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ABSTRACT
This essay attempts to compare and contrast certain

Iranian and American library serial selection policies. It assumes
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one, also. The paper concentrates on the policies of two specific
institutions, Drexel University, previously, Drexel Institute of
Technology, Philadelphia, Pa., U.S.A., and the Iranian Documentation
Centre (Irandoc), Tehran, Iran. One is an academic library, the other
a government agency documentation center. They are alike in some
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the author draws two conclusions based on his personal observation
and experience. The influence of nationalism on serial subscription
policies in Iran and America must be recognized. Probably it is
common in libraries over the world to find large numbers of local
titles on hand. Also, whenever local pride or nationalism and strong
library service ideas are combined, then a rich representation of
local serials may be expected, as a way of providing good service to
local users. (LI 004244 through 004252 and LI 004254 through 004267
are related.) (Author/SJ)
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xictr, to compare and contrast certain nian and

serial solection policies. Tt assnmes many similarities to exis

on policies or the two t tint:ries, but that 44pccial problems and contrasts
cxlst in each one also. The paper concentrates on the-' policies of two specific

Institut ions, Drexel university, previously, Drexel Trititute of Technole,;ly, Phi=

1,1r,A, and the Iranian Documentation Centre (Irandoe) Tehran, Iran.
One was an academic library, the other a government agency documentation center.
boy were alike in somestriking ways but were very different in others. The
author an administrative staff member of both organizations thourl several

years separated his service in them. The data were gathered by observation and
the personal experience from which this essay sprig

an l ary

he WrrA

6GitAQLDrexel was a private technical university with schools of engineering, business
administration, library science, home economics and evening studies, the latter
concentrating on engineering. It had ele.ve41 thousand students and one thousand
faculty and staff members, Doctoral proCrams had been started recently in even,cunast:tAt.c
crlz,incerine, departments, but the institution was primarily undergraduate. The
Drexel Library had furl -time staff members and an annual budget of :.;n0,000.

.

The Iranian Documentation ntre was a national scientific and technical inrormn-
tioncentre supported by the Ministry of science and Higher Education. Its
venty Tull -time staff members provided library plus documentation and publica-
tion services with an annual budget of SA00,000. Developing a- -large national

research library in science and social science was one of its imoort&iit tasks.

4-00
The material collections were very different in size, 'r-ri its seventy five years6
Drexel had accumulated over-'200000 volumes, while in its two years irandoc had
collected less- than 20000 volumes. Drexel received 'boo current serial titles,

ti

And irandoc received aline ii 4000 serial titles, in both cases, by gift ..,or

change, but mostly by purchase. Drexel's annual serial budget was $100000 and
)

CNI

Irandoc's serial budget was $130,000.

One of Irandoc's first serial selection steps was to work out its material col-
lection emphases. In a formal statement, approved by its executive committee,
Irandoc's material needs were established for all subject fields in terms of the
Library of Congress subject classif_ ion. 'Four levels of collection size or
need were shown; 1) Graduate research collection, 2) Undergraduate major level
collection, 3) Introductory collection for unive ',y freshmen, ) No material.'



pateries a Lied sials and monc

r Lho fields cr whir~1

AT

AP

ciN 51-6k

GV

HA,

HM-HX

or two level col

1!!noyeler,:dlas (1)

Miner en(!yelopodlas (1)
1nrOPm%iJon ! tir enu.n (2)

Indexes (1)
Per JoG1cals
Aendomies,'

Pie!.7aphy (-'

--aphy (d)
A tlaser,- (1)-

Cnrocpaphy
lnol,..7paphy (1)

AnthrepoecT,raphy (2)
Anthropology (2)
Snorts (2)
Social Science (2)

ITE -HJ Economics (1) and (2)
Sociology except HN
HT 851-1445, HV 4701-5720
(1) and (2)

Dries (1)

raphs. c_lot-in; is a

erh,lons wr'ro f l e Le Crjt d

J-J7, cxr:opt

In.; (1)

L-LH Edueatir)n excillt LA (1).
NA Archltectupe
IiD 1700-550r,Nome rer_!oraLlon

8800-9950Textiles and pk

O Colonce (2)

PA-R Mathematics, Physics, Cho-
mishry, Goolorv, PotanY,
Zoology, Physiology (1)

-RT Medicine and Related Fields
043K Ag!'inulture_(1)
T-TX Technology (1)
U Military Science (2)

Naval Science (2)
Z 49-100 Typing and Shorthand (2)

116-980 nook Industry, Library
1, Science (2) and (1)

1001-11D Bibliography (1)
Rya

Drexel had no such formal policy statement, and interpreted its collection inte-

rests and intensities broadly from the curricular and research emphasizes of its

parent institution. For many years, these interests had been simple and little

changed, so they were net difficult to learn and remember. Each instution4's ser-

ial budget was too small to permit strop collection development outside its prig

miry and secondary interest fields.

