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Student Reading at Savannah State

College Library

By Luella Hawkins, Althea M. Williams,

and Madeline G. Harrison*

Introduction

Circulation figures can never tell the full story of li-

brary usage. As a criterion for evaluation they can be
questioned—How many of the books withdrawn were ac-

tually read? How many were withdrawn for the use of

others? Who is a reader? Waples has aptly stated a defi-

nition for a reader as apart from a borrower of books

:

"The essence of reading is a synthesis between reader
and book. Reading presupposes one's avidity to listen;

it is the ability to recreate a book in his own mind, the
faculty to discover, to accept, or to reject the personal
message it has for himself . . . Reading is not an end in

itself." 1

Although circulation figures, borrowers, or readers
can be defined or interpreted in a multitude of ways, the
fact still remains that in many instances circulation figures
are the chief means of testing what a library is doing in a
quantitative if not a qualitative way. Various libraries have
a number of ways of recording the use of the library. One
will have all open stacks; consequently, no use is counted
unless the material is taken from the library. Another will

have closed stacks. Yet another will maintain semi-closed
stacks.

Savannah State College Library might be placed in the
latter category. The shelves are semi-open. Any student
may go to the stacks by securing a permit at the desk. If

a person wishes to check a book for use in the reading room
and not just peruse it in the stacks, a slip is made for it and
left at the desk. Reserve books are circulated from the
desk. Virtually all use of material is recorded.

Savannah State College is an undergraduate college
with an enrollment of 839 regular students and 62 night
school students for the spring quarter 1955-1956. The li-

brary has a book collection of 23,043 volumes and sub-
scriptions to 301 magazines and newspapers. It is the pur-
pose of this library to fulfill at least to a degree the objec-

*The writers are indebted to Mrs. Sylvia E. Bowen for assistance in

preparation of this manuscript.
1 Douglas Waples, et al., "What Reading Does to People." (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1940), p. 82.
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tives recently listed by Arthur T. Hamlin, Executive Secre-
tary of the Association of College and Reference Libraries

:

"It should assist classroom instruction by providing
the necessary study and reference materials. It should
provide the means for the teaching staff to keep up
with developments in their fields, etc. Above and be-
yond these important functions it is recognized that,

the library should encourage students to use books in-

dependently as a means to the acquisition of knowledge,
not only during the college years but after, and to co-

operate with the faculty in developing student interests

in general reading." 2

Thus are set the librarian's goals. The instructor, too,

would do well to look toward these goals. He is in a position

of influence and leadership. His recommendations concern-
ing particular books which will make for good reading bear
considerably more weight with students than the same com-
ments from a librarian. The instructor and the librarian

should combine forces to get past the indifference toward
books and reading often shown by many college students.

A. Scott Powell's study, sponsored by the Carnegie
Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching, was con-
ducted at eleven Negro college and university libraries in

an effort to ascertain reading interests of 366 students and
the relationship of these interests in developing and stimu-
lating reading. The study was based on questionnaires
sent in equal proportion to students in each of four academic
classifications, academic standing, or intelligence levels and
both sex divisions. No signatures were attached.

"Despite the fact these students obviously held books
in esteem and placed a degree of value on them, com-
petitive activities of a more social and dynamic nature
lead their list of personal preferences. Yet during mo-
ments of stress and personal needs books held a place
among choice resources to which these students would
venture for assistance." 3

All this makes one wonder if the library on the college

campus is a necessity as a service and educational unit. No
one will deny that it should be the heart or the intellectual

center of the campus. The question is, are the students of

the college making use of this center?

;Arthur T. Hamlin, "The Role of the College Library in Adult Read-
ing" in the Yearbook of the National Society for the Study of Educa-
tion. 55th Yearbook, Part II (Chicago: The University of Chicago
Press, 1956), p. 141.

