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The development of East Asian studies in the United States is basically a post-World War II
phenomenon.Although a few universitiesoffered somecourseson East Asia (then referred to as the
Far East) beforeWorld War II, fXl-fledged study of East Asia, in all the disciplines in the humanities
and social sciences,did not develop until after the end of the SecondWorld War. The war in the
Pacific, the transformation of Japaninto a democracy,the communist revolution in China, and the
Korean War contributedto a heighteningof the American awarenessof the importance of East Asia
in a changingworld, and of the needfor better understandingof their histories and civilizations. The
universities, with generous foundation and government support, responded by expanding their
teaching and researchprograms on East Asia, and today, after fifty years,East Asian studiesin the
United Statesis probably the largest and the most comprehensivein the Western world.
A concommitant development in this academicenterprise was the building of library resources.
Although someuniversitylibrariescollected publications in the East Asian languagesprior to World
War II (Yale startedin 1878, Harvard in 1879, UC-Berkeley in 1896, Cornell in 1918, Columbia in
1920, Princeton in 1926, and Chicago in 1936), they experiencedtheir greatestgrowth after 1945;
and a numberof today’s major collections,suchas those at Michigan, Hoover, and UCLA cameinto
being only in the late 1940s;and others, such as Illinois, Indiana, and Wisconsin, in the 1960s. At
present,some80 libraries,the largest being the Library of Congresswhich began collecting Chinese
materials in 1869, are collecting publications in the Chinese,Japanese,and Korean languages,and
had, as of June 1995, a combined holding of over 12 million volumes of books, more than 156,000
periodicals,3350 newspapers,and 562,000reels of microfilm.’ Their total acquisitions expenditures
for fiscal year 1994 exceeded$10 million, according to the latest information available.2