Serial selection was organized differently in the two organizations. Irandoc tou-

ted large numbers of bibliographic and review titles to its reference staff mem-

bers for use in book and serial selection. Drexel did this, also,-but in a some-

what different manner. Serials were sent from the serial record section to the

reading rooms by way of the Drexel subject reference librarians' offices. If they .

wished to read and do selection before sending them to the shelves, they could.

Usually, the serials were used for this purpose,'atleast certain titles among

them.

Irandoc had a formally organized serial evaluation committee, also, consisting

of the chief reference librarian, who was chairman, the technical advisor, and

the subject bibliographers. Each committee meeting was held with one of four

subcommittees organized by subject: the physical sciences including engineering,

the biological sciences including medicine and agriculture, the social sciences

including business and laW, and finally, the fields education, library science

and general subjects. Each subcommittee consisted of o professional subject



anhers bachelors, masters, or doctor's deg-

at fieldo.

in the appropriate

In addition, two ,:.',3istant reference librarians and another

recessional were oceanional committee members.

.;nn- l@ COpi0:'.3 of i fie titles were selected for the committee' con, a-
Lion from the serial ".stacks or else from gift and exchange items recently arrived.
The committee mot weekly in the chairman's office to evaluate a stack of titles

in one of the four subject areas. Each title was inspected by those present who
voted democratically on them. They voted to keep and bind the titles thought to
be essential KI31); important titles, indexed in a serial inde_xiri, service and

reportingresearchresultsibut not considered essential, were rated somewhat lo-
r (KW); less important material was kept without binding for one or two years

and then discarded,.. (K-2 or K-1); and unimportant material was cancelled (Cd).A

The 0-2 category was established with the expectation of future budget cuts
which might require cancelling all subscriptions except those in the 1T-1 cate-
gory composed of indexing and abstracting services and source titles indexed wide-
ly. Most "keep one year" or "keep two years" material was of marginal research
value but was free and contained short research papers or useful news. Material
cancelled was out of scope, ephemeral, in a language not widely understood in

Iran, indexed, expensive, or duplicated elsewhere in Tehran. A copy of Ulrich,ti

l- ternational Periodical Directory, was kept haply for committee consultation.

Unfortunately, correlating serial subscription decisions with the serial budget
was almost impossible.

Drexel serial selection organization was much more informal and relaxed. Irandoc
made a deliberate attempt to seek out and evaluate every title currently on hand
as well as a large number of titles not readily available, but no such attempt
was made at Drexel. Probably, this contrast relategl_to the two countries' charac-
ter and personality differences and to the differences between two year old and
seventy year old organization.- Drexel had a good serial collection already and
did not fool the need to select large numbers of new titles. There was rro sepa-
rate serial or book evaluation committee. Nor was a formal recorded decision avai-
lable on any serial title, though an annual check of serial renewal lists provided
the occasion for adding, or dropping a felol:titles. Selection wes,in the. hands of
the fovir assistant reference librarians, one of each covering the humanities 'and
home economics, business administration and the social soiences, engineering and

; &
sei nee, and finally, library science Whenever one of these librarians saw a

'A
desirable title listed, he;.sent to-the f,refereacoUbrarien-a note requcs-
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purchaso.-, .7,election bo mndo after check erial Index lintn,

roain,-. advertisements received in the mail, or chocking trc cit:ation in A now

monogrn . Certain title roquirod convorzntion with faculty mombor:., notre-

times 1J1 17!-entod titles, also. If app7.oval as obtained, this information

wan for to the serial record ion, If the budgut permitted, the title

wan added to t17e nub ription list for the coming year.

Trandoc's fivo most important broad subject area were medicine, cup, neoring,

'Iculturc, education and biblior rapiry. tdithin those fields civil onrinecring,

and particularly, road building were much more important than aeronautical or

chemical engineering, just ,ostroontrology was more important than psychiatry,

for instance. Because of Irandoc's location in the Ministry or Science and Hig--

er Education, higher was more important than elementary or secondary education.

Sociology, statistics and economics were of some interest, but generally, as in

other developing Asian nations, the social sciences were of much less concern

then science and technology and involved far fewer students, faculty members, go-
vornmmt and business people. Since Irandoc was part of an institute of research,

also, many titles wet,e selected in research management, legislation and techniques.
Generally speaking,, any serial with the words, international, developing or com-
parative in its title was more interesting than. one with merely national scope.

With international titles, Iran had a chance of learning something directly help-
ful prom thocontents, whereas most of the articles in national titles seemed to
be only remotely related to Iran. Since the University of Tehran Department of
Library Science had little or no budget for material, and since staff and profes-
sion-wide education was a major responsibility, Irandoc needed to purchase strong-
ly in bibliography, library and information sciences for the benefit of Iran's
new library profession.

