
Surveying the Damage: 
Academic Library Serial Cancellations 
1987-88 through 1989-90 
Tina E. Chrzastowski and Karen A. Schmidt 

A longitudinal study of serial cancellations was conducted by analyzing the 
cancellation lists between 1987 and 1990 from five midwestern libraries of the 
Association of Research Libraries. TI1e study was designed to test the primary 
hypothesis that large academic libraries, faced with the same negative impacts on 
their budgets, are cancelling the same or similar types of serials. Tizis hypothesis 
was disproved. Results of the study showed that, of 6,503 cancelled titles, only 281 
(4 percent) were cancelled at more than one library, resulting in 6,222 (96 percent) 
unique title cancellations within this survey. Results also provide an overall profile 
of the at-risk journal. An additional survey of collection development officers gives 
insight into the cancellation decision-making process. TI1e impact on serial collec­
tions in research libraries is also explored. 

II erial cancellations have be­
come a regular and anticipated 
event in many academic librar­
ies. Reports and studies of 

shrinking collections have appeared in the 
literature and have been summarized by 
Ann Okerson and the Association of Re­
search Libraries (ARL), among others.1 

Most of these studies have focused on 
serial prices and publisher practices and 
have shown how purchasing power for 
libraries has diminished or how prices 
have escalated over time.2 Data from 
these studies demonstrate the effects of 
serial cost increases on specific libraries 
or specialized collections within librar­
ies and point to problems with specific 
publishers. These studies do not look at 

cancellations in a collective way or seek 
to interpret the effect such wide-ranging 
cancellations may be having on our com­
bined serial collection profiles. 

The depth and breadth of the serial 
cancellations wave that began in 1987 
have reportedly devastated some librar­
ies throughout the United States and 
seem likely to change the complexion of 
research library collections in the fu­
ture.3 Because of the persistence of con­
ditions leading to cancellations, librarians 
need to look collectively at library serial 
cancellations on a regional or national 
level. The interconnections that libraries 
of all types and sizes have made to facil­
itate resource sharing, answer reference 
questions, ·and enhance broad-based 

Tina E. Chrzastowski is Chemistry Librarian and Karen A. Schmidt is Acquisitions Librarian at the 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801. The authors wish to acknowledge the 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign (UIUC) Library's Research and Publication Committee, 
which provided support for the completion of the research reported in this paper. The Committee on 
Institutional Cooperation and former WUC University Librarian David Bishop provided additional 
financial support. Shu Pei, graduate assistant on this project, and Lisa German, UIUC Library 
Acquisitions and Binding, assisted with the project. 

93 



94 College & Research Libraries 

access to published knowledge show 
that libraries are committed to relying 
upon one another. However, while libraries 
routinely discuss cooperative collection 
development issues, serial cancellations are 
often made without consultation with 
other libraries. Time constraints in meet­
ing deadlines for serial credits with ven­
dors and the delay in receiving target 
goals of actual deficit figures from cam­
pus administration units may account 
for this lack of consultation. If large-scale 
serial cancellations are being made 
throughout the country in many types of 
libraries, and if these cancellations are 
being made in relative isolation, it fol­
lows that the universe of serial collec­
tions is changing in dramatic and 
perhaps unfortunate ways. 

If large-scale serial cancellations are 
being made throughout the country 
in many types of libraries, and if 
these cancellations are being made in 
relative isolation, it follows that the 
universe of serial collections is 
changing in dramatic and perhaps 
unfortunate ways. 

What this change might be has not yet 
been investigated or clearly defined. 
There have not been any published re­
ports on longitudinal studies comparing 
serial title cancellations in different li­
braries. The authors' study is designed 
to provide empirical information about 
which titles have been cancelled at cer­
tain libraries and to help define the 
characteristics of a cancelled serial 
(which, for the purposes here, includes 
periodicals and continuations). This 
study also suggests ways in which serial 
cancellation decisions could be managed 
for the benefit of libraries in general and 
provides conclusions about the overall 
vitality of serial collections in research 
libraries throughout the country. 