*This paper was presentedAugust 28,1996, aspart of the SpecialConference“The Evolving ResearchLibrary andEast
Asian Studies” held in conjunctionwith the 1996 IFLA meetingin Beijing, China.
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While collection development,technical and public servicesare the responsibility of individual
libraries, it was felt from the very beginning that a degreeof coordination and planning would be
necessaryon the national level in order to promote an orderly developmentof East Asian libraries
in the United States(Canadawas included at a later date). This paper is an attempt to recount the
efforts that eventuallyled to the formation in 1967of the Committee on East Asian Libraries (CEAL)
of the Association for Asian Studies (AAS) which becamethe defacto associationof East Asian
libraries and librarians in North America.
As early as 1948 a group of scholarsand librarians got together to organize an informal National
Committee on Oriental Collections in the U.S.A. and Abroad to discusslibrary matters of mutual
concem.3The problemsthey discussed--acquisitions,cataloging, and training of personnel--wereto
occupymuch of the time of the various successorcommittees in later years. This group existed for
just one year and was replacedin 1949 by the Joint Committee on Oriental Collections, sponsored
by the Far EasternAssociation(the precursorof the Associationfor Asian Studies) and the American
Library Association (ALA).’ Thus an official body was establishedwith the specific purpose of
dealing with the developmentalproblems of East Asian Collections in the United States.The Joint
Committeelastedfor threeyears. Its principal accomplishmentwas the agreementby the Library of
Congress to reproduce for purchase unedited Chinese and Japanesecatalog cards sent in by
cooperative libraries under LC’s Oriental Card Reproduction Project. The Joint Committee, for
reasons of poor attendanceand the fact that the two sponsoring associationshad few common
members, was abolished in 1952.5 But the recognition that any cooperative development of East
Asian libraries in the United Stateswould be impossiblewithout a satisfactory resolution of one of
the basic functions of a library, that of cataloging, prompted the ALA to appoint in 1954 a Special
Committeeon CatalogingOriental Materials, under its Cataloging and ClassificationDivision. This
was a far-sighteddecision because,in the early 195Os,even as LC was proceedingwith its Oriental
Card Reproduction Project, there was no national standard for cataloging Chinese,Japanese,or
Korean materials. Every library was using its own format and following its own rules. Indeed, there
was even disagreementon such basic matters as the choice of main entry. The Special Committee
went about its work systematically,but sinceit spent most of its time on materials in the East Asian
languages,it droppedresponsibiityfor materialsother then East Asian and was renamedin 1957 the
SpecialCommitteeon Far Eastern Materials; in the following year, becauseof the importance of its
work, it was made a standing committee of the ALA under the name Far Eastern Materials
Committee.6 Members of this committee were mostly headsof major East Asian libraries who had
cataloging experience. A parallel body, the Oriental Processing Committee, which had been in
existenceat the Library of Congresssince 1953, worked closely with the ALA Committee to amend
the ALA CatalogingRulesfor Author and Title Entries and the Rulesfor Descriptive Cataloging in
the Library of Congress,which together comprised at that time the American national standardsfor
cataloging, so that they could be more effectively applied to East Asian materials.’ The two
committees worked through the ALA Rules and the LC RuZesin the most meticulous fashion, and
amendedeveryrule that had implicationsfor catalogingEast Asian materials. Four years’ continuous
work, from 1954 to 1958, involving an extremely voluminous correspondencebetween the two
committeesand a numberof compromisesand adjustments,saw the completion of a major seriesof
amendmentsto the two sets of rules, which were then approved by both the ALA and LC and
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adoptedasnational standards;and they remain so to this day, with modifications as incorporated in
the Anglo-American Cataloging Rules II (AACRI~. Shortly afterwards, the Far Eastern Materials
Committee and the Library of Congressalso issued a “Manual of Romanization, Capitalization,
Punctuation, and Word Division for Chinese,Japanese,and Korean” which has since servedas the
guide in catalogingEast Asian materials. This developmentis a milestone in the history of East Asian
librariesin the United Statesand Canada,for the adoption of the amendmentsmade possiblefor the
first time a cataloging standardwhich facilitated the exchangeof bibliographical records and solved
a basicproblemthat haduntil that time inhibitedthe cooperative developmentof East Asian libraries.
With this task accomplished,East Asian librariesturnedtheir attention to the other pressingproblems
of national resource development and bibliographical control. In 1958 the Association for Asian
Studies, at the urging of East Asian libraries, establishedthe Committee on American Library
Resourceson the Far East (CALRFE).* CALRFE developeda list of desideratathat included the
compilationof a union list of East Asian languageserials,a union list of East Asian series,a national
union catalog of East Asian books, and a seriesof priorities for the microfilming of Western and
Chinese language newspapersand Chinese and Korean archival materials. The proposal was
submittedto foundationsandthe U.S. Department of Education for funding, but it was unsuccessful
because of the size of the request, estimated at $200,000.’ However, more modest funding was
