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The Library .of,the Yale Divinity School was foqned in 19~2 by the
merger of the Trowbridge Reference Library, the Day Missions Library, and the
Sneath Me01orial Li~rary of Chris~ Bdµcation. As such, it is a ~~ti:~ely new
library. In the intervening sixty years it has become one of the preerhinent
theologiCJl}. libraries in this country, if not the wqrld. Itow. this came to be is the
topic Qf tlµs history of the Xale Divinity School Library collections.
;!

I. Pre-History
From its founding in 1701, Yale. University .has had a comrµitµient to
theological education. The founding fathers of Yale espoqsed "the grand errand"
of propagating "in this,wildemess th~ blessed RefQrm¢, Protestant ~ligion," and
considered the education of suit\l)le youths.a. chief means for accomplishing this
end. 1' This intention was,incorporated fu,the original charter of the school:. "For
the Educating and Instructing of Youtl\ iit good Literature, Arts, and Sciences;
That so by the blessing of,Afmighty· God they may be the better fitted for publick
Imployment both.in the Churcq and in the ~ivil State. "2
According to a history of Yale written by its president, ·Thomas Clap, -the
school began with the establishment of its library. He recounts tfiat in 1700 a
group of Congregational ministers met at the hQme or Rev. Samuel Russel in
Branford. Each man presented a number of volull\eS' from his own library with
the words: 111 give these Books for the founding [of] a College in this Colony. "3
"Proceedings of tho Trustees, Novpmber)l, 1701. • Reproduced mDocuroentary
history of YaJo Jlniversity (Franklin Bowditch Dexter, ed.; New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1916), p. 27. i
1

2

Dbcntnentary history ofYaJf\University,p. 17. Yale P r e s ~ ~ Clap went so
far as to ~ert: ~:"The .original end, and desi,gn of colleges was to ins~, educate, and
train'up persons fort& work of tho ministry" {Tho reJigirn!s f.".O?Jslib!tion of c.o]leges,
especially of YaJe.CoUogo in New-liaYc:n in tho Cob:tf ofCmmecticnt [New Loudon: T.
Green, 1754], p. 1).
~
'Thomas Clap, The annals or history of Yate-CoUege in New-Raven ill the CoJony of
Crnwedicut (New Haven: Printed for John H ~ a and B. M~ 1766), p. 3.
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Although more recent historians.treat it as apocryphal, this anecdote does
illustrate an early apl?reciation:f9r theJibrary's central role in what was to
become YaJe,Vnive.rsity. 4 Sign}(icantly, the library's first books were donated by
clergyqien .for t�e · mµnirig of clergy.
In the schooi's.early yecµ-s the study of theology.was incorporated.into the
general curriculum. Not unfil 1822 was a separate Divinity School established.
In 1835 Divinity Hall was constructed and was replaced in 1869 by the Divinity
Quadrangle at the corner of Elm and College (the present site of Calhoun
College). Throughout this period the Divinity School relied upon the central
university library for services. Even so, a reference library was established
within gie Divinity School by Henry Trowbridge as a memorial to Henry Stuart
Ti:9wbtidge. In �881 a building named for-Leonard Bacon was wnstructedJt�
house this· collection, made possible, as was the chapel, by the munifi¢n� of
Frederick, Marquand of Southport, Connecticut.5 This collection. was"non
circulating and relativeiy small: at the time of the merger.of the'libraries in 1932
6
518
volumes;
it
was
also
chronically
underfunded.
it numbered
8
1
.,
The second collection associated with the School was the Day .Missions
Library. 7 George Epward Day8 was a professor of Hebrew language.and
4

Merrily E. Taylo.t, The Ya.Je University T.ibracy 1701-1978 (New Haven;. Yale
University Libracy, 1978), p. 1.
5

R"�land
165.

JI. Bainton, Yale and the ministry (New York:

Harper & Bros., 1957), p.

6

In a letter to the Provost probably composed in 1924 Roland Bainton,.Faculty
Librarian, and Alpha W. Barlow, Librarian, point out that the Trowbp.dge Library served
seveq departments within the Divinity School while the Day and Sneath Libraries each
served one. The income for Day in 1923/1924 was $938.09, for Sneath it was $1,140.67
(normally $500) and for Trowbridge $365.58, of which $250 was spent Otlbdoks.
The letter asks that the funding for the Trowbridge Library be increased to..-$690·�r year.
Letter on file in the Archives of the Yale Divinity School Li"brary, Recol(l Group 92,
Special Collections, Yale Divinity School Library (hereafter cited as Reconl Oroup 92).
7

This Li"bracy was originally called ·The Foreign Mission Li"brary of the Yale Divinity
School,• and later "The Historical Li"bnuy of Foreign Missions," according to Harlan P.
Beach in a brochure describing the Li"bracy. A copy of this brochure is included in Rqcord
Group 92.

