It is a highly

accurate descriptor or "typicals! case. AVerages, however, are more senti.-

tive to beifigthrown off (biased) by a single extreme score, therefore

medians are frequently employed as the more.'accurate represeriaTTWObre

particular seof cases.
1

Medians WOoklenerally been used to limit the impact of the unusually.
.extremel*grie.g.,...the:one four year college which had a 50% growth in

its collection by a;10:irig only 75 volumes!). The. example (hypothetical)

whith follows demonstrates-the caution with'whiCh one should approach

even "simp140' descrIptivk statistics:

TABLE 20

Hypothetical 1986-81 Growth Sates for
.

University Libraries in Sun Valley, -Idaho'

University
. Library.

Volumes
'Growth Rai. .June 80 : July 81

. ,

A
.

2000 2020 IX

15 2000 ;2080 4%.

C 2000 2080 4%

D 20 40 100%

TOTALS 6020 .6220 3%

40 40_,



Three accurate, yet totally different observations may be:Anade regarding

.the '''typtcal" groWth raofiuniversitylibri-riesin Sun ValleY-, Idaho

Method 1. The median growth rate is calculated by:establishing
the IMF:Middle, and low cases:

Thus, 100% high

4%
median

4%
1% low

Method 2. The average, rate of::groWth is calculated by summing
eaCh,of the individual library growth ,rates and
dividing by the number. of cases.

Thus, 1%.

4%

100%

TOTZ

4

4 27.3% is the average rate of'growth.

b.

Method 3. The combined collection average, growth rate is calcu-

lated as follows:

Volumes added by.,all .1 i bra r i es -200

Sum of the beginning volume counts
0. 4

Methods .1 and 2 i e each library's growth rate a weight of one, regard-

less of the siz orlhe library. Method 3 weights each growth rate by

the size of the collection.

, A
If the libraries' in 'given category (e.g., two year colleges) are
approximately the same size, .the results, of methods 2 and 3 will be

quite similar. Thus the similarity (homogeneity) of a set of libraries

(in terms of the size and growth of theircollections) in 'a given cate-

gori, can be compared with'the degree of sipilarity found among libraries

in another category (e.g.,
.f

universities).
1 P



. TREATMENT OF LAW SCHOOL LIBRARIES:REPORTED SEPARATELY

The tablesienerally do not include law library data which were reported

separate from the central library. There' are good arguments for using

the aggregate of the central and law ,figures, but the decision was made

to use only the central library's data in most computations. This under-

represents the institution's commitment to library services, but yields

averages and medians more closely resembling their peen libraries,w?th

which t4prmight wish,o make comparisons.

ARL MEMBERS IN THE NORTHWEST

Of the 138 respondents, 5 are among the 101 academic library members of

the Association of Research Libraries. They are the Universities of

Alberta, British Columbia, Oregon and Washingtoh, and Washingtoh State

University. These 5 libraries represent 25% of the libraries identifying

themselves as university libraries in this survey.

E. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER ANALYSIS

The most obvious next step for most libraries will be to compare the
values-reportedkby their library to the averages and means reported through-

out Part II. A useful next, step is to select comparable institutions and

perform calculations similar to those reported in Part II, using only the

data from your peer institutions. .

The collection of a few items of additional data from those institutions

which, you consider comparable can lead to calculations such as the li-

brary budget as a percent of institutional budget.

Figures presented in the 1978-79 PNLA survey report (see. Brown) can be used

to create.trend data for a group of institutions selected specifically for

that purpose. The Appendix (Part IX), to this report includes one table

accidentally omitted from the 1978-79"PNLA survey report.

Comparisons with other available data may also prove interesting. Among

these are thq 'reports compiled by RiQhard Beazley (see Bibliography) for

the National Center for Education Statistics.

13,
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PART IV METHODOLOGY

A. DEVELOPMENT OF THE SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE

The surveyAnStrument'a d;instruCtions were developed in Pctober'and early

November 1981. They a lficationS of instruments developed ancrUsed
by the Association,of RedeW.rch LibrarieS(ARL)'. The ARL form wasjlsO
used by the Association of College and Research:LtbrOrieS (ACRL) collect

and'pubtish data on 98 university libraries in Canada and the United States,

which were not covered in the'ARL-Statistics for the year 1978-79.:

In the 1978 -79 PNLA study the data were collected by asking the United
States libraries to forward copies of the library portion of the 1979
U.S. Department of EduCalon's Higher Education General Information .Survey:
(HEGIS) form to the survey. coordinator. Canadiamilbrary.-data, as equiVa

'lent.es could be obtained,werealso sought.