receivedfrom other sourcesfor someother projects. The Joint Committeeon China, of the American
Council of Learned Societies and the Social ScienceResearchCouncil, provided funds for the
cooperative acquisition of more than 1000 reels of microfilm, containing 100 Chinesenational and
local newspapers,200 periodical titles, and over one million newspaperclippings which had been
prepared by the Union ResearchInstitute in Hong Kong, all from 1949. The microfilms were
deposited at the Center for ResearchLibraries (CRL), the “libraries’ library” in Chicago, and have
sincebeenavailableon loan to CRL memberlibrariesfree of charge.” Funds were also receivedfrom
the National ScienceFoundationto support the compilation and publication of ChinesePeriodicals,
International Holdings, 1949-1960, and the researchingand publication of Publishing in China.”
The National ScienceFoundation also supportedthe Union Card File of Oriental Vernacular Serials
Project at the Library of Congress,which was a union list of the holdings of 20 major East Asian
librariesin the United States.” Microfilm andphotocopies of this list, in the form of the contributing
libraries’ holding cards,were made availablefor purchase.
In 1963CALRFE developeda proposal to establisha ChineseMaterials and ResearchAids Service
Center in Taipei, under AAS auspices,for the purpose of coordinating and reprinting out-of-print
editions of titles neededby American libraries. With AAS approval and with initial grants from it,
as well as from the American Council of Learned Societiesand the Council on Library Resources,
the Taipei Centerwas setup andbeganoperation in the fall of 1964.i3 Since then the Taipei Center,
now independent,hassucceededin filling a numberof gapson manylibrary shelvesaround the world.
CALRFE alsopaid attentionto personnelneeds.Professor T.H. Tsien, then of the GraduateLibrary
School and Curator of the Far EasternLibrary at the University of Chicago, undertook a survey of
this problem,andmadea report in 1964 under the title “Present Status and PersonnelNeeds of Far
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EasternCollectionsin America” for CALRFE. He madetwo recommendations:establishing“a joint
program for Far Eastern librarianship between the library school and the Far Eastern language
department in each of a number of selected universities,” and establishing short-term summer
institutes for “Far Eastern personnel to supplementthe long-term special program for advanced
degrees.“i4 The secondwas easierto implement, as evidencedby the three summer institutes that
have been held since then: one at the University of Wisconsin and another at the University of
Chicago, both in 1969 (the latter was sponsored by CALRFE), and one at the University of
Washingtonin 1988. All threewere fundedby the U.S. DepartmentofEducation. The joint program
proposal,althoughendorsedby the AAS, proved much more difficult to carry out, as it would have
necessitatedan adjustmentin the courserequirementsfor advanceddegreesat most universities, and
thoserequirementswere not easily amenableto change. The recruitment of a qualified faculty was
alsonot easy. The University of Chicagowas probably the only university where a Joint Program on
Far EasternLibrarianshipwas successfullyintroduced to its GraduateLibrary School in cooperation
with its Department of Far Eastern Languagesand Civilizations. From 1963 to 1981, over forty
studentswere graduatedwith a master’s or a doctoral degreeunder such a program, in addition to
a few with an advancedcertificate.”
Prof. Tsien also began compiling, in 1957, an extremely useful survey of the growth of East Asian
collectionsin the United Statesand Canadasince 1930, with analysis. The survey, which was later
repeated at 5-year intervals, contained information on libraries’ holdings, current status of
acquisitions,and sourcesof financial support. The 1974/1975 surveywas his last effort; the survey
for 1979/1980was compiled by the CEAL Task Force on Library Resourcesand Access.r6It has,
since 1987/1988,been continued by a simplified annual statistical compilation, also conducted by
CEAL. The compilation contains the samecategories of information as collected by the earlier
surveys,but without analysis.It hasbeenappearingeachyear in the February issueof CEAL Bulletin
(renamedJournal of East Asian Libraries with no. 107, Oct. 1995).
Another CALRFE concernwas liaisonwith foreign libraries. In 1966 it initiated a library panel at the
27th Congressof International Orientalists to be held in Ann Arbor, Michigan, that year. Panelists
from a dozen countries were invited, with funds provided by the Council on Library Resources,to
presentpaperson the theme “Library Resourcesin Asian Studies.“” The panel, the first of its kind
in the history of the Congress,was a success.It was at this meetingthat the International Association
of OrientalistLibrarianswas established. The precedenthaving been set, similar library panelswere
held at the later meetings of the Congress.
Notwithstanding its accomplishments,CALRFE for almost a decadeoperated without a charter
settingforth its functions,membershiprequirements,or voting procedures. The committee was run
almost singlehandedlyby a chairperson,appointed by the board of directors of the Association for
Asian Studies, who also was responsiblefor putting out a newsletter. However, as the number of
librariesgrew, particularly in the 196Os,it was agreedthat a more formal organization was needed.
In 1963 CALRFE was reorganized with an executive group of sevenmembers,appointed by the
Associationfor Asian Studies,and a generalcommittee of unspecifiedmembershipin addition to the
chairperson.‘*But matterssuchas the nature of membership(institutional vs. individual) and voting