HYPOTHESES 

The study first postulated that, if li­
braries of similar age, size, and mission 
were faced with the same external pres-
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sures, such as inflationary prices and a 
recessionary economy, they would can­
cel the same serial titles or titles of the 
same nature. It was also theorized that 
low-use and high-cost titles would be 
cancelled, with the result that the librar­
ies studied would eventually end up 
with similar collections of heavily used 
serials. 

With this i~ mind, two hypotheses 
were developed. The first stated that 
there would be a large number of identi­
cal serial titles cancelled at more than 
one library. A large number was defined 
at the outset to be more than 30 percent 
of the final number of serials cancelled 
in the libraries studied. Serial overlap 
studies have found that the possible uni­
verse of title overlap in journal collec­
tions can range from as low as 24 percent 
to as high as 68 percent in collections of 
similar size, age, and subject specialties.4.s 

Because information on the charac­
teristics of the cancelled serial was also 
being collected, the second hypothesis 
described the profile of a cancelled serial 
title. It was predicted that a typical can­
celled serial would be in a science call 
number range and be a high-cost title. 
For the purposes of this study, high cost 
was defined as over $200 per year. In 
addition, because libraries are forced to 
focus on maintaining core, high-use se­
rial collections, it was predicted that 
over 50 percent of serial cancellations 
would be in a foreign language and pub­
lished outside the United States. 

POPULATION 

Five Association of Research Libraries 
(ARL) libraries were selected for this 
study. They all represent publicly funded 
universities from the Midwest, and they 
are all members of the Committee on Insti­
tutional Cooperation (CIC). The CIC is an 
academic consortium of twelve mid­
western research universities.6 The five 
libraries included in the study are at Mi­
chigan State University, Ohio State Uni­
versity, the University of Illinois at 
Urbana-Champaign, the University of 
Iowa, and the University of Wisconsin at 
Madison. The libraries at these institutions 
have large, research-oriented collections, 
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TABLEt 
TOTAL EXPENDITURES FOR SERIALS 1987-88-1989-90 
FOR THE FIVE SAMPLE LIBRARIES (From ARL Statistics) 

1987/88 1988/89 1989/90 %Change 

lllinois $3,058,629 $3,063,482 $3,250,755 +5.9 

Iowa 2,049,249 2,195,108 2,263,864 +9.5 

Michigan State 1,979,604 2,130,162 2,289,075 +13.5 

Ohio State 3,136,210 3,270,224 3,390,294 +7.5 

Wisconsin 2,855,167 2,867,836 3,148,530 +9.3 

TABLE2 
TOTAL NUMBER OF SERIALS RECEIVED 1987-88-1989-90 

INCLUDING GIFTS, EXCHANGE AND PAID SUBSCRIPTIONS 
FOR THE FIVE SAMPLE LIBRARIES (From ARL Statistics) 

1987/88 

Illinois 92,530 

Iowa 22,877 

Michigan State 29,556 

Ohio State 31,154 

Wisconsin 50,913 

as well as established methods of 
cooperating on many library issues. For 
the issues raised in this study, the CIC 
libraries serve as a homogenous group 
from which generalizations about re­
search libraries can be extrapolated. 

CIC Library Collection Development 
Officers (CDOs) meet regularly to dis­
cuss shared concerns and collection-re­
lated subjects of mutual interest. Serial 
budgets and resulting serial cancella­
tions have been important topics in re­
cent years. For this study, data on serial 
cancellations were requested from all the 
CIC libraries. From this group, cancella­
tion lists from five libraries were 
selected, for the fiscal years 1987-88 
through 1989-90, based on the availabil­
ity of complete data. This three-year time 
frame represented the most complete 
data that could be obtained, but it should 
be pointed out that libraries may not 
cancel titles in a synchronized fashion. 

Printed lists of cancelled titles were sup­
plied by the COO of each library. These 
lists contained varying information, but all 
included serial titles cancelled at that in­
stitution from 1987-88 through 1989-90. 