The Department of. Education did not conduct the library part of the HEGIS

survey, as it had originally planned, again in the fall of 1981. The

options remaining for the current PNLA survey, then, were to request that'

all libraries complete the 1979 HEGIS forms for the new period (including

Canadian libraries), or to develop a form more Closely tailored to the

needs of the participants: The latter course was chosen and the survey -

instrument and accompanying instructions can be found in Part VII of this

report. In the process of developing this questionnaire, the HEGIS form

used in ,1979 (the most recent in existence) and several others were con-
sulted for possible adaptation.

A draft form'of the questionnaire was distributed to the survey coordinators,

as well as to selected other library directors in Oregon, for review and

comment.

-B. DISTRIBUTION OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE

The state/province coordinators listed in the acknowledgment distributed'

"most of the questionnaires during the latter half of NoveMber 1981 The
institutions to be included in or excluded from the survey-were at the
discretion of the coordinator. No guidelines for excluding specific types

of libraries from the sample were suggested, nor was the topic discussed

at the PNLA conference. Returns indicate that institutions in some juris-
dictions were excluded on the basis of size, accreditation status, and
possibly other factors. No exact count_of.the institutions being sent the

farm was maintained centrally. 00

The use bf state/province coordinators was employed because of Vma distinct

advantages. First, those,most familiar with the institutions in a given

locale are least likely to overlook an institution that should be included.
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Second, by7using letters signed by the coordinators, it was believed that

the response rate ,would be'higherthan if signed-by sOmeonefroilmuCh

. farther away. A form letter to each institutiOn was distributed to the

coordinators for their- use Blank letterheackwasrprovided in the event

that the coordinator preferred a more cloSely tailored'approach Enve-

' lopes for return Of the questionnaire to the:survey coordinator were

included with each survey.

HANDLING RETURNS

TheletteroOnstruction sent with each survey requested that the com-,

pleted form be returned by-December 11. Nearly all completed forms were

returned by January 4, 1982. State/province coordinators were informed

which completed forms-had'been received and asked to contact, the few

non- respondents to urge their cooperation.

Problems encountered in attempting to have the British Columbia library

surveys completed at a central location resulted in the delay of their

receipt. The bulk of British Columbia returns were not received Until.

March 3, "1982. Consequently some calculationl do not include their data.

Also, their forms uniformly lack certain categories of dpta (see Tables 1

and 2) because the forms were not distributed, .as in the other jurisdic-

tions.

Upon receipt of most of the forms the data wer charte in a fashion

similar to Tables 1 and 2. Canadi'an monetary figures re converted as

noted in the introductory remarks to Part I. As calcula ions were per-

formed in order to complete the columns noted in the i oduction to

Part I, phone calls were made to respondents in orde to clarify particu-

lar responses given. In all, approximately thirty t lephone calls were

made in February to various libraries in each of the states and provinces.

Some figures remain which may not accurately portray the response desired

for the purposes of comparison with other libraries.

Upon the final listing of all the, data from each of-the 141 respondents,

a determination was made to exclude three respondents from the report

entirely. One case was a smalAresearch library affiliated with a state

university. Its exclUSion was decided upon on the basis of the respond-

ing party's recommendation that the small collection was not truly a li-

brary and that nothing was to be gained.by including the small collection

in the study. The other two exclusions were based upon the lack of data

reported. The two British Columbia two year colleges reported only inter-

library loan data.° Thought was given to excluding three or four other

"special cases," but the good faith response on their part, coupled with

no pre-defined policy establishing the nature of institutions to, be in-

cluded or excluded, led to their being retained.



D. CALCULATIONS

All calculations were conducted by hand with the use of,a alculator.