;
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literature who had an avid interest in foreign missions. Beginning in lij86 he
devoted himself to building a collection on foreign missions, which he donated to
the School in 1891.9 Roland Bainton recounts.that the students called him "Old
Yom," from the Hebrew equivalent of his surname. "Venerable as the ancient of
days and as indefatigable, he scoured'lhe secondhand bookstores of Europe! 10
When he began his work, the greatest collection in the world on missions was in
Denmark and numbered 5,200 volumes. By 1902 Day's collection had reached
7,159. At the time of the merger it was reported to contain 21,484 volumes, or
nearly two thirds of the total collections constituting the new Divinity School
Library.
In a letter to "Friends of ~hristian Missions" dated March 19, 1891, Day
presented his proposal for a "Library of Modern Missions." This library, it was
hoped, would "become the most full and complete collection of works on Foreign
Missions, in the United States and perhaps in the world." The nucleus of the
collection was formed by a donation by William E. Dodge (solicited by Leonard
Bacon) of "copies of all translations of the Bible into foreign languages issued by
the American Bible Society, including those made by missionaries.• Day
proposed that the new library focus on six types of material: the history of
missions in various countries, missionary. biography, history and annual reports
of ~issionary societies, missionary periodicals, works prepared and issued by
missionaries for the use of natives, and missions to Jews •• The purpose of such a
library would be three-fold: to have somewhere a complete collection of books
relating to the missions of all Christian denominations and peoples, both for
present use and as a historical record; to house such a collection in a theological
'George Edwanl Day (1815-1905) came to Yale in 1866 from the I...ane Theological
Seminary in Cincinnati, where he taught both Old and New Testament. He began partial
retirement from his teaching duties at the age of seventy in 1886, served u Dean of the
Divinity School from 1888 until 1895, when ho offeied his resignati.oi1 and 1fecame a
professor emeritus••
9Biographica1 information on Day is incJuded in a memorial \>ohum, To laving memory
of Gearv:a &Jwaql Day, JSJS-t90S (New Haven: Tuttle, Morehouse&, Taylor ~s,
1905). V
1
°.Bainton, Yale and tho ministry, p. 195.
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school; and, to stimulate candidates for the ministry to consider a vocation of
missionary work. 11 Bequests by Day and his wife, Olivia Hotchkiss Day, enabled
the construction of a building to house this library in 1911, together with an
endowed fund for the care of the collection and for the purchase of new
materials. 12

Interior of the original Day Miuiona library

11

•oivinity School of Yale University, March 19, 1891, Library of Modem Missions.•
Original in Record Group 92.
2
1 Martha L. Smalley, •centenary of the Day Missions Library,• Nob, beoe, S (1991),
p. 1. Transcripts of pertinent portions of the Days' wills an, included in Record Group
92.

s
Day's successor as librarian of the collection, Harlan P. Beach, 13 widened
the scope of the collection to correspond with the enlarged view of missions that
had developed. In particular he included literature from related fields that
supported the study of missions, so that the Library could be a "laboratory of
Missions." Even so, it remained more restricted in scope than the only
comparable collection, the Missionary Research Library of New York, which did
not then have the advantage of access to a major university library. 14
The third, and newest, collection is that of the Sneath Memorial Library
of Religious Education, established in 1919. This collection was endowed by E.
Hershey Sneath (1857-1935), professor of ethics and Christian education, and his
wife, Anna Camp Sneath, as a memorial for their son, Richard Sheldon Sneath.
At the time of the merger this library numbered 4,428 volumes.
II. The Founding of the Yale Divinity School Library
The merger of these three libraries in 1932 had been under discussion for
more than a decade. In response to a preliminary report of the University
Council's Committee on the Co-ordination of the Libraries of the University,
John Clark Archer, Secretary of the Faculty of the School of Religion, conveyed
the Faculty's resolution to Andrew Keogh, University Librarian, that he:
take charge of the Trowbridge Reference Library, the Library of Social
Service, the Reference Library of Religious Education, and any other
special libraries or collections that are or may hereafter be under the
jurisdiction of the School of Religion.
Keogh replied to this request the next day, pointing out that the report was
preliminary in nature, and so it was premature to act upon it. In addition, no
Harlan Page Beach (1854-1933) served as D. Willis James Professor of the Tbeoiy
and Practice of Missions from 1906 to 1921 (be was the first to be appointed to Yale's
missions' chair); be served as Librarian of the Day Missions Libruy from 1911 to 1925.
14
Harlan P. Beach in a brochure descn'bing the Day Libruy, composed ca. 1921.
Located in Record Group 92.
15
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money had been made available to the University Library to implement such a
request. He concluded: "Unless the School can itself secure the money
necessary for the efficient running of its libraries, I cannot at present do more
than express good will towards your efforts and give such advisory assistance as I
can.• is
In May 1924 the Yale Corporation voted to approve the recommendations
of the University Council with reference to the co-ordination of all the libraries of
the University as follows:
I. That the University Library be defined as consisting of all the books
owned by the University, whether housed in the central library or in other
University buildings. 2. That the Librarian have general supervision ofall
the libraries of the University, and that he co-operate with the Deans ... in
regard to the various school, departmental, and institutional libraries, and
their maintenance and care. 16
Thus the stage was set for the establishment of the Divinity School Library.
The architect of the merged Library was Luther A. Weigle, Dean of the
Divinity School from 1928 through 1949, who envisioned a general library to
support the work of the School at its new location at the Sterling Divinity
Quadrangle on Pro~pect Street. One way to accomplish this was to build .o n the