1988/89 1989/90 %Change 

94,445 92,077 -0.5 
24,119 24,176 +5.4 

28,754 28,910 -2.2 

32,005 32,870 +5.2 

48,085 49,553 -2.7 

Table 1 shows serial expenditures at 
these libraries for 1987-88 through 1989-
90. Each library's serial budget increased 
during the study, although the five li­
braries reported serial cancellations 
each year of the study. Serial expendi­
tures at the five libraries increased an 
average of 9 percent over the three 
budget cycles. 

Table 2 shows the number of serials 
held at each institution from 1987-88 
through 1989-90. This includes paid 
subscriptions, gifts, and exchanges. The 
average number of serial titles received 
in the five libraries increased by 1 per­
cent during this time, and in three out of 
five libraries the number of serial titles 
received decreased. Data on the number 
of serial titles purchased at each library 
. were not available. Data from these ta­
bles show that serial budget monies for 
these five institutions from 1987-88 
through 1989-90 purchased fewer seri­
als and paid more for them. In addition, 
monograph budgets were reduced in 
ARL libraries overall during the late 
1980s to maintain serial subscriptions, 
according to ARL statistics.7 
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METHODOLOGY 

A database was created using PC-File, 
with fields selected to address questions 
suggested by the hypotheses. Nine items 
of information for each title were in­
cluded: title, country of publication, lan­
guage, institution cancelling the title, 
year of cancellation, price of title in year 
cancelled, Library of Congress call num­
ber, an indication if the title was received 
as a gift, and (if reported) if the title was 
a duplicate at that location. No con­
sistent data on publishers of cancelled 
titles were available. Ohio State Univer­
sity reported that all ofits cancelled titles 
during the study period were duplicated 
on that campus. 

With none of the libraries giving the 
full information required by the study, a 
number of additional sources were used 
to complete each record. These included 
the OCLC database, Wrich's International 
Periodicals Directory, Faxon's Librarian's 
Guide to Serials, the University of lllinois' 
online catalog,fllinet Online, and MELVYL, 
the online catalog of the University of 
California Libraries. 

In addition, the study sought informa­
tion from the CDOs at the twelve CIC 
libraries concerning their cancellation 
decisions. Each was sent a survey asking 
him or her to rank the factors considered in 
making cancellations; his or her opinions 
on other related topics were solicited. 

RESULTS 

Because the completed database con­
tains nine fields for each cancelled serial 
title, and each field can be indexed to act 
as a "searchable field," the capabilities 
for data analysis were enormous. Some 
basic cross-tabulations were made to 
create a profile of cancelled titles, ex­
plore cancellation patterns, and test the 
hypotheses. 

Total Cancellations by School 

Total cancellations numbered 6,503 
titles. Unique titles numbered 6,222, 
with 281 titles (4 percent) cancelled at 
two or more schools. Surprisingly, no 
overlap occurred among all five schools 
in this study, and only one title was can-
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celled by four schools (Who's Who in 
America, an obvious cancellation of a du­
plicate title). 

The University of Illinois at Urbana­
Champaign had the most cancellations 
(2,279), but also reported the largest total 
serials holdings. It was followed in total 
number of cancellations by Michigan 
State University (1,558), University of 
Iowa (1,336), University of Wisconsin 
(872), and Ohio State University (458). 

Serial Cancellation Prices 

Serial cancellation prices for the five 
schools during the study period totaled 
$690,225.64 (see table 3). Serial prices are 
based on reported subscription price, 
and do not account for processing, bind­
ing, or storage costs associated with the 
titles. The average cost of a cancelled title 
was $121.71. This average cost is slightly 
lower than the average cost of $127.79 for 
academic libraries during fiscal years 
1987-88through1989-90thatwasfigured 
by Peter K. Young.8 Table 4 compares 
Young's data on serial holdings in aca­
demic libraries to this study's data on can­
celled serial titles, sorted by cost (less than 
$100, between $100 and $200, and over 
$200). Most categories consistently corre­
late the percent of holdings and cancella­
tions, with slightly fewer titles cancelled 
on average in each category. However, in 
looking at expenditures, titles that cost 
over $200 show a higher than average 
rate of cancellation compared to holdings, 
confirming the hypothesis that the more 
expensive titles are being singled out for 
cancellation. 

