e il

selections. The verification of titles, the ordering of Library
of Congress cards for bibliographical information, the finding
of prices, etc., were time-consuming details. Manuseript com-

ime to Septem-
Fourteen of the shorter sections of the list were issued
and distributed by the Carnegie Corporation in August, The ree
maining sections were distributed about the first of Ootober.

The list has certein limitations. Tt does not pre-
tend to be complete or exhaustive in any division of any sub-
jeet. The needs of the graduate student and the research worker
were ruled out at the start. It consciously tries to include
only those books which the undergraduate student could reason-
ably be expected to use in the pursuit of his work in courses
commonly offered in the various liberal arts colleges. Even
with so definite an aim as this there have been complications
and there are inequalities.

What, for example, about works in foreign languages?
In most of our colleges few undergraduates read with facility
technical works in foreign languages. The mathematician, how-
ever, may feel that it is essential for the advanced under-
graduate student in mathematics to have access to books and
journals in at least French and German. The botanist, on the
other hand, may feel that works in English are enough. The

practical solution ha® to be a compromise. Or where, for
another example, shall we draw the line on t

-

Another difficulty has been the actual number of
titles to be listed for each subject. The Advisory Group was
emphatic in its wish to keep away from specific numbers--this

is not, for €Xemple, a list of the best five hundred books on
philc=ophy. The most definite statement that was made that

the list should ineclude only those titles which the collebora-
tor regarded as essentisl or highly desirable for the proper
conduct of undergraduate teaching in his subject. This state-
ment naturally gave a considerable leeway to contributors,
especially to all (and this bars out few college teachers)
enthusiasts about their own subjectw. In an attempt to estab-
lish some sort of measuring stick the compiler sent to about
twenty college librarians a statement of the project and a
request for a distribution of 12,000 titles among the various
subjects included. The results of this distribution showed
remarkable variations. For example, the number of books to be
allotted to chemistry ranged from 90 to 680; to political sci-
ence, from 200 to 1,000; to French, from 100 to.l,}oo. The
number of periodieal titles showed the same variation-~-chemistry,
economics, and education all reanging from 2 to 20; history, from
2 to 253 zo8logy, from 1 to 20. The averages, however, yielded
what seemed to the compiler fairly reasonable figures, amd it

is interesting to note that the printed list does not show a
great margin of departure from these ETerager,