;A. Scott Powell, "Reading Interests of 366 College Students", The
Journal of Negro Education, 23, no. 2 (Spring 1954) p. 184.
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Survey of the Literature

Numerous factual studies have been made of the use
of the library by students. In 1940 Harvie Branscomb re-

leased one of the most significant publications on this sub-
ject. 4 In addition to several studies that were completed
by the writer for the book, there is a collection of data on
all the more important studies of this type that had been
made up until that time. They embrace the publications by
Waples for the North Central Association in which thirty-

five colleges were studied; 5 McDiarmid's study of the read-
ing of undergraduates in seven liberal arts colleges; 6 Harry
L. Johnson's study of five college libraries; 7 Eurich's study
of the use of the library of the University of Minnesota. 8

Ralph A. Parker's study of the general circulation of the
University of Texas library. 9 These several studies were
summarized and compared. Conclusions were drawn from
the 51 institutions and over 20,000 students involved.

Since the appearance of Branscomb's book, no similar
comprehensive studies have been made. However, several
theses have been written on reading in specific colleges.
Janeway's study in 1944 measured undergraduate student
use of the University of Illinois Library. 10 Todd made a
study in 1948 on the non-reserve book reading of under-
graduate students of the University of Missouri; 11 and in

1954 Grovenstein studied the quantity and variety of vol-
untary reading of students at the Georgia State College
for Women. 12

Purpose of The Study

The staff of the Savannah State College Library carries
out a continuous process of evaluating the resources and
services of the library. Since no evaluation of a library is

'Harvie Branscomb, "Teaching With Books" (Chicago: American Li-
brary Association, 1940), 239.
"'Douglas Waples, et al., "The Library", in Evaluation of Higher In-
stitutions, No. 4, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1936).

"E. W. McDiarmid, "Conditions Affecting the Use of the College Li-
brary", Library Quarterly, V (1935).

7 Harry L. Johnson, "A Study of the Use of Five College Libraries"
(Unpublished Master's Thesis, University of Iowa, 1938).

SA. C. Eurich, "Student Use of the Library", Library Quarterly, III

(1933).
!,Ralph H. Parker, "An Analysis of Circulation at the Main Desk of
the University of Texas Library from October to December, 1934."
(Austin: University of Texas), 19p.

I0Ray Curtis Janeway, "The Technique of Measuring Student Use of
the University Library Through Circulation Records" (Unpublished
Master's thesis, University of Illinois, 1944.)

1
' Ann McKinley Todd, "Undergraduate Reading at the University of
Missouri" (Unpublished Master's thesis, University of Chicago,
1948).

'-Catherine Gangwer Grovenstein, "The Influence of Background on
Student Voluntary Reading" (Unpublished Master's thesis, Emory
University, 1954).



complete without a study of the use made of these resources,
limited studies on this phase of the library have also been
made. However, no detailed comparative work on library
usage has been undertaken.

Since the difference between the library that is merely
a little-used service unit and the one that is truly a func-
tional department of a college can often be measured in

the use of the resources, the library staff decided to study
the problem. The several phases of the problem studied
were instructor use of reserve books ; classes of books most
used by the students; materials used for recreational read-
ing; correlation, if any, between scholarship standing and
library usage. In short, who uses what and why? It is

hoped that the information presented will assist instructors
in their preparation of future course work and guide the
librarians in their purchase of materials.

Procedure

During a six week period, April 12 — May 23, 1956, a
careful count was recorded of all use of library materials.
This period was selected because it began after the usual
first-of-the-quarter rush before textbooks are available, and
it ended before the last minute dash to complete research
papers. For reserve books, "in library", and 14-day circu-

lation, daily records were kept for each student and each
instructor. For convenience, the "in library" circulation has
been included in the reserve book statistics. Incidentally,

instructors were not informed that such records were being
kept.

The Registrar's Deficiency and Honor Lists were used
to set up the scholarship groups used in this study. All stu-

dents in the Deficiency List whose averages for the Spring
quarter were 1.00 were eliminated from the group. Those
receiving "I" or Incompletes were also thrown out. The
Honor Roll for the spring quarter does not list graduating
seniors, hence the study eliminates the few who would
otherwise be included. Information on class enrollments
was obtained from the Dean of Faculty.