Table 3 and figure 1 show relative se­
rial cancellation costs. The most dra­
matic statistic shows that titles costing 
over $200 accounted for only 12 percent 
of titles overall, but 64 percent of the total 
cost. At the opposite end of the spec­
trum, the less expensive titles (less than 
$100 per year) account for only 22 per­
cent of the cost but 70 percent of the titles 
cancelled. 

Language and Place of Publication 

It was hypothesized that more than 50 
percent of cancellations would be titles 
published outside the United States. 
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TABLE3 
NUMBER OF TITLES AND COST OF TITLES 

FOR SERIAL CANCELLATIONS 1987-88-1989-90 
AT THE FIVE SAMPLE LIBRARIES 

Greater than Between Less than Gifts $0.00 Without 
$200 $100-$200 $100- Prices 

lllinois 198 220 1,806 55 0 
$104,951.44 $29,297.13 $52,709.54 $0 

Iowa 181 208 836 3 108 
$98,066.44 $28,830.13 $38,362.87 $0 

Michigan 111 126 733 317 271 
State $68,227.46 $17,346.28 $27,577.72 $0 

Ohio State 56 66 312 0 24 
$46,851.45 $8,883.46 $13,209.14 $0 

University 155 103 560 0 54 
of Wisconsin $119,434.36 $14,334.41 $22,143.81 $0 
Madison 

Total 701 (12%)• 723 (12%)• 4,247 (70%)• 375 457 
$437,531.15 $98,691.41 $154,003.08 (6%) 

(64%) (14%) (22%) 

6,046 titles (93% of database) have prices or gift/exchange status. 

457 titles (7% of database) could not be assigned a price. 

Average cost of a title= $121.71 (based on titles with prices). 

• Percent of titles with prices (5,671). 

TABLE4 
COMPARISONS OF AVERAGES FOR TOTAL NUMBER 

Total 

2,279 
$186,958.11 

1,336 
$165,259.44 

1,558 
$113,151.46 

458 
$68,944.05 

872 
$155,912.58 

6,503 
$690,225.64 

OF SUBSCRIPTIONS AND TOTAL EXPENDITURES FOR SERIALS SORTED 
BY COST, 1987-88-1989-90, HELD BY ACADEMIC LIBRARIES 

(FROM YOUNG, 1990) AND CANCELLED BY THE FIVE SAMPLE LIBRARIES 
Percent of Total Subscriptions 

Academic Library Holdings Five Sample ARL Libraries Serial 
from Young (1990) Cancellations• 

Less than $100 

Between $100-$200 

Greater than $200 

13 

13 . 

12 

12 

Percent of Total Expenditures for Serials 

Less than $100 

Between $100-$200 

Greater than $200 

26% 

15 

59 

Percentages rounded to the closest whole number. 

22% 

14 

64 

• Six percent of cancelled serials were gift/ exchange titles. 

English-language domestic titles often 
form many collections' core, which is a 
strong reason for maintaining these 
titles. In fact, domestic titles accounted 
for less than one-half (2,956, or 47 per-

cent) of the serial cancellations. These 
were followed by publications from 
Great Britain (513, or 9 percent), West 
Germany (488, or 9 percent), and the 
Netherlands (215, or 4 percent). Place of 
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Number of Titles Cancelled by Price Cost of Titles Cancelled by Price 

FIGUREl 
Number of titles and cost of titles for serial cancellations, 1987-88 through 1989-90. 

1200 

1000 

800 

Numberof 600 Cancellations 

400 

200 

0 
ABCD EF GH J KLMNPQR STU V Z 

LC Classifications 

FIGURE2 
LC classifications of 6,247 cancelled serial titles for the five sample libraries, 1987-88 

through 1989-90 

publication was assigned to 5,566 (89 
percent) of the titles in the database. 

English was the language of publica­
tion of most of the cancelled titles (4,153, 
or 74 percent). Non-English titles totaled 
1,431, or 26 percent. The high percentage 
of English-language serial cancellations 
may reflect the fact that most of the 
United States's library collections are 
predominantly in English.9 Language 
was assigned to 5,584 (89 percent) of the 
titles in the database. 