Seve-.al other subject emphases or limitations related closely to the na-iona per-
sonality characteristics of Iranians. Subjects in which they had a special inte-
rest included (a) carpets, though serials on machine-made or synthetic carpets
were vetoed, (b) roses, in fact a strong interest existed in gardens and horti-
culture in general, (c) adult literacy material, important in a half literate

nation, (6) planned parenthood, vital for a high birth rate oriental country,
(e) petroleum; because of Iran's heavy economic dependence on it, (f) West Asia
in general, of considerable concern if not interest, (g) irrigation, dams, and
water power, vital topics to an arid aricultural nation, (h) rice, tea:, dates,

pistachios, and sugar, if only:because they were Iranian diet stair, 1) desert
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ilc (.;0 wool , nn impoi Qxpol"6 an (1) aridlc r'at'a were tou-

eint, LIvirlf2 1:11,1t onh! 101(_ wnic, wcre traditionally Tranii71:1 No or these

wan of any signifinant concern to Drexel, however;

:,1fly, subjects w of interCat to Iran, sometil nurpPirin little

intorr5t.
01112 thono L3 waa oceanography, 1;'or a naLion (7,,r:n at

Trnn 11(1,1 surpri!lin71y ,le concern 1'0 riarine subjcis. rat -inl

ms sel''etod in this old_ anyhow, ilainnt the or intorect in th fu-

titre, t:uck the plctui-, 16 Col' els n, snhjoct for the rutnee. The

runt, anpect or :,11 11 subjects an pnynic mthUrY, mathematics, economics, po-

litical science, and astronomy wc,rc much less interestilv and useful than their

applied aspects. Notcorolor-v ryas more useful than stronomy, engineering than

mathematics, seismology than physics, industrial testing than design theory,

pesticides than botany, commerce than economics, law than political science. Iran

was verY pragmatic. Public administration, one of Iran's great problem areas,

was of little interest. Home economics and nutrition were little known f Als in

family-centered 'ran. Iii;cewise, physical education was poorly developed, modern

business administration not much better. Interestingly enough,,- Drexel agreed with
A

,at of those negative views, but disagreed strongly.On two of the last three
ti

In genera_ the subject emphasis conformation was surprisingly similar at Drexel,

humanities being of little interest, social science of more interest, while sci-

ence, and particularly applied science, were of paramount interest. Drexel was

basically an engineering school, more than half of its students being in such day

or evening curricula, and its engineering material holdings were extensive. It

had no medical, agriculturai, education, or law curricula, nor any majors in the

humanities-, history, physical education, theology or architecture. on the other

hand, business admiriistratiori was of strong interest -- personnel, accounting,

finance, management, investment, office maehines:-. since a professional school

existed in that field. The basic sciences cif chemistry and physics were of strong

interest, too, because research-oriented departments had developed there. Biology

and mathematics were of modest Drexel interest as were such social science fields

as sociology, political science and economics where small elective.departments

existed.

Considerable material was selected for the other professional schools, also, those

in library science and home economics. Drexel's collections therein were expected

to the bast in FililAdelphia, one of North America's largest book centers, because
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Amonr, more specialized and peripher al ields, Drexel purchased some local la-

dclphia titles in order to keep current with activites in its immediate area,

reason being valid for irandoe's local titles. f lowever, rhiladelphioro

a greater interest and pride in their home area than did most educated Teh-

ranis, even though the latter were quite nationalistic. Irandoc subscribed to al

mostno recreational serials, the sober and formal approach to be expected of

Iranians. Philadelphia tic, living in a more relaxed and leisure-oriented nation,

felt an obligation to provide recreational material for students and faculty mem-

bers. Therefore, it selected a number or popular American and British humor,

snorts, ion, picture, and literary titles, most of them in the humanities.

Irandoc selected.a very few humanities and historical titles ecause th ontaine

someOcionce'or social science into est, also, butDroxel included seMe

cal material for,itS-students' ta.kin g history electives and for others wisLing to

read general interest .mk,erial. America's high literacy rate and strong into-

rerAt in communication brought forth a _flood of serials of all kinds and descrip-

tions to chose from, in contrast to Iran's thin collection.

Drexel's individual characteristics emphasized ) aoollection aimed at men, since

a majority of the students and faculty members were male, (b) generally, a prac-

tical collection,:8ince all of Drexel's schools emphasized applied rather than

theoretical fields, (-) a serial collection of medium size, since Drexel's bud-a

1.,et and research-emphases were still modest, and (d) a collection of major and

minor gaps as it followed the Drexel curriculum, with hUmanities being so poorly

repreSented, social sciences skewed strongly toward business administration, and

engineering overwhelming, the other sciences and technologies. Irandoc reflected

a similar picture as that given in (a) above because of the:male-dominated Iran-

ian society, certainly agreed:with Drexel on (b) practically, reluctantly on (c)

for the same reasons, and on (d) as well, though not quite in the same way, agri-

culture medicine, and-education, for instance, being among Irandoc's most impor-

tant-fields.