Findings
Circulation

In order to give a full picture of the use of the library

during the stated period, total statistics have been pre-

pared. Table 1 indicates the total book use by class num-
ber. The mean number of books borrowed per student was
3 from the general collection and 3.9 from the reserves.

Equated to a full academic year the figures would be 18
and 23.4 respectively.
I

A wide range of from 10.28 to 21.76 for the general col-
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TABLE 1

CLASS NUMBER U-DAY RESERVE PERSONAL*
000 48 309 77
100 158 113 11
200 58 53 7

300 1,010 1,663 108
400 38 13 4

500 269 215 20
600 275 441 15
700 170 230 18
800 234 106 29
900 263 421 19

Fie. 262 40

Total 2,785 3,564 348

**Average per Student 3 3.9 0.38

Average per Student
equated to full

academic year 18 23.4 2.28

: Books used for non-class or recreational reading. The total of books
borrowed here not to be considered as additional loans as the circula-

tion has been tabulated under 14-day column.
:Based on enrollment of 901.

lection was found as the average in Branscomb's13 investi-

gation. He generalized that the average student will with-
draw from the general collection 12 books and from the
reserves 50 to 60 volumes during the academic year. Jane-
way 14 supported these figures in his study.

The Savannah State College average for the general
collection is somewhat above the 12 set by Branscomb, but
considerably below the 50 or 60 volumes set for the reserves.

One factor that should be noted is that since Branscomb's
study was made some years ago, there has been a trend
toward wider use of multiple titles and decreased use of
few titles as represented in th© reserve collection.

Although the Savannah student average falls com-
fortably between the extremes 10.28 and 21.76 reported by
Branscomb, concern should be shown. Increased use of
the general collection should be stressed. This is particu-
larly true where non-class or recreational reading is con-
cerned. Table 1 shows that during the school year the
average student at Savannah State College borrowed slight-
ly more than 2 books for unassigned or non-class reading.
These findings are not peculiar to these students; they have
been reported in numerous studies. As far as recreational
reading goes, most college students can find their counter-
parts in those studied by Powell 15 and described earlier in
this paper.

13 Branscomb, op. cit., p. 27.
14Janeway, op. cit., pp. 13-14.
15Powell, op. cit., p. 184.
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Although the reserve collection is not as extensive
or as widely used as it was once, it is interesting to analyze
the departmental use of the books placed there. The re-

sources of the Savannah State College Library are limited

;

consequently, instructors often find it necessary to reserve
books that should be in the general collection. A better
picture of departmental use of library resources can be
drawn at Savannah State than would be possible in a library

TABLE 2

USE OF RESERVED BOOKS BY DEPARTMENTS
APRIL 12 -- MAY 23, 1956

05

©
t~

DEPARTMENT
«

"8

2 ©} W ^, CC -~ «c CC
s-Jfi 2 8 e-^-g S-^§ © M © <» -W © ^

£5 o © =0 © © <»

Biology 3 128 133 1.03
Business 2 83 11 0.13
Chemistry 1 18 5 0.27
Economics 1 67 156 2.32
Education 1

9 666 881 1.32
Fine Arts 5 236 168 0.71
Home Economics 2

3 101 173 1.71
Languages
and Literature 10 534 393 0.73

Mathematics
and Physics 6 325 58 0.14

Health and Physical
Education 3

5 445 174 0.39
Social Science 9 614 1,227 1.99
Trades and

Industries 3 109 27 0.24
Total 57 3,326 3,406* 1.02 (Average)

1 Personal Orientation classes are included here.
2 Night classes are not included here as they give no college credit.
3 Includes gym classes.

*This figure is 158 less than that reported in Table 1 as the borrowers
did not indicate the names of the instructors for whom the books were
being used.

with extensive holdings. Table 2 shows how each depart-
ment used the reserve books.