Library of Congress Subject Analysis 

Library of Congress (LC) call numbers 
were assigned to those cancellation rec-

ords for which no call numbers were re­
ported and to illinois' cancellation lists, 
which were reported in Dewey classifica­
tion. Ninety-six percent, or 6,247 titles, were 
assigned call numbers. Figure 2 shows a bar 
chart for all five libraries sorted into broad 
LC classifications. Science call numbers Q 
(science), R (medicine), S (agriculture), and 
T (technology) represent approximately 40 
percent of cancelled titles assigned call 
numbers. Q classification by itself is 
the largest subject cancellation area, 
with 1,161 titles or 19 percent of cancel­
lations with call numbers. Q was also the 
call number class with the largest over­
lap, accounting for 31 percent of the 



overlapping cancelled titles. It was fol­
lowed by R (21 percent), H (social 
sciences, 8 percent), and T (6 percent). 

Snapshot profiles of call number 
analysis for the five individual libraries 
varied from one another according to the 
circumstances surrounding each li­
brary's cancellation requirements. Can­
cellations at Ohio State University, for 
example, were of duplicates only. Their 
cancellation profile reflects a heavier 
concentration of A and Z (primarily ref­
erence material), and H (social sciences) 
than do the other schools. The subject 
cancellation profile of the University of 
Illinois at Urbana-Champaign shows a 
relatively· high number of P (language 
and literature) cancellations. This profile 
reflects the strength of the collection in 
this area as well as an attempt to cut 
subject funds "across the board." Since 
humanities/social science serials typi­
cally cost less than science journals, 
more humanities titles were cancelled to 
meet subject-fund deficits. 

COO DECISION MAKING 

Collection development officers from 
the twelve CIC schools were surveyed 
about rationales for serial cancellation 
decisions. Seventy percent of the respon­
dents ranked "use of the title" as the top 
factor to be considered when making 
cancellation decisions. The second-most 
cited factor was "title is a duplicate," 
followed by the journal's cost. While 
Ohio State University reported that all of 
its cancellations during the study were 
of duplicates, most libraries reported 
that cancellation of duplicates was no 
longer an option. Herbert White re­
ported in his 1980 survey of serial can­
cellations that 82 percent of cancellations 
were of titles unique to each library. In 
his previous survey, White found dupli­
cates the most likely to be cancelled. He 
concluded," ... it seems more likely that 
at least some of the unique subscriptions 
are being cancelled because the dupli­
cates-at least the most obvious dupli­
cates-are already gone." 10 With the 
issue of duplicates mostly a moot point 
because many academic libraries shed 
their duplicate serials in the early 1980s, 
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this survey of CDOs concludes that cost 
and observed use are the two most im­
portant factors considered when jour­
nals are cancelled. Margaret Hawthorn's 
1990 survey of 223 United States and 
Canadian academic libraries confirms 
the importance of journal cost to selec­
tors when evaluating serials for cancel­
lation. The cost of a journal was reported 
as the most important reason to select a 
title for cancellation.11 

CDO opinions were also sought on the 
depth of serial "retrenchment." Ten of 
the twelve CDOs said they expect to can­
cel serials in fiscal year 1993, and ten also 
see serial cancellations as "an estab­
lished trend" in academic libraries. 

.CONCLUSIONS 

Two hypotheses were proposed. The 
first posited that at least 30 percent of 
cancellations would be of the same title 
at two or more of the five libraries. Be­
cause only 4 percent of the cancelled 
titles were cancelled by two or more li­
braries, this hypothesis was rejected. The 
second hypothesis stated that a com­
posite of the typical cancelled serial 
would most likely be a non-English 
science title, published outside the 
United States and costing at least $200 a 
year. In fact, about 82 percent of the can­
celled serials cost less than $200. In addi­
tion, almost half were published in the 
U.S., and some 74 percent were in En­
glish. For these factors, at least, the sec­
ond hypothesis also was not supported. 
However, science titles in the Q, R, S, and 
T classifications accounted for approxi­
mately 40 percent of the cancellations, 
clearly representing a significant portion 
of the cancellations. This part of the sec­
ond hypothesis, then, is supported. 