rt lihrrian wan ._inclincd to Ullnk or local :lerials and of

much lne the local group a: being essential to hin anoc and
P1'cx,-,1 ac-reed with this generalization, In each country, into,-ent was di_

fir:-It toward :no serials or the library's own country. 'It was assumed i,hat most

of 7,roxel'r3 serial titles would he American, although the author cannot 2member

(HJ1N the p 0 lem r.t any lime. American serials wore most easily accessible,

iii to he or excellent quality, and be t represented in the serial i

hand. A large number of useful and good quality American titles. was asnumod to

exist in any

most importa

-id, in fact, usually more than Drexel could afford. Only the

t fore

fr

gn titles were thought to be:morth purchasing and little rno

noy could be spared for them anyhow.

Vent or irandoe staff believed Asian titles to be universally poor, African,

Oceanic and South American titles almost non-existant, European titles excellent,

American titles good and Canadian titles mediocre. Nevertheless, Irandoc was

much less provincial than Drexel in seeking titles from a variety of countries.

Its holdings included representatives of all continents and of countries from

the capitalist, socialist, and developing worlds. Irandoc' first interest was

in selecting Iranian serial titles or at least those aimed at an Iranian audience,

however. Itscollection of Iranian science and social science serial titles was
t.t

quite comprehensive, in fact, a me7jority of all such Iranian titles publisne-

were on its shelves, 350 altogether The fact that It was part of-Irandoc's mis:

sion to index and abstract the better Iranian serial material, the .low or else

free price attvl.e d to most titles, and the responsibility of a central national

government agency to collect, preserve and service local material comprehensive-

ly, since no other agency was doing this, were all reasons for I..andoc's compre-

hensive coverage of it. Of course, Irandoc's coverage of local Tehran titles was

even more comprehensive than was its coverage of Iranian titles as a whole. This

intra-national selectivity was caused by/the lower quality of many provincial ti-

tles as well as by the difficulty of identifying and obtaining them.

-It was doubt \ l -that, Drexel had titles from more than-a dozen countries, mostly

capitalist countries plus the Soviet Union,: nor that other countries provided

more than 5 of it.s total subscription list. The corresponding figures for Iran-

doe were 55-60 countries and 90c,;, Drexel's coverage of American titles was poor

in terms of percentage, perhaps 17; being represented, and presumably only'the

best of the appropriate titles being included. On the other hand, Irandoc sub

oribed to almost 10T; of the appropriate, Iranian titles.
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t.iLlen were received in t,ho,ne langualzo2 and riven some use. Eastern Eurov!an

ware seldom con idered, thoug.t to be rather remote and unintolli-ible,

literature. The Scandinavian counLrion and Pie Ne-nnd to repro -nt this

-therlanda were thought to pubil, primarily in Freneh,,Cielman.or English, so re-

presentation in their own languages was considered unnecessary. Spanish was con-

sidered suspect for the quality of its scientific literature, but the language

itself was not regarded as a selection deterent. Even so, little interest exis-

ted in Latin America or in Spain, so few titles were received, Italian and Por-

tuguese were less useful and were thought to include few first class scientific

titles. Such West Asian languages as Hebrew, Turkish, Greek, and Ordu were not

even considered. Arabic and Persian were unintelligible to staff members and users,

their serial titles unknown, unrepresented and unmissed.

At the Iranian Documentation Centre, language wg5i alit even greater limiting factor.

Persian serial material was of top priority, although its quality was said by Iran-

doc bibliographers to be third rate. This low opinion of its usefulness was al-

most universal and led many Iranian scientists to publish abroad and read foreign

serials only. Afghan Persian language titles, on the other hand, were both hard

to locate-and even harder to defend to Iranians qualitatively. Surprisingly,. Ara-,'

bic language serials were considered to be useless, since only a eery small mi-

nority of educated Iranians could read them. The writing script closely resembled

that of the Persian language, and some words were recognizable, but most of them
were not. Of course, Armenian, Ordu, Kurdish and TUrkish were spoken by small

Iranian minorities, also, but except for Turkish; their scientific literature
441;was almost non-existant, and the demand for material in these languages was nil.

No other East or West Asian languages were read or spoken widely in Iran, so none

were represented more than minimally in serial selection. African langua-esditto.

As for European languages, several staff members and users read French, .so many

serial titles were selected in that language, in which scholarly titles were nu-
merous. In addition to research serials, the CNRS abstract bulletin series was
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even a tenth of the uncr7, If/rondo staff mor,,brr, owever,

rTnntsh, Portuguesd, Dutcl, ;lussian: thd dandinavian languag,.,s ani the East,

ropdan all boin!:, in thi ca,De ory. Only r',orcan and Italin wro re-

prosdnted by more than a few titles, prhal)r, 10-20 for each one or thdm. r,'man

wa21 taurht regularly in certain sec ondar schools, was popular with som technical

sludnts and was Iran's fourth or firth ranking language. Italian was the foreign

1 v;un or many Iranian architects, and was represented in that:field.

