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and further revised to bring costs within
the budget. Construction of the Kresge
building was begun in June, 1950, the Gen-
eral Library about a year later. Schedules
have been in the realm of mythology, but
the Kresge building is now scheduled for
completion on February 15, 1953. We
devoutly hope to be in full operation in
both buildings by the opening of the fall
semester of 1953.

Our building program evolved over a
dozen years and through as many distinct
stages. The University Library Commit-
tee played a major role in the planning
We gradually agreed on the fol-
lowing basic conclusions and assumptions:

process.

1. That our full-time enrolment would
reach 12,000 within a decade, and that a build-
ing which would meet the needs of full-time
students would also be adequate for part-time
students, the two groups being on the campus
largely at different times.
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2. That centralized library service to the
colleges and schools located on the main cam-
pus is dictated for the foreseeable future by
economic considerations.

3. That changing patterns of higher edu-
cation, here and elsewhere, dictate a high de-
gree of flexibility of plant.

4. That maximum accessibility of library
materials is a primary necessity, conservation
important but secondary.

5. That our projected 12,000 full-time stu-
dents will be served more efficiently by four
subject-divisional service units (plus the Law
Library), under one roof, than by a smaller or
larger number of units.

6. That maximum accessibility will be
furthered by a separate open shelf collection
in each subject division for undergraduates.

The program presented to the architects
prescribed a broad subject organization of
materials and services, “designed to facili-
tate the subject approach to print, with
user-level recognized as a subordinate or-
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