It is difficult to say whether few books were used in

some cases because assignments were made but not followed
up, or because very light assignments were made. What-
ever the cause behind the sometimes, low figures, the pic-

ture itself is quite clear. As perhaps would be expected in

a teacher-training institution, the education department has
the largest number in enrollment of the classes which used
reserve books. But its total per student use was only 1.32.

It should be noted that one instructor whose total enroll-
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ment was 52 used 427 books, making his per student use

8.21. This number of books used by one instructor is equal

to almost 50 per cent of the total number of books used by
nine instructors.

Contrary to what may have been expected, the depart-

ment of Languages and Literature, with the largest num-
ber of instructors using the library, and the third largest

enrollment, actually used only 0.73 books per student. In

this case the humanities failed to live up to the usual expec-
tations. The Social Science department, which covers a

wide range of information and 614 students, used the larg-

est number of books. Here the per student use of 1.99 is

still not too representative for courses which are generally
labeled reading courses. The Economics department used
the largest number of books per student (2.32). Only one
instructor is employed here. The departments making the
least use (per student) include some which have laboratory
courses—Business, Mathematics and Physics, Chemistry,
Trades and Industries. Laboratory courses generally use
less library materials than others. Often instructors check
out materials for laboratory libraries. One instructor in

Trades and Industries maintains a rather extensive collec-

tion of reading materials. Most are withdrawn from the
Library for the entire school year.

Broadus reminds us that it is not to be expected that
library objectives in the humanities will be the same as

those in the sciences. However, it is most important that
every department in the college should develop some ob-
jectives with regard to the library experiences of its stu-

dents. 16

Scholarship Standing and Library Usage

Teachers and librarians often suggest the idea that the
grades a student makes are directly influenced by the
amount of reading he does for the course. This may or

may not be a true statement. At any rate, there are so

many immeasurable factors including the actual use made
of the books that the statement is always open to debate.

TABLE 3

USE OF GENERAL AND RESERVE COLLECTIONS BY
HONOR STUDENTS AT SAVANNAH STATE COLLEGE,

APRIL 12 - MAY 23, 1956

Number of 11+ day Per student Reserve Per student
Class students books withdrawals books withdrawals

Senior 10 18 1.80 39 3.90

Junior 23 206 8.95 162 7.00

Sophomore 29 132 4.55 180 6.20

Freshman 31 127 4.09 126 4.06

Total 93 483 5.19 507 5.45

1 "Robert N. Broadus, "The College Student and the Library," Peabody
Journal of Education, XXX, No. 4 (January, 1956), 218.
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Nevertheless, such statistics do lend themselves to compari-
sons and so are analyzed in this study.

Table 3 gives the use of the library by the honor stu-
dents. Although the group of 93 was only 10.4 per cent of
the total enrollment of the College, they used 17.3 per cent
of the general books circulated and 14.2 per cent of the
reserve books withdrawn. The mean number of volumes
borrowed (equated to an academic year) was 31.14 from the
general collection and 32.7 from the reserves. The over-all
totals were 18 and 23.4 respectively.

TABLE 4

STUDENTS MAKING MOST USE AND NO USE OF THE LIBRARY*
GROUPED ACCORDING TO SCHOLARSHIP

(APRIL 12 -- MAY 23, 1956)

Scholarship Group Number
in Group

Most Use** No Use
Number Per Cent Number \fer Cent

Honor, 3.00 -- 2.00

Average 1.99 - 1.00

Deficient, Below 1.00

93
615
135

34
170
24

36.5

27.6
17.7

8 8.6

60 9.8

51 37.8

*Total Use of Library (Reserve, In-Library, General collection.)

•*Most use, 10 or more volumes.

Table 4 analyzes library use and non-use of the three
scholarship groups—honor, average, and deficient. The
percentage of honor students making the most use of the
library was more than twice as high as that for the defi-

cient students. Conversely, more than four times as many
deficient students as honor students found no need for the
resources of the library. The average group fell less than
10 points under the honor group in using 10 or more books.
The gap was almost closed between these groups in the
"No-use" column.