Of course, these negative statements about their 1_ .n uaj es do not mean that Asia,

Europe, Africa and the Americas were unrepresented in Irandoe's serial collection.

alrprisingly, numbers of English language serials were published on these conti-

ndnts, and some or them were considered use all enough to be included in serial in-

(!exos. The largest number or titles approved for Irandoc subscription, perhaps

th urths the total, were in Englir-th, and roughly half of them were neither

American nor nritish, but came from any of fifty different, countries.

level was a matter of concern in bothplaces, though in somewhat di fferent---
ways. The Tehran situation was more complicated than the Phildolphia situation,

as should be expected. In Philadelphia, the reading level of most material was

high, aimed at researchers. The faculty and student body were assumed to be cap-

able of understanding it. Of course, m)st recreational material was pitched at a ]:

popular level, and certain useful titles were available at an intermediate level,

but the latter two title groups were in:the minority.

At Irandoc, the percent of serious and scholarly material was even higher. ao-

dition, three other reading level problems existed. First, irandoes user group,

the group whose reading level was in question, was harder than Drexel's to identi-

fy and understand. Drexel had a user group of affiliated', easily definable, and

surveyable faculty members and students. While the majority may not have been

even moderate users, at least they were formally affiliated and looked to Drexel

whenever they needed library service. In contrast, Irandoc had no user group of

any kind in close affiliation. In fact, its user group was almost entirely poten-

tial rather than actual. Though the Centre had institute and ministry staffs to

Perve, they were located ih other buildings and seemed to have little interest in

information service.

Secondly, Iranian students and faculty members had a language reading level prob-

lem. Few of them could read any foreign language well, yet most of the useful

technical material was available only in a foreign language. Iranians who had the



10

pat.i and al v_1(.1 ion--

artiele could 14_, expected to read them at about one third to one halZ the speed

or a r

n.L.711 1 or French languai-,-

Hnglish r French read

Thirdly, almost no Iranians had the strenc th or interst or cepa lity

vtanding the: more advanced research material in any rold, s nee few people were

d('- advanced graduate rescnrch. Nonce, there was point in buying it. A. a
V -

mntter or fact., very littlerosearch'wns 1) in( eaorled on at any level.. Therefore,

Trandoc was required to balance the pre sent. situation amigo t the need to start

acquiring journals of scholarly respectability to support the research anticipa-

ted in a decade or two. A compromise was necessary to exclude those journalS which

would be too advanced even for the next generation, but to include those journals

pitched at more nearly an intermediate level, moderately scholarly, and on more

general rather than very specialized topics. Not only was this compromise diffi-

cult to understand and apply to scholarly journals, but convincing Irandoc bache-

lors and masters degree level bibliographers that their pl,ofessors were capable

of using only elementary western research material was almost impossible, also.

As a matter of fact, thousands of undergraduate Iranian students could hardly un-

derstand elementary professional papers in their major subject fields. They were

seldom required to do very muchireading,!bowever. Of course, to sow extent, it

as true at Drexel, also, that many students had difficulty understanding their

assignments, but it seemed not to have been considered there.

Ascertaining the

matter and reading

Hess of fit" between ,each title and users needs in subject_

.

as difficult in both countries, and matches efine-

able groups not always easy t© locate. Generally, in both countries, academic

and special libraries preferred scholarly to popular level material, -so determi-

nin the content's scholarliness and even the quality of its scholarliness were

of tle selection tas%. In this way, the National (leor2,aphic suffered in cOm-

parison with the Ameri Journal of flea raehl for instance. Public libraries

might lect the National 0eotgraphic, partly for its popularity as well as its

easy reading level, but these factors rarely affected selection positively in

either of the two organizations discussed here. Such American titles as Time

PI- and Life were early irandoc selections, but they were indexed in its

serial indexing services, also. They could be obtained easily by airmail through

a loCal news agent, though in turn, this was due to the popularity of their news-

stand sale.

Data on user needs and interestswas not collected thoroughly in either place, nor

was it easy to predict their future ',I-lifts. At Irandoc, to some extent this was
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faster and movinq; °von further away rom Tehran. Probably

fore their increasIn technical ac,phi n%ication came into

r that before Tehran ntartcd to ovQrr,ake Philadolphta,

A.10 0 gave strong emphasis t o Index and abstract services and to serial iliogra-
T

phie. r, eventually several hundred of them being on the u - 'iption list. ita col-

lection or current index and abstract titles and biblioraphies must have become

one of the most extensive in West Asia. Irandoc needed wide coverage, since its

subject scope was so broad, and abstract and index services were not only the most

basic and useful types of material in these fields, but, at least for certain pur-

poses each of these fields was reasonably well.reperesented by this type of ma-
,

terial. Further, if Irandoc's serial budget was to be restricted, as it probably

would be Bonner or later due to mercurial Iranian government policies, these were

the titles to which subscription must be retained, after all else had been can-.

celled. The reference librarians could carry on literature searches and SDI pro-

jects from this material only. International library loan photocopies of entire

papers could be obtained easily by airmail from CAS in Paris, the American NL4,

NAL, and the British NLL. The Tehran Book -Processing Centre national bibliography

collection supplemented this abstract and index collection for book material.