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proceduresremainedto be clarified.
The new Executive Group deliberated on these matters at length, and proposed in 1967 a set of
Procedureswhich was adopted at CALRFE’s annualmeeting held in Chicago that year.lg It was at
this time that the name of the organization was changedfrom Committee on American Library
Resources on the Far East (CALRFE) to Committee on East Asian Libraries (CEAL) of the
Association for Asian Studies. The Procedures set forth the objectives of CEAL as follows:
(1) to serveasa faculty-librarian’sforum for a discussionof problems
of commonconcernandto recommendprogramsfor the improvement
of library facilities; (2) to promote the development of library
resourcesandbibliographicalcontrols;and (3) to improve inter-library
and international cooperation and services.
Membershipwould be open to “institutions in America with library collections on East Asia and to
members of the Association for Asian Studies.” Under this two-tier membership,each institution
would be representedby one person with one vote on projects involving institutional cooperation.
Individual memberswould be “eligible to participate in all deliberationsof the committee, and to be
nominated and appointed to the Executive Group and subcommittees,” but could vote only on
matters other than those requiring institutional approval, which right was reservedfor institutional
members. The subcommitteeswould be appointedby the chairperson“for permanentprojects or for
temporary assignments”to “investigate specific problems as assignedand present findings and
recommendationsto the Executive Group for considerationand action.” The term of office of the
chairperson, membersof the Executive Group (three faculty membersand six librarians), and the
subcommittees was fixed at not more than three years, with the stipulation that one-third of the
ExecutiveGroup membershipwould be replacedeachyear, and that “no chairpersonor member of
the ExecutiveGroup may succeedhimselfbut he may be re-electedafter a period of three years,” but
the immediate past chairperson “shall serve ex officio in the Executive Group for one year.”
Members of subcommittees, however, “may be reappointed to serve more than one term, if
necessary,”and the chairpersonof the Executive Group “shall serveas an ex ofJicio member on all
subcommittees.” With the exception of the subcommitteemembers,who were to be appointed by
the chairperson, all others--the chairperson and members of the Executive Group--would be
appointed by the board of directors of the Association for Asian Studies.
It is important to note that the objectivesof CEAL, as stated in the Procedures, were exactly those
which had guidedthe work of CALRFE, but were now officially pronounced in a written document.
TheProcedures also clarified the question of membership,fixed the terms of office of officers, and
institutionalizedthe subcommittees.20
It was a clearoutline of how CEAL should conduct its business
asa professionalorganization. It was realized at the time, however, that the Procedures should not
remainstatic,and that revisionswould be necessaryfrom time to time in order to keep it up to date
to meet CEAL’s needs. That is what happenedin the following years. A seriesof revisions and
amendmentswere adobtedin 1976,1980,1984,199 1, and 1994, of which the 1980 amendmentsare
of the utmost importance.21The most significant provision in the 1980 revision was the changeof
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methodin selectingthe CEAL chairperson,membersof the Executive Group, and the chairpersons
of subcommittees.Up to that time, the CEAL chairpersonwas electedby the Executive Group from
amongits own members,who were appointedby the board of directors of the Association for Asian
Studies,andthe chairpersonsof the subcommitteeswere in turn appointed by the CEAL chairperson.
This method of selection was not satisfactory to the increasingly large CEAL membership,who
wanteda change. A Subcommitteeon Procedureswas appointed in 1979 to study the problem and
conduct a full-scale review of the existing Procedures. Following a full year’s work examining
various options, the Subcommitteerecommendedthat the CEAL and subcommitteechairs and the
librarian members of the Executive Group be popularly elected by the membership (the faculty
members of the Executive Group would continue to be nomianted by the China and Inner Asia
Council and the Northeast Asia Council of the AAS from among their own members, and to be
appointed by the board of directors of AAS), that the category of institutional membershipbe
abolished, and that any AAS member might become a CEAL member by subscribingto the CEAL
Bulletin, with the option of not becomingone ifthe personso desired. A subscriberwho had elected
to join CEAL would be considereda CEAL memberin good standingand with voting rights. The
adoptionof theserevisions,which transformedCEAI fi-oman appointive to an elective organization,
markedanothermilestonein the history of CEAL. And electionshavebeen held to this day, making
possiblea muchwider participationin the managementof CEAL affairs by librarians from East Asian
libraries of all sizesand from all parts of North America.
CEAL hassincehad a long list of accomplishments,
but that is not the focus of this paper. However,
a few highlightsmay be mentionedhere. Someof thesewere under direct CEAL auspices,and some
were facilitated and supported by CEAL with the active participation of its members. The CEAL
Subcommitteeon TechnicalProcessinghasbeenworking closely,siice evenbefore CEAL days,with
the Library of Congresson problems of cataloging East Asian materials. The 1958 amendmentsto
the ALA Rules and LC Rules, as mentioned earlier in this paper, madethe rules more applicableto
East Asian publications. However, minor problems remain, and the adoption of on-line cataloging