No use of computers was made, as was done with the 197479 tudy. This

permitted the scrutiny of each"result for reasonablert6is a d led to many
telephone calls to verify the accuracy of responses., Sev ral calcula-.

tions were performed in order to seek out statistical relal tonshiOs that

might be of Interest. Those reported in Part II are the ones which either
resulted in interesting' findings, or would otherwise be exi,ected from a

study such as thit.

b
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PART V LIMITATIONS OF METHOD

AND. THE SURVEY INSTRUMENT

A. ''GENERAL 'SURVEY 'WEAKNESSES'

'The Aata collected represent,Meastires of quanfity not quality. While
this fundamental-limitation has little impact .on one's ability to mani

sjpulate the numbers, it is'a severely: limiting' factor Whenritcomes to
asking what all oUthese ,numhers,Meen.,

Even along the lines of quantitative data many important categories of
information are Ignored, or nearly so. Facilities, equipment, and ser-'
vices are not covered, with the lone exception of interlibrary, loan ser7
vice and equipment. Salaries are another measure of interest to all,
and may be included in a future survey.

Other problems were alluded to in Part IV. Among the most important are

- - There was.no established policy on which iibraries would be.,

included. >Without a,well-defined universe, it is difficult
to judge any sample'or subsample.

- - Once the universe is determined, set policies on how to deal
with sometimes independently administered law, medical, and
other libraties are necessary. Are we surveying libraries or
are we surveying institutions, however their libraries are
organized?

- - Is one survey instrument adequate for all academic libraries
at all levels? Perheps only the fine tuning of the current
form will tell if the problems can be cleared up. A parallel
question applies to Canadian versus U.S. libraries.

- - The data in the current study are clearly incompatible with
some of that from the original PNLA survey of academic libraries.
It isode ficult to make meaningful comparisons when the 1978-79
data in Jude periodical counts and 1980-81 data deal only with
the mor broadly defined topic` of serials.

-- Definitions of such categories as University needed further
clarification and strictenforcement to ensure long-term com-

.

parability.

-- A firm cutoff date for receipt of Teturns would have facilitated
the more prompt distribution of the results.



B . QUESTIONNAIRE WEAKNE

SitrVey

Question'
Number Weaknesses

COLLECTIONS 4410'.

kome libraries were unable to supply a'volume,count for two.

"consecutive years (June 30,- 1980 and 1981).

Many libraries were unable to provide an accurate serials

subscription count. Smaller libraries usually.knew On y

/their periodical subscription count.

PERSONNEL

14 1 Many libraries have no sense of the FTE equivalent of their

student eMployees. By obtaining the number of hours allotted

and the average pay we calculated a useable estimate.

EXPENDITURES

17 Expenditures were by far the most misunderstood segment of

the questionnaire. As with item 6, many libraries only in-

cluded periodicals costs as serials costs.

18 Others did not include serials as part of the total library

materials and binding expenditures.

19 Several points of clarification would have been useful when

asking for total library expenditures. Telephone calls to

respondents whose data were questionable revealed that it

had not occurred to most to include staff salaries, equip-

ment purchases, etc. Even more complicated was the question

of which audiovisua4, learning laboratory, and film/TV studio

expenditures to include or exclude.
1

INTERLIBRARY LOAN

20 A few libraries obviously reported circulation statistics

for loans. Telephone calls resulted in.clarification..

INSTITUTIONAL DATA

24 A few institutions that were classified as four year colleges

during the 1978-79 study identified themselves le universities.

Such migration obviously occurs among the stronger institu-

tions in the four year category. They then become the weaker

set in the univergity,category. This sudden shift of institu

tions out of the extreme end of one class into the extreme end

of another is likely to have a significant impact on both cate-

gories of institutions. The averages of both categories are

likely to lower as the big libraries of the colleges call them=

selves university libraries, and as the university libraries

absorb smaller than average pders among their ranks. .

48 j11
7
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PART VI

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE, SURVEYS

ShoUld'the members of the PNLA Ace0e icjlivision decide to conduct a

third survey Of acadeM1C libraries in'the Northwest, the suggestions .

noted below might lead to more accurate data and:prompt reporting. In

addition, some topics should be consider d for, ncluSion which have

heretofore bten.left unexplored:

Many problems with the survey form and process ,have been described

earlier and will. not be repeated here,except ,occasionally. to call

attention to a potential solution worthy OfconsideratiOr\LI

/ .