15

Letters dated Jan. 14 and 15, 1920. Copies of both letters can be found in the
Records of the University Librarian, Yale Record Group 32-C, Series I, Box 166, Folder
2170, M8DUSCripts and Archives, Yale University Library. Notably, DO mention was
made of the Day Missions Library, which was adequately endowed. The Library of
Social Service was donated to the Divinity School by the PIUdential Life Insurance Co. in
1914 through the good offices of Frederick L. Hoffmann, its Vice President and
Statistician. This collection was apparently never incorporated into the general Divinity
Library collection, as in 1936 Morris reported that, with the assistance of National Youth
Administration employees, the collection of 8,000 volumes was •arranged by series, and
made available for consultation.• Since the Divinity School DO longer was offering the
courses this material supported, the collection was transferred to Sterling Memorial
Library in 1940. Documentation on this Library is included in Recom Group 92; see also
Yale Divinity School Library Amma1 Report, 1935/36, p. 8.
1

'Letter from R. Hutchins, Secretary of the University, to Andrew Keogh dated May

17, 1924. Copy in Record Group 92.
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existing resources. On Nov. 26, 1930 the Faculty of the Divinity School voted to
approve the "unified administration of the three Libraries of the Divinity Schoolthe Trowbridge Library, the Day Missions Library, and the Sneath Library of
Religious Education. "17 In response to this request, the Yale Corporation on
Dec. 13, 1930, appointed a committee "to devise a plan for the development and
unified administration of the libraries of the Divinity School." This committee
was comprised of Andrew Keogh, Chairman, George P. Day, Treasurer of the
University, Charles Seymour, Provost of the University, and Dean Weigle. 11
This Committee solicited the opinions of those involved with the School's
libraries and of the Divinity School faculty in formulating its recommendations.
In a letter to Keogh dated Feb. 2, 1931, Weigle provided a summary of the
condition of the Divinity School's libraries and presented the case for expanded
support. The Day Missions Library was regarded as a research collection, while
the Trowbridge Library "has been regarded as no more than a collection of
reference shelves for the use of faculty and students of the Divinity School in
their current work." The Sneath Library's function "has never been clearly
defined, but in practice it has developed along lines similar to the Trowbridge
17

Cited in a letter from Weigle· to Archer dated Nov. 28, 1930. Archer opposed the
use of the Janguage ·the three libraries of the Divinity School,• for in bis f!fltimarioo the
Day Lil>rary was not the property of the School, but had a separate ~ . The
Archives of the Yale Divinity School include a series of 1etten between Archer ml
others, including Weigle, Harlan P. Beach. and Carl A. Lohmann, Secretay of the
University. Archer revealed the gist of the matter in a confideotial 1eUer to Beach dated
Dec. 6, 1930: •The fundamental problem is one of Weigle'• attitude. It is intolerable to
him to have anything in any way out of bis immediate control.• Archer wished to
rnaiotein the indepeodence of the Day Library even if it was included with the other two
libraries administratively ml worked to secure a separate building for it. The plans for
the Divinity Quadrangle at Hillhouse and Sachem (never executed) included provisioua for
a separate building; the coostruction of the Sterling Divinity Quadrangle oo Prospect Street
included a separate reading room for the Day collection. Copies of tbesf' clocnmem ne
included in Record Oroup 92•
...Report of the Committee appointed by the Corporation to devise a plan for the
developmed and unified administration of the librariel of the Divinity School,• Feb. 8.,
1932. Original in Records of the University Librarian, Yale Record Oroup 32-C, Series I,
Box 166, Folder 2172.
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Library rather than to the Day Library." Dean Weigle urged "in view of the·
increased distance of the new Sterling Divinity Quadrangle from the University
Library" that the Trowbridge Reference Library, especially, be considerably
enlarged to provide more adequate resources for the educational work of the
School. 19
A point of controversy in these discussions was the proper role of the Day
Missions Library. In its early years this Library was focused almost exclusively
on the literature of Protestant missions in the English language. Harlan P. Beach
considered himself to be building a teaching collection. He was succeeded as
Day Librarian in 1925 by John Clark Archer, 20 who also collected materials on
comparative religion to place missions work in its context and to serve as
resource material for the training of personnel going into foreign mission work.
Not entirely by coincidence, Archer's primary area of interest was in world
religions, not Christian missions. Collecting was limited almost exclusively to
Western languages. Kenneth Scott Latourette21 thought the Day Library collected
too heavily materials relating to the history and culture of the countries where