While the majority of titles cost less 
than $200, it is important to reiterate 
that, as shown in table 4, there is an ob­
vious bias toward the cancellation of high­
priced serials. This table shows that, at 
least in our recent past, cancellation deci­
sions are being made on the basis of cost: 
higher-priced titles are being targeted for 
cancellation. This is borne out by the re­
sponses from the collection develop­
ment officers, and by Hawthorn's 1990 
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survey. It may also suggest that science 
titles, which generally cost the most, 
have been protected in the past and are 
now vulnerable. 

Upon reflection, it was not surprising 
that most cancellations were of English­
language titles, given that English is the 
publication language of choice not only 
for much of North America but also for 
many titles published in Europe and 
elsewhere. Also it is likely that many of 
the foreign titles received in large aca­
demic libraries arrive through gift or ex­
change, and therefore cancellation would 
have minimal budgetary impact. Addi­
tionally, foreign titles in many humanities 
and social science disciplines in particu­
lar are lower in price than are English­
language titles, and cost savings from 
cancellation would not be as great. 

Ten of the twelve COOs said they 
expect to cancel serials in fiscal 
year 1993, and ten also see serial 
cancellation as an uestablished trend" 
in academic libraries. 

As suggested earlier, ~ience and tech- , 
nelegyse~~ 
~fun:ls,mayhave 
been protected in preceding years and are 
just now catching up to cancellations in tlie 
social sciences and humanities. One of'the 
libraries in the study group reported that 
science serials accounted for about 50 per­
cent of their overall materials budget and 
some 70 percent of their serials budget. 
Science cancellations in this library were a 
planned strategy to achieve a different 
balance in the collection. Cancellations in 
these areas can generate a substantial 
amount of money as well, and as cuts 
into materials budgets deepen, this be­
comes more critical. Science collections 
tend to purchase serials more heavily 
than do the other disciplines. Because of 
these tendencies, the result upon the 
science collection of any one library can 
be quite devastating. 

The sciences also serve disciplines 
which historically have required the build­
ing of departmental libraries. In turn, 
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these libraries have generated a substan­
tial number of duplicates to serve the de­
partmental libraries which now are required 
to trim their resources. This study was not 
able to collect reliable data on the cancella­
tion of duplicates, so it is not possible here 
to pursue this line of investigation. 

Coupled with all this are data from 
this study that show that, when cancel­
lation overlap occurs, it is likely to occur 
in these same science areas. Overall, this 
study indicates that libraries may be can­
celling unique titles in favor of maintain­
ing high-use, core titles. Science collections, 
representing a significant portion of the 
cancellations and a large portion of the 
cancellation overlaps, would now seem 
to be in a position where they have can­
celled their unique titles and are down to 
cancelling their core titles. The difficul­
ties found in one library are then spread 
to other libraries. This means that fewer 
and fewer libraries will be able to pro­
vide access to particular titles, and it sug­
gests that this constriction is already 
starting with our science collections. 
This is a supposition that will be tested 
in future research. 

Why were so few cancellations dupli­
cated from library to library? An analysis 
of this question suggests some troubling 
findings. Existing overlap studies, almost 
entirely devoted to the study of mono­
graphs, suggest that research libraries 
have a high percentage of unique mono­
graph titles. However, the universe of serial 
publishing is much smaller; while research 
libraries undoubtedly hold unique serial 
titles that reflect the focus of each univer­
sity, serial overlap between libraries of 
similar age, size, and type is estimated at 
between 24 and 68 percent, as noted ear­
lier. Studies of serial overlap include pub­
lications by Christine Johnston, Donald D. 
Thomp-son, and Richard M. Dougherty, as 
well as by Stroyan and Hooper. Johnston 
reports overlap in chemistry journals be­
tween two academic libraries to range 
from 30 percent of total serials to 39 per­
cent of currently received serials. Thomp­
son and Dougherty measured serial 
overlap at the northern campuses of the 
University of California in 1974. An 
overall serials overlap rate of 37 percent 



was found among six libraries, and over­
lap rates between two libraries ranged 
from 5 percent (comparing small to large 
collections) to 87 percent (comparing 
large to small collections). Stroyan found 
serial overlap in hospital libraries to 
range from 24 to 36 percent, again vary­
ing with the size of the library. Hooper 
found an average serial overlap of 58 
percent between two South African uni­
versity libraries. Overlap peaked in 
specific subject areas of medicine and 
science, both at 68 percent.12 