Drexel did not particularly emphasize bibliographic, index or abstract titles,
'-

though certainly seVeral dozen if the chief titles in the fields of primary inte-

rest were to be found on its lubxeription list. Basic and heavily used indexes

were housed on special index tables in the reference and public catalog area
. ,

where they could be located easilyt,.However, there was some suspicion on the

staff that certain of the new index and abstract journals each year overlapped

considerably with existing indexes. Several of them were thought to cost too

much and others in certain specialized science fields were expected to receive,-

so little use from students and faculty members aa, ci be hardly worth acquiring.

Coverage of a serial's contents in the library's serial index or abstract jour-

nals was Very,important and determined purchase status for many titles. Index

service Cols-&"d the use to be expected or a title. Further, such a listing:

separated out one title from others in indicating an editorial board's-good opin-
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cavrind out primarily in serial indc tha non-indexed tit,1 had lit-

1 A Of bcin.; lint. even for a tdblio(Lraphy in its own nul

lion not so cov were to nomc cxtcnt lost. AlintracicA material, and, to some

oxtcnt even indexed

and abstrac

serial, could be "read" quickly just by roadie the listings

journal stood on citation count lists was siunificant, alno, in showing

the impact or citability or its Pr1P0_- floth-index status and citation count

were useful items of information -in the two countries, though they were

given more attention in Iran than in the U3A. Each library needed bibliographic

material because it was of such basic importance in 1.ectIon, acquisition, and

reference work. In fact, this `arias probably the most basic serial material of all.

Accuracy and dependability of the ial's contents were important in each count-

ry, but were difficult to evaluate in each country, also. Doth Drexel and Iran-

doe hialore or less -well trained subject specialist reference and bibliographic

staff members to carry out the evaluations. Drexel subject specialists averaged

a bachelors degree in their subject fields, and a masters degree in library

science, while Irandoc's subject specialists averaged a masters degree in their

subject fields and no course work in library science. The national contrast

could be seen most clearly when we attempted to chose American serials for u

in Iran and Iranian serials for use in America. Each library had an advantage

over the other in evaluating the accuracy and dependability of titles in its

own country. Obviously, this.left Irandoc the worse off of the two organizations,

howeverm because it needed hundreds of American titles, while Drexel needed very

few Iranian titles.

The representation of a variety of viewpoints, conservative and liberal, hi to-

. rical and modern, for and against, international and local, popuar and scholarly

was often an important factor for consideration at Drexel, seldom lal andoc.

American democratic principles emphasized book selection freedom and the importance

of full representation for both side of any argument. In Iran, a variety of

viewpoints existed on many social and political subjects, but they were not much

,di.soussed, conformity to official views being expected. For instance, varying

attitudes existed toward communist countries, and the ideas of serial selection

fairness toward them and curiosity about them were present but were rather dimly

perceived. Foreign political problems did not concern Iranians very much.
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terial was officially frowned upon by the national government in naoh country.

lonerally, Drexel was freer thaD,Trandec to select material but seldom felt that

IL needed such freedom. itc parent institution and sturient body were relative_

ly conservative, and.facul_y members seldom assi led controversial material. Iran-

doe, on the other hand, had a security police officer on the staff to chock. activi-

tins, but nonsorship or all kinds was more potential than actual. We had no

trouble retaining a few pro-Chinese communist title subscriptions. Howevc

tionalistic Kurdish material was piled on the discard shelves rather than being

made available to the public. Censorship of sexually sophisticated material was

not a problem in either city, though little of it was received.

Publishers' reputation was a frequent concern in the USA. Some titles were refuse

where this reputation was poor and other titles purchased automatically Urerc it

was excellent. Since most of its titles were American, Drexel stood a good chance

of being able to evaluate publishers. The reputations of foreign serial publi-

-re much harder to evaluate, though of less consequence, also, because so

'ow foreign titles were obtained. Serial publishers reputations were much better

In the USA than in Iran. High levels of serial content aeduracy and dependabili-

ty were factors in any title's favor, and were common in the USA, just as sensa-

tionalism and proof reading errors were common in Iran. Many Iranian titles com-

pounded their own poor reputations by appearing at irregular and undependable in-

tervals.

The publisher's reputation seemed loss discriminatory for Iran than for the USA,

however, because of IrandocTs comprehensive selection of Iranian serial titles.