usingthe MARC format haspresentednew problemsthat must alsobe dealtwith. The Subcommittee
and the Library of Congresshave devoted a great deal of time to addressingthese problems, with
benefit to the entire East Asian library community. This cooperative work is continuing. The
Subcommittee also compiled and in 1983 published the AACR II Workbook for East Asian
Publications, which contains all the rules, selectedfrom AACR II, which are relevant to cataloging
East Asian materials. In 1987 it issueda List of Library of CongressSubject Headings Related to
Japan, and in 1989 a List of Libray of CongressSubject Headings ReZatedto China, and Library
of C0ngre.wSubjectHeadingsReZatedto Korea and East Asia in General. Thesepublications have
provento be very handyreferences,whose usefulnesswill endurefor many years to come. Another
service CEAL provides, which has servedas an excellent medium of communication among East
Asian librariesand librariansand hasmadea unique contribution to East Asian librarianship in North
America, is the publication of the CEAL Bulletin. 22 This publication was begun in 1963 by Edwin
G. Beal, Jr., formerly headof the JapaneseSectionand later head of the Chineseand Korean Section
of the Orientalia Division of the Library of Congress, as the Committee on American Library
Resourceson the FarEast (CALRFE) Newsletter, when Dr. Beal was the chairpersonof CALRFE.
TheNewsletterreportedon ongoing CALRFE projectsand activities at individual libraries and in the
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East Asian library community at large, and was, in the early years, compiled and distributed by
whoeverwas the chairpersonat the time. When CAIRFE becameCEAL in 1967, the name of the
Newsletterwas changedto Committeeon E&t Asian Libraries Newsletter accordingly. The increase
in copy for eachissue,with the addition of articles to reports on activities, prompted CEAL in 1976
to appoint a Subcommitteeon Publications to be responsiblefor the editing and distribution of the
publication, and the name was changed to Committee on East Asian Libraries Bulletin (C&IL
Bulletin). Again, when CEAL was renamed the Council on East Asian Libraries in 1995, the
publication adopteda new name Journal of hst Asian Libraries, but continued with the numbering
system,asno. 107. The history of the publicationreflectsthe growth of East Asian libraries in North
America, and its importance will undoubtedly grow as the field developsfurther.
As the nationalorganizationof East Asian librariesand librarians, CEAL hasbeen consulted by other
organizations on a range of problems concerning East Asian library matters. In 1975 officers of
CEAL met with representativesof the Ford Foundation to discusspossible support of East Asian
libraries, and submitted a statementon the “Priorities for the Development and Funding of Library
Programs in Support of East Asian Studies.“23 Following that, in the sameyear, the American
Council of LearnedSocieties(ACLS) appointedthe SteeringCommittee for a Study of the Problems
of East AsianLibraries,composedof scholars,librarians,anduniversity offrcials.24 Warren Tsuneishi
(then Chief OrientaliaDivision, Library of Congress)and Eugene Wu (Librarian, Harvard-Yenching
Library, Harvard University) were the two CEAL membersinvited to join the Steering Committee.
As a guide to its work, the Steering Committee commissioneda seriesof papers,a number of them
written by membersof CEAL, includingKarl Lo, (then at the University of Washington), T.H. Tsien
(then at the University of Chicago), Warren Tsuneishi, Weiying Wan (University of Michigan),
Raymond Tang (then at the University of California, Berkeley), Eugene Wu, Thomas Kuo (then at
the University of Pittsburgh),ThomasLee (then at the University of Wisconsin) and Richard Howard
(then at the Library of Congress)The Steering Committee made a report in 1977 on “East Asian
Libraries: Problems and Prospects” with recommendationsfor bibliographical control, collection
development and access,and technical and personnelmatters.” The report attracted significant
attention in library and academiccircles. In the following year the American Council of Learned
Societies, together with the Social ScienceResearchCouncil and the Association of Research
Libraries, co-sponsoredthe Joint Advisory Committee to the East Asian Library Program in order
to continuethe work begunby the SteeringCommittee. Two CEAL memberswere again invited to
join this new committee:Hideo Kaneko (Curator,East Asian Collection,Yale University) and Eugene
Wu. It was the work of this Committeethat led to online cataloging in East Asian libraries at a later
date. In its report on “Automation, Cooperation, and Scholarship: East Asian Libraries in the
1980’s,”the Joint Advisory committee statedthat “after a decadeof unprecedentedgrowth along a
courselinked primarily to foreign area studiesprograms rather than to the developmentof research
libraries in general. . .East Asian libraries were at a crossroad.“26With the lesseningof federal and
foundationfunding, they ought to embarkupon a new course of sharingwork, materials, and access,
and of relying “on automation as a principal planning and managementtool.” The keystone to this,
according to the report, “is the capability to input, manage, store, transmit, display and output
bibliographic records-containing East Asian vernacular charactersin exactly the sameautomated
systems already created to perform similar fimctions for Western language material and general
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researchlibraries.“n This basicreorientation of the course of developmentof East Asian libraries in
North America,asadvocatedin the report, would tindamentally changethe way East Asian libraries