The merging of the Canadian and U.S. data was not:possible-in the

-978-79 studY. Though accomplished in the present study, some difff-,

ciaties with definitions arose-. Assuming that the integration of the

data.from the two countries is desirable, greater coordination during

the process of drafting the.questionnatr'e would result in greater

accuracy.

A more useful definition of four.year colleges and universities than

was used in, the instructions accompanying the questionnaire should be

developed. One possible definition can be found in Library'5tatistics

of Colleges and Universities, 1979 InstitutiOnar Data .(Beaziey, 1981,

P- 13).

Early on it should be determined whether all academic libraries should

be included in the same study. The present study would have remained

much simple,. and the report more focused had it encompassed only two

year colleges Or four year colleges and universities.
C

Topics not included this time around, yet worthy of serI ious consideration

for inclusion in future studies are:

** ProfesSionalsalaries (director, beginning level, total

compensation; etc.)

** Institution-budget (to yield library budget as a percent

'of institution budget).
,

** Online searches (years offered/charged, number conducted,'

etc.).

At one time orenother.many of the decisions made in the process of pre-7

paring the qUestionnairethrough printing and mailing.the final report

hinged on thebudget allotted to the project. iThe entire project required

an investment of over $800, plus 300 hours'of staff time. The Academic

Division and any_cosponsors must be prepared to make.a substantial invest-

ment or to narrow the scope of the project consideribly.

ti
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MoSt important, however, is a clear statement of purpose. Such a state-

ment would guide volunteers in. all phases,of the survey processes. To

/
assiWwith the develoOment,of such a statement a brief questionnaire is

being distributed with the copies of this report.. The questionnaire,

which is going only to survey responderits, is deigned to determine the

value of this report to the reporting Library..

Among other things, a clear statement of purpose should iulitate'whethir

the report should focus on a restatement of.the raw data collected or

on analyses,based upon that data. Publication of the raw data, as has

been done in Tables 1 and 2 of this report, is expensive in terms of both

labor and printing, °Also, had the raw data been merely !'reprinted,'.'

the many errors detected during the analysis phase would have been

disseminated-innOcently.

Perhaps the reactions to this report will serve is .the best guide to

what is needed and for what purpose the end product should be designed.

The PNLA.Academic Division welcomes your comments:

50
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PART VII SAMPLE QUESTIONNAIRE AND INSTRUCTIONS

I 'Return completed form to:

J. D. Lockwood
PNLA Academic Olv.

PNLA ACADEMIC LIBRARY STATISTICS QUESTIONNAIRE OSU Library

1980-1981
Corvallis; 011 97331

Reporting Library

Address

e.

Questionnaire completed by (Name) Phone ( )

F7 My institution wishes its data to be reported.anonymously (We will substitute a
number for your institution which is known only to you)

COLLECTIONS (See instructions 4-5)

I. Volumes held June 30, 1980 (Exclude microforms b uncat. govt. does.)

2. Volumes added during year -- Gross
(Exclude microformsanduncat govt, docs.)

3. Volumes withdrawn during year
(Exclude microforms and uncat.'govt. does.)

/

4: Volumes added during.year -- Net (subtract 1111e 3 from line 2)

5. Volumes held June 30, 1981 (Add line 1 to/line 4)

6. Number of c.Irrent serlais,Ancluding pertodicals, received in 1980/81

(InclUdeOni, items which are fully prqbessed,, see instruction 5)

7. Total microforMs'(films, fiche, card and prints only)
held June 30, 1981. (pieces, not volyme equivalent)

8: Estimate the portion of these micxoforms which'
are received on deposit from theiU.S.. Government

PERSONNEL (See instructions 6 -$ round figures to nearest whole number)

1..

9. Total number of professionei staff, FTE, 1980-1981 (incl.-director)
/-

. 4

10. !himber of female professional staff, FTE, 1980-1981

/
11,1 Number of male profess4onal staff, FTE, 1980-1981

12. Number of professio 1 positions temporarily vacant.

/ in Spring 1980-198 (Not included above) /

13. Number of nonprofessional staff, FTE, 1980-1981

' 14. a. Numberofitudent assistants, FTEi 1980-81 (1880 hrs 1 PTE)

b. If FTE not available, indicate dollars expended
an average student hourly wage:

Total

Average Hourly Wage



PNLA ACADEMIC STATISTICS QUESTIONNAIRE 1980-81
Page 2

15. Total FIE staff (Add lines 9, and 14--If available)

16. Sex of library director present In Spring, 1981, or If

vacant, the one preceding. Circle one

Dollars Canadian Dollars U.S.