Here, publishers' reputation was more important for foreign titles. In many coup

rigs, it was difficult for Irandoc to guess repute, since few of its staff mem-

bers knew the Polish publishing world, for instance, or-the UAR scholarly journal

situation. Usually, guess work was necessary. Of course, at Irandoc and Drexel,

most university, recc arch °enter and national documentation center and-riattormi:

doclumcniat.lon-aantro publications were assumed to be reliable and probably sig-
nificant. Government agency publications were assumed to be reliable. For the

USA, the UK, and to some extent for France, some publisher's repute information

s available on the Irandoc staff, so selo tion took this knowledge into consi-

deration.

Deliberately, Irandoc stopped rots ive serial purchasing h 1960, except
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Drexel had no policy ealw.,t retrospec-

most of the older volum- , needed

were already on itn shelves. In this instance, institutional practice s rah qu

similar between countries, but for different reasons. Further, Drexel tended

to think in terms of complete retrospective Cilos for every serial title, per-

haps reflecting the influence of American accreditation standards. Iranloc stet

members know they were unlikely to have the budget to acquire thousands of older

baekfilo volumes, so restricted the vast majority of their purchase to subscrip-

tions beginning with the current year, usually 1969 or 1970. Irandoc emphasized

breadth and currency of coverage with little depth, whereas Drexel emphasized depth
in certain fields of strong emphasis. Trandoc assumed it would be able to supple-

ment its holdings by obtaining hack issues not on hand from other Iranian. or fo-

reign sources in its inter-library loan system participation. To some extent,

Drexel assumed the same thing, of course.

As its budget was reduced, price was increasingly important in Irandoc's conside-

rations and was not overlooked at Drexel, either. Price was always a factor to

measure usefulness against, both for an expensive title like Chemical Abstracts

and for a free title like Borden views. Each organization refused opporuni-
ties to subscribe for this reason. Those titles published by Springer Verlag,

instance, were noted in both cities always to be expensive and often concentra-

ted on specialized research topics, though they were always of good quality, also.

Generally, American and German titles were most expensive, and Indian, Pakistani,
and Iranian cheapest.

A much higher percent of Irandoc's than of Drexel's titles were received free of
charge, perhaps 40;1 vs. 10. Both local and foreign titles came in this manner.
However, in this connection, it must be pointed out that there was a significant
difference in the quality of the two serial collections, also. Not only _id Drex-
el have many more expensive basic source titles of high quality than did Irandoc,
IAIL it had a much richer back file collection, also. Drexel and Irandoc overlap

in specific serial title subscriptions was hard to estimate but may_have reached
one third. Neither library Lad exchange serials of high quality to offer otter
lib _rios, though Irandoc exploited its longer exchange list much more heavily
than Drexel did.

VOrit titles were obtained on paper In both places, though each organintion had
some microfilwubs- ptions for current volumes. Drexel had the larger number
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el had microca

nonnnn, purtodicalo were the most numerous of nurial ii:/o In both initu-

tios and were the most valualde, also. Continuations were represeniJA in both

places, however, and made-up pernaps,a :lixti,-pfDrexcl's and a fourtH of Tr

ciao''s serial titles. There seemed to be little difference botwnen the continua-
,.

tio= of i.I two organiza ons, r ccrpl, -f'or Crancloo larryin nol 1-nt nn them

,fma a Treater Vaviet:/ or countries but from Cower subject fields, alno. The

Fencralizations already given for serials in general applied to them equally.

Drexel received newspapers from three or four European capitals as well as Phila-

delphia, New York and two or three other American cities. Irandoc received Ka-

bul, Karachi, London, Paris, Rome, Berlin and New York newspapers, in addition

to a dozen or so papers in three languages from Tehran. Each library had a satis-

factory foreign representation in this category of material, but Irandoc had a

much stronger local representation than Drexel did.

In their government publications collections, the two centers were quite diffe-

rent. Drexel was a partial depository for US. government documents and took a

small minority of them. Aside from several British HMSO and UN publications

few other government publications were obtained. Irandoc, on the other handi

made a strong effort to acquire all Iranian government documents and started

to prepare a comprehensive index to them. In fact, its collection was expec-
60

ted to be Tran's,apstcomprehensive, and its index to he only one in existance.
L

Irandoc purehased-aiecured free or Charge several hundred HMSO GPO, Austral,.-

ian, South African and UN government publioatiomseries fitting into its subje

fielda%

w that the description and juxtaposition'of Drexel University Library and Iran-

ian Documentation Centre serial selection policies'have been completed, their

analysis and comparison may begin. We must select from the data given above on

te'two'organizations those similarities which seem significant. Contrasts are

useless here and insignificant or derivative similarities little better. Also,

the important similarities should be explainable in terms of the social and cul-

tural backgrounds frorg which they spring, or else in terms of the professional

theories of the two organizations. Similarities not explainable in such general

rms will be of little value to scholars wishing to search for them in other
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01n1 a ovor Ihe da!a hove is neQdcri re-, 1 t.hat 'wo lih-

ra seri ll selec(.1on policies w were more differen,, r,hrii alike. Of course, t!oir

sponsoring orr oni zations were different. In many ways, also. r)f-ooursel-ovhis plen-
.

titudo of differences makes comparai.ive simpler, but leaves few similari-

ties for se -ions consideration, also.