operate, but it was welcomed by all concerned.
The immediate result of the Joint Advisory Committee’s recommendationwas the decision by the
ResearchLibraries Group (RLG) to introduce in 1983, with foundation support, the CJK (Chinese,
Japanese,Korean) enhancementsto the ResearchLibraries Information Network (RLIN), RLG’s
operatingarm. This move made possiblefor the first time the creation of cataloging records at one
library which could then be copied by other libraries and also viewed by researchersanywhere.28In
1986 the Online Computer Library Center (OCLC) also establisheda CJK program, a similar
bibliographicutility for catalogingChinese,Japanese,andKorean materials online. These are the two
systemsin usetoday (40 libraries use RLIN; 47 libraries use OCLC). As of March 1996, the RLIN
CJK databasecontains 1,460,574unique records; and, as of April 1996, the OCLC CJK database
contains1,042,283records.29There is a CJK records exchangeagreementbetween the two, and the
records are accessibleon the Internet with the appropriate RLIN CJK or OCLC CJK softwares.
Another project in which CEAL was actively involved was the establishmentby the Center for
ResearchLibraries (CRL) of an ExpandedEast Asian Acquisitions Program in 1980. The program
was recommendedby CRL’s East Asian Subcommitteeof the International Studies Committee; two
of its members were CEAL members, Warren Tsuneishi and Eugene Wu. The purpose of the
program was to acquire, with a substantialFord Foundation grant, researchmaterials that would
supplementthe holdingsof the major East Asian collections in the United States. An advisory panel
was appointed to implement the program; the eight panel memberswere all membersof CEAL.
Still another project to which CEAL lent its support was the founding of the Center for Chinese
ResearchMaterials (CCRM) in 1968 under the auspicesof the Association of ResearchLibraries
(ARL) with a Ford Foundation grant. The establishment of CCRM was the principal
recommendationin a report madeby EugeneWu in 1965 for the Joint Committee on Contemporary
China, of the American Council of Learned Societies and the Social ScienceResearchCouncil,
following his world-wide surveyof the availabilityof researchmaterials on contemporary China. The
purposeof the Centerwas to identify, assemble,and distribute important researchmaterials on 20thcenturyChina,which were either unavailableor availablein a few American libraries. This not-forprofit enterprise,now independentlyincorporated,was generouslysupported by foundations and the
National Endowment for the Humanities (NEH), and has been singularly responsiblefor making
availableto libraries world-wide a great quantity of rare and difficult-to-obtain publications during
the last twenty-eightyears. Many CEAL membershave servedon CCRM’s Advisory Board; and its
current board membersare all CEAL members.
A more recent developmentin which CEAL was directly involved was the Foreign Acquisitions
Project of the Association of ResearchLibraries (ARL). This was an effort to assessthe current
strengths and weaknessesof the major researchlibraries’ foreign acquisitions, to determine their
needs and priorities, and to offer concrete action proposalsto addressthe identified problems. In
1992the ARL askedCEAL to participatein the project, with the specific requestthat CEAL present
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a report eachon Chineseand Japanesematerials. Two TaskForceswere appointed by CEAL for this
purpose. The task force on China was chairedby Tai-loi Ma (University of Chicago), and the one
on Japanby Yasuko Matsudo (University of Michigan). Their reports, together with a state-of-thefield survey, titled “East Asian Collections,” by the CEAL Executive Croup (Maureen Donovan,
Chair), were submitted to ARL and subsequentlypublishedin the Ceal Bulletin and in APL’s final
report on its Foreign Acquisitions Project.30
These highlights illustrate the vibrant nature of CEAL as a professional organization. During the
almosthalfa centurysincean informal group of interestedparties got together to discussEast Asian
library problemsin 1948,East Asian librariesin North America have developedby leaps and bounds.
In this development CEAL has played a pivotal role as a catalyst in national planning and
coordination. As already mentioned in this paper, it hasworked successfullyon national standards,
and encouraged and supported national and regional cooperative projects, training institutes, and
resource sharing programs (the printed catalogs of the East Asian libraries at the University of
Californiaat Berkeley,University of Chicago, Cornell, Harvard-Yenching Library, Hoover Institute,
University ofMichigan, andthe Library of Congress,as well as the current online catalogs of all the
libraries, servequite adequatelyas a national union catalog for this purpose). It has contributed to
scholarshipby the panelsit organized at the annual meetingsof the Association for Asian Studiesto
bring librarians,scholars,and information specialiststogether to discussmatters of mutual concern
and it also has been the organization to which others have turned for expert advice on problems
concerningEast Asian library issues. In short, as the only professionalorganization of East Asian
librariesand librarians in North America, CEAL has played, and will continue to play, a crucial role
in the developmentofEast Asian studiesin the United Statesand Canada. The fact that East Asian
librariesno longer find themselvesin a backwater, but in the mainstreamof North American library
developmentis the resultnot only of the indefatigablework of the libraries and librarians themselves,
but, equally important, also of the existence of a national organization through which national
planning and interlibrary cooperation can be effected through voluntary efforts.