(Canadian libraries only) (Amerreanlibraries'

EXPEND I TURE5 (See InftruCtion 8)

17. Current serials subscription costs including

periodicals--actual dollars spent on items

reported in question 6. (See Instruttion 5)

18. Total library materials and binding, 1980-1981

19. Tqtal library expenditures, 1980-1981
(Including 17 andt18)

INfERL OANS

20. Total loan transactions in year ending

June 30, 1981 (intruding photocopies)

21. Total number of materials borrowed(transactions) in year

ending June 30', 1981 (including'photocoples).

22. Does your library have online interlibrary loan capability?

YES ~ Estimate the perceht of your October, 1981

loans .to other libraries which were located or

requested on a computer bibliographic network.

Estimate the percent of your Octob0, 1981 materials"

borrowed which were located .by your library using a

computer bibllographIT7-eWork.

NO C If you expect online capability soon, when?

INSTITUTIONAL DATA

23: Total student enrollment (Fall 1981)

24. Type.cif institutions (Check one)

25. Financial Base (check one)

a. FTE

b. Headcount

a. 2 year

b. 4+ year

c. University
(doctoral granting)

a. Public

b. Private



PNLA ADACEMIC STATISTICS QUESTIONNAIRE 1980-81
Page 3

Footnotes, for PNIA,Statistics

1. (Circle one) We do/do not have a law ribrary. Their statistics are/are not Included.

2. (Circle one) We do/do not have a medical library. Their statistics are/are not Included.

3. If your institution has more than one campus, state the name of the other libraries
and If thalr statistics are Included on this form.

4: Other comments: '

Please return the completed form to

-a

JAMES D. LOCKWOOD
PNLA.Acadethic.Division
OSU Library
Corvallis, Oregon 97331

0



PNLA ACADEMIC LIBRARY BURVEY 1080.01

Instructions for Completion of the Questionnaire

GENERAL

1. Definitions of the statistical categories. used In this questionnaire can

bi found In Library Statistical A Handbook of Concepts, Definitions and

' Terminology (Chicago: American Library Association, T977).

** *NOTE: If your reporOing 'year Is different (e.g. April-March Instead

of July-June) feel free to use the appropriate period and Include a note

to that effect.***

2. Round figures to the, dollar (your own country's currency).

3. In.a university which Includes both mein
should be made to report figures for the
Center for Education Statistics In its H
tion Survey describes a branch campus as
different from that in which its parent
a reasonable commuting distance from the.

for libraries located on branch campuses
explanatory footnote.

and branch campuses, an effort
main campus only. (The National

igher Education General informa-
one "located in a community
institution is located...beyond
main campus..."). If figures

are reported, please provide an

6414.1.ECTIONS

4. questions-1-5. Use the ALA definition for "Volume" as noted In Instruction 1

above. Include duplicates. and bound volumes of periodicals. Exclude micro-
.

forms, nonprint materielt, uncataloged items, and government documents un-

less cataloged: (Government document volumes classed separately may be

included if cataloged.)

5. Question '6. Include duplicate subscriptions and government document serials

If they ere checked in as a separate item. Because of the'number of qUes-

tionsjaised regarding the counting of serials, we call to your attention

the ,difinition to be'used for this survey.

Publications constituting one issue in a continuous
series under,the same title published at regular or
irregular intervals, over an indefinite period, indivi-

dual issues in the series being numbered consecutively

or each issue being dated. Newspapers. as well as publi-

cations appearing annually or less frequently. &ruin- .

eluded in the definjtkon.
. ,

PERSONNEL
-1

6. Questions 9-15. Report the number of staff In filled positions, or positions

which' are only temporaYlly.vacant:- include 'staff hired for special projects

and grants,.but provide an explanatory footnote inecating the number of such

staff. It is preferred that the number of FTE staff be determinedon the

basis of the length of the work week 4n the reportingilbrery.

7. Questions 9-12. Each library should report those staff:meabes it considers

professional, including, when appropriate, staff who. are not librarians..
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EXP

8. 114tions 17-19. Report all 1980/81 expenditures, regardless of whether
the 'kind's come from the regular library budget or from special funds, such

as research grants. When special project or grant funds are Included,
please provide a footnote indicating the amount of such funds, Include

federal funds for work study students.