These statistics show that ~ria~ are 
more likely than monographs to ove~ 
b~een libraries. If similar libranes are 
not cancelling within the overlap uni­
verse, then they must be cancelling titles 
from their unique universe. The Matthew 
Effect, a concept developed by Robert K. 
Merton to describe the recognition that 
accrues to prolific scientists, can be applied 
to library serial cancellations and helps 
define the phenomenon of the develop­
ment of similar collections of high-use and 
frequently cited serial titles.U Based on the 
Gospel of St. Matthew ("For unto every 
one that hath shall be given, and he shall 
have abundance: but from him that hath 
not shall be taken away even that which 
he hath"), the Matthew Effect, in this con­
text, suggests that high-use items will be 
used and demanded by researchers and 
maintained by libraries, while low-use 
titles unique to each collection are sus­
ceptible to cancellation. 

These conclusions are presented with 
some caveats that must be kept in mind. 
This study looked at cancellations, not 
holdings or serial additions to collec­
tions. It also covered an isolated period 
and cannot describe activity or motiva­
tions for cancellations made earlier, or 
the effects these cancellations have had 
during the study period. Finally, serial 
overlap studies simply are not specific, 
detailed, or numerous enough for abso­
lute reliance on the data they have pro­
duced. Further studies will help validate 
current research. 

FUTURE RESEARCH 

The results of this study point to the 
need to conduct research on the obverse 
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issue, that of analyzing the serial collec­
tions that remain after the cancellations. 
~ailed look at ehemis serial collec­
tions is planned for future researc This 
second s y wtlllbrus -on . hold~ 
~compared to serial cancellations, If 

cancellations were duplicates within 
that library or at other libraries in the 
study, and how important the cancelled 
titles are to chemistry research. 

Another important issue that should 
be explored concerns the impact of serial 
cancellations on a collecB!iiP. At~ 
~lied titles actUally important to the col­
lection; can they be deleted without 
affecting the success of the user in ob­
taining needed information; or, are they 
high-use titles for which there is no sub­
stitute? Among libraries with coopera­
tive agreements, does the cancellation 
·affect other libraries and other users? In 
many ways, use studies are a pivotal 
issue in the research of cancellations. 

The lack of complete data consistent 
among libraries is a major hindrance to 
future research efforts. Data on serials 
cancellations are as important as data on 
serial acquisitions. Complete machine­
readable data would be beneficial to fu­
ture research in this area. 

SUMMARY 

This research provides a profile for the 
at-risk serial. The profile-a high-cost 
English-language title in a science sub­
ject area-suggests that our serial collec­
tions are diminishing in parallel ways. In 
many ways, it would be more heartening 

,. to discover that there are few charac­
teristics that define the cancelled serial. 
If cancellations came from a variety of 
countries in many languages from all 
disciplines, there would be less reason 
for concern about the vitality of our col­
lections. That there seems to be emerging 
a recognizable profile of the cancelled 
serial title is cause for concern. 

The disturbing conclusion is this: if 
libraries are not cancelling the same title, 
then it may be presumed that they are 
cancelling titles unique to the group. By 
this act, the diversity that has been the 
hallmark of our research institutions is 
disappearing. This situation calls for a 
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renewed interest in cooperative collec­
tion development that addresses the is­
sues of cancellations. It has become 
increasingly clear to libraries that inter-
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dependence defines the future. To the list 
of cooperative ventures, libraries should 
now add discussions of what they can 
and cannot afford to buy. 
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