APPENDIX

Chairpersonsof the Council on East Asian Libraries and its predecessorcommittees:
1948-1949

National Committee on Oriental Collections in the U.S.A. and Abroad
CharlesH. Brown (University of Iowa)

1949-1952

Joint Committeeof the Far EasternAssociationandthe American Library Association
on Oriental Collections
CharlesH. Brown (University of Iowa)

1954-1956

SpecialCommittee on Cataloging Oriental Materials, American Library Association
Maud L. Moseley (University of Washington)
G. Raymond Nunn (University of Michigan)

1957

Special Committee on Far EasternMaterials, American Library Association
G. Raymond Nunn (University of Michigan)

1958-1970

Committee on Far EasternMaterials, American Library Association
CharlesE. Hamilton (University of California, Berkeley)

1958-1967

Committee on American Library Resourceson the Far East, Association for Asian
Studies
G. Raymond Nunn (University of Michigan), 1958-1963
Edwin G. Beal, Jr. (Library of Congress), 1963-1966
Tsuen-HsuinTsien (University of Chicago), 1966-1967

1967-1995

Committee on East Asian Libraries, Association for Asian Studies
Tsuen-Hsuin Tsien (University of Chicago), 1967-1968
Yukihisa Suzuki (University of Michigan), 1968-1969
Weiying Wan (University of Michigan), 1970-1971
Raymond N. Tang (University of California, Berkeley), 1971-1972
. Shih-kang Tung (Princeton University), 1973-1974
Thomas C. Kuo (University of Pittsburgh), 1974-1976
.
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Eugene W. Wu (Harvard University), 1976-1979
Hideo Kaneko (Yale University), 1979-1982
Richard C. Howard (Library of Congress),1982-1985
Karl Lo (University of Washington), 1985-1988
Thomas H. Lee (Indiana University), 1988-1991
Maureen Donovan (Ohio State University), 199l- 1994
Kenneth Klein (University of Southern California), 1994-l 995
1995-

Council on East Asian Libraries, Association for Asian Studies
Kenneth Klein (University of Southern California), 1995-1997
Tai-loi Ma (University of Chicago), 1997-2000
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