ENROLLMENT.

9. QlseitIon 24. Please use figures reported to the U.S. Department of Educe
ton om the form entitled "Higher Education General Inform4tIon Survey,
Fall-Enrollment Irt Institutions of Higher Education," or other ofYiclal

Indicator.

* * ** *REMINDER:, IF YOUR REPORTING YEAR IS DIFFERENT (e.g., April-March

instead of July-June) feel free to use the appropriate
, period and Include a note to that effect. *****

is

/

/
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TABLE OMITTED FROM THE 1978-79 PNLA'SURVEY REPORT

IN PNLA''QUARTERLY, SUMMER 1980 (SEE BROWN)

TABLE I I I Cont.

SCHOOL NAME

PUBLIC NO-YEAR. cont.

VOLUMES .

'78 ALL
TITLES

'78 ALL
PERI I CAL

-"TIT S RECD.
FINANCES

BOOKS PERIODICALS

SOUTHWEST ORE CC 1872 47625 1339 39514 484 22158 7139
SPOKANE CC 4853 26525 3437 25666 490 , 0 0

-TACOMA GC 2362 66932 1649 57536 406 10500 11151
TREASURE VALLEY CC 4148 26830 800 25850 234 14020 2900
U OF AK- KODIAK cc 2382 8296 , 0 8157 152 16001 643
UNPOUA CC _

.COL

1682 42160- 1675 41260 423 10.350 7000
4 ENAT CMEE VALLEY. 1193 25565 0 0 320 32891 12404
Wa4ATCOM CC . Ili' 9756 718 6781 176 13224 3513

PUBLIC FOUR-YEAR , -

ANONYMOUS 1 14460 , 312350 11500. A00611 2024 260250 80000
ANONYMOUS 2 2044 72770' 23 688 658 .. 18501. 32469
ANONYMOUS % 2230 81171 1907 79455 560 : 17874 16224
BOISE ;STATE u 15569 242088 13219 201659 3465 203225 98946
ESTRN OREG ST ..COLL 2511 66116 2194 51029 1092 29993 29525
ESTRN WASHINGTON U 15433 313848 8130 f 190755 4683 100065 220177

.EVERGREEN ST COLL', 6455 135496 7045 112913 2385' 144454 114480
.LEW IS -CuARK ST COLL 3495 . 77152 . 3400 75000 376. 27300. 10269
'011E60 a' COLL OF EOUC 4461 ;161669 3459 115149 1596 70027 41234
OREGON INST TECH 2993 52225 2 007 -27401' 1246 -, 25555.. " . 32784
PORTLAND. St_ it 29644 574477 14567 . 321405 11444 139916 4240313
STHRN OREGON ST COLL - 6547 i. 160634' 5745 134864 4941 . 63268 64082
U OF AK-ANCHORAGE
NSTRN MONTANA COLL

16949
866

214436,
49344 . 0

0
1

3127
356

294610
15644

66374
6100

IISTRN WASHINGTON U 21347. '374111 15636 305272 4638 251176 271430
. , .

PUBLIC UNIVERSITY
IDAHO ST U 16314 269511 13451. 208350 3686 324935 180921
MONT ST U 15670 395151 6602 175920 - 4351 89869 261015
'OREGON ST U 23579 4544143 13210 . 308984 17588` 383814 619325

e U OF AK- FAIRBANKS 13242 436547 0, , 0 3052 335983 146698

U OF IDAHO 26535 491414 .15921 294245 4921 328553 207523
U OF MONTANA 25726 71167 3 0 0 741 190601 353149
U OF ORE-HEALTH SCI 5285 161579 1616 52762 2096 29759 136630
U OF OREGON 47846 1424662 29508 792699 17931 367952 635937
U OF HASH-HEALTH SC/ 15795 211517 I 1 5192 66462 296166
U OF WASHINGTON 99698 2423276 0 1 22291 549073 811592
WASHINGTON ST U 46477, 1169699 0 0 25990 I 371646 876616

PRIVATE TWO-YEAR
RICKS. COLL 7813 183761 0 0 14434 157661 17463

56

59