Several interesting figures were seen in the process of

gathering the data for the above table. The largest num-
ber of books checked by any one person during the period
of study was 70. These books were withdrawn by a fresh-

man student on the deficiency list. The second largest

number was 62, used by a sophomore, and the third largest

number was 52 withdrawn by a sophomore, also. The aver-
ages of these last two students were 2.00 and 1.44 respec-
tively.

In general, the conclusion can be drawn that there is

an apparent relationship between scholarship expressed by
grade-point averages, and the amount of reading of the
students at Savannah State College. The better students
tend to read more books per capita. The poor students "ap-
peared either to read too much or not to profit from their

reading." These findings are supported by those of Jane-
way 17 and Todd ls

.

17Janeway, op. cit., pp. 13-14.
18Todd, op. cit., p. 89.
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Pursuing this finding even further, the writers set up
tables to show the extent of "negligible" and "good or most
use" of both the general and reserve collections by honor
and deficient students. These groups were used because
the numbers represented were manageable for this limited
study and because they represented the two extremes—all

others are in the middle and can be classed as average.

Since Table 5 and Table 6 are extensions of data pre-

sented in previous tables, they will not be analyzed for
comparisons of books withdrawn by the honor and deficient

students. Instead, the classification of the students in rela-

tion to the books withdrawn will be considered. In Table
5 the senior students counted were not graduating at the
end of the quarter. Several of them were doing practice
teaching or laboratory work during the period of this study

;

consequently, they did not have too much opportunity or
need, perhaps, to use the resources of the library. This fact

should be considered in the analysis.

Table 5 also shows that the percentage of honor stu-

dents making negligible use of the general and reserve col-

lections drops as the student progresses from the freshman
to the junior year. The percentage for the seniors can be
attributed to the factor noted above. Conversely, the per-
centage of students who made most use of the general books
increased as the student moved up The exception, of course,
is the senior class. No set progression pattern can be seen
for these same students where reserve books are concerned.
The peak here is reached in the sophomore year; and the
percentage of freshman borrowers is somewhat higher than
that for the juniors. However, when the whole picture is

studied, the fact becomes clear that as the honor student
at Savannah State College progresses he tends to borrow
more books from the library. Other investigators have
noted the same general trend.

The deficient students represented in Table 6 exhibit
more erratic behavior. The few senior students included
present the same problem as those in Table 5. The percent-
age of juniors making negligible use of general collection
was lower than that for the sophomore or freshman classes.

But the sophomores ran up a higher percentage of negli-
gible use than the freshmen. The only significant fact about
the negligible use of the reserves by the deficient students
is that the junior, sophomore, and freshman classes are
separated by only a small percentage point. The deficient
students fell in the pattern generally followed by the honor
students in only one category—"most use" of the reserve
collection. Generally, there was no relationship shown be-
tween classification and number of withdrawals by the de-
ficient students.
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Summary

The circulation statistics of the Savannah State College
Library have been used to secure data on the total with-

drawals by students, mean average use, departmental use

of reserve books, amount of recreational reading of the

students, and "most use" and "no use". The Honor List

and the Deficiency List issued by the Registrar were used to

study the correlation between scholarship standing and
library usage. From analyses of these several sources of

data the following conclusions were reached.

During the academic year, the average student at Sa-

vannah State College borrows 18 books from the general
collection and 23.4 from the reserve books. The former is

slightly above the average found by other investigators,

but the latter is considerably below.

Students do not spend much time per year in reading
for recreational purposes. Slightly more than 2 books were
withdrawn by the average student for this type of reading.

A few instructors make extensive use of the reserve
book collection. Many make only token use of these vol-

umes. Some of the courses generally labeled reading
courses did not make representative use of the books placed
on reserve.

In general, there is an apparent relationship between
scholarship expressed by grade-point averages and the
amount of reading done by the students at Savannah State

College.

As the honor student at Savannah State College pro-

gresses from the freshman to the junior year he tends to

borrow more books from the library. No such clear picture
could be drawn for the deficient students. The behavior
here was erratic.

The findings support most of the conclusions reached
in previous investigations.
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