It. I to pick out; a few minor areas in which Dr.xel-Trandoo policies 149

milar, but often it is unclear whether or not these areas were professionally or

sociall significant. An example is tte importance of library and information

fence serial material to both omanizations. Erich one was concerned with

ving a library school and with providing a good collection of material In its

professional staff members' own field. Both felt obligated to develop t., deve-

lop the. best library and information science collections in their geographic areas.

In neither case was ti -ire another such strong and active collection nearby. What

serial or professional variables was this factor associated with? It seems to

have related to the absence of any other organization which could be depended on to

provide this literature. Marther, since their own subject field was increasing

rapidly in complexity and breadth, each set of staff members felt a practical

need to acquire its literature conscientiously and maintain contact with new pro-

fession 1 ideas. In each country, most libraries were specialized by subject- field

or else by scholarly level, and library science was not one of their immediate

concerns. Finally, it is clear that some modern librarians tended to look after

their own interests first when building a serial collection,

Another -1 ilarity worth nothing was each o AnizatiOn's consciousness of the im-

portance of depending on other organizations for serial service assistance. They

carried on some inter-library loan activity and were reasonably content to allow

serial selection to be limited budgetarily in the knowledge that many titles

could he borrowed from other librarles. Each organization was aware of modern

information systems and network thinking and of the increasing dependence on each

other of nations and people generally as well as libraries individually. Of course,
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21 ideas can be found in every country and or nization where coop:Tat on and

mason informaLion tlJnking are well-known. prohab1, Drexel and Trandoc were -

fluenced generally by tho Anglo-American library concepts dominant in count-

ries.

In surve:;il other minor similarities, we might mention the rather remarkable es-

timate for the serial subscription list overlap, 37);-c In this respedt, prol-.ahly

the desire for American serials in many of the same subject fields brought the

two institutions together. American serials were of relatively high qualit- and

most of the serial index and abstract services in which they were covered were

American titles, also. No doubt the presence of American influence in both orF ;a-

nization.s wa,s a cause of further similarities.

ally, we come to what seems to be the most significant Drexel- Trandoe simila-

rity, that, first and foremost, each library bought local serials. 5v local =er

ials is meant primarily material from each library's own-country, but secondari-

ly, material from each library's own city. Within its subject fields, Irandoc's

coverage of Iranian, particularly of Tehran titles, was comprehensive, while at

the same time Drexel's coverage of American titles was as comprehensive as i

budret would allow. Certainly, Drexel's coverage of Philadelphia titles was quite

good, also, probably better than that Of any non-Philadelphia library.

1f!, Was such localism a common characteristic between these two organizations?

This similarity must relate to the librarian's concern for serving his local

clientele well, and part of such service-required selection of a large number of

local serial titles. Probably such a concern was common in many countries. In

most libraries, certain local serials could be expected to rank among the libra-

ry- most popular titles. Often, this popularity was due to user familiarity

with them and to their inclusion of interesting local personal and institutional

papers-and news. The desire to keep up with events and people in the immediate

vicinity was an important motive. Of course, localism was a part of heritage

preservation and of the nationalistic approach to librarianship generally. In

each country, familiarity related strongly to language fluency, also, and per-

aps even, to some extent, to the higher cost and delayed receipt of most fo-

reign material. The ease of obtaining local material as contrasted with the diffi-

culty of obtaining foreign material- was another influential factor in both count-

ries. Drexel would have had difficulty defending the idea of bringing in large

numbers of foreign titles in preference to high quality American subscriptions.

It was the opposite in Iran, however, with the Iranian librarian's lack of pride
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in cOn -moray. Trait met,i mp ler ri i tit h ire Lo ir,norc much lower ol local

matorial, in fipiLe or thin ambivalence toward Iran, there wan n logical reanon

Trallan titles could 1'e found in Trandoe's collection. Jrandoc's

Live coverage of them was not due to a hif4n opinion of their" but to its a Jump=

t, ion of responsibility for indexing, abstracting and preserving them, in the ab-

sence o' other libraries carrying out this function.

What can he the final conclusion of this comparison? Regrettably, the absence
_of the data and analyses needed to support an objective study have severly li-

mited its effectiveness. Briefly, however, two conclusions may be 14 ted. The
influence of nationalism on serial subscription policies in Iran and America
must be recognized, Probably it is comMon in libraries over the world to find

large numbers of local titles on hand. Also, whenever local pride or nationali

and strong library service ideas are combined, then a rich representation of

local serials may be expected, as a way of providing good service to local users.

6.29.71