1

91.etter included in the Records of the Librarian, Yale Record Gtoup 32-C, Series I,
Box 166, Folder 2172. At that time Roland H. Bainton was serving as Librarian of the
Trowbridge Library, John C. Archer, Day Missions Library, and Robert Seneca Smith,
Sneath Library. All served without salary. The day-to-day operations of the Trowbridge
•

Library were managed by Miss Alpha W. Barlow, appointed August 1924 and paid an
annual salary of$1,400; the Day Library by Miss Florence G. Sellers, appointed August
1930 at a salary of $1,500; and the Sneath Library by Miss Lillian G. Williams, appointed
July 1929, who was paid $2,000 in her position as Assistant in the Department of
Religious F.ducation. The 1930/1931 budget for the Trowbridge Library was $2,275, of
which $875 was for books and binding; for Day, $3,893, with $1,350 for books and
binding; and for Sneath, $500, all of which was expended on books and binding; for a
total library budget of $6,668.
20

John Clark Archer (1881-1957) served on the Yale faculty from 1915-1950. He was
Librarian of the Day Library, 1925-1932. and Curator of Comparative Religion, 19321935.
21

Keoneth Scott Latourette (1884-1968) joined the Divinity School Faculty in 1921 as
the second D. Willis James Professor of Missions, a post he held until 1949, when he was
appointed Sterling Professor of Missions and Oriental History. He retired in 1953.

9

missions were carried out and non-Christian religions. He maintained that the
Day Library should concentrate on (1) books, pamphlets, periodicals, reports and
other printed literature dealing specifically with foreign missions, whether
Protestant or Catholic; (2) unpublished materials, such as missionary circular ·
letters; and (3) literature in other languages than those of Europe used in the
propagation of Christianity. By so doing its collections would adhere more
closely to Day's original intent and would, ultimately, make it a far more useful
collection for the study of missions. 22 Latourette contended that the School was
not doing work that could be considered graduate level, and could not without
adequate resources. By focusing the Day collection on Christian missions, he
asserted, the School could develop a genuine research collection. 23
Archer was of the opinion that the endowment was sufficient to collect
"all works of value on Protestant missions," with money left over, but
vehemently opposed the inclusion of Roman Catholic missions: "It is not
conceivable that Yale should provide an exhaustive collection of this sort (that is,
a Protestant seminary with a Roman Catholic library) to which the serious student
of Catholic missions should resort." He allowed that collecting unpublished
material might be of some limited value, although in his opinion most of the
important primary resources were. eventually published. At any rate, collecting
this material would not strain the funds. Archer questioned the wisdom of
collecting literature in languages other than European on the basis of cost,
selection and use. Much of that literature he considered to be translations.
Although "a new, original type is now being produced," he concluded that "no
Divinity School library can well afford to take account of this." Scholars wishing

22

1..eUer from Latourette to Weigle dated Jan. 23, 1931. Original in the Kameth Scott
Latourette Papers, Manuscript Group 3, Box 119, Special Collections, Yale Divinity
School Library.
:zs.Rough notes of a confereoce on the proposed new library facilities md service for
the Divinity School,• compiled by Charles E. Rush. [April 18, 1931). Original in
Records of the University Librarian, Yale Record Oroup 32-C, Series I, Box 166, Folder
21'n. Latourette had come to Yale in 1921 in part to do research in the Day collection, u
he iodkated in bia autobiography, Beyond tho mnges (Grand Rapids, Mich.: William B.
F.erdmans, 1967), p. 61.
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to use such literature would be better served by visiting the countries where the
literature was produced. Archer preferred to have the collection focus on "the
history of missions and the religions of mission lands." To carry forward this
mission he suggested that two curators be appointed, one to focus on missions
and the other on comparative religion. 24
After hearing all such opinions, the Committee prepared a draft report to
the Corporation dated Feb. 8, 1932. 25 The report noted that the Faculty:
felt that the broadening of the research interests of the School, the
consequent closer connection with other parts of the University, the
existence of the Sterling Memorial Library with its seminaries, studies,
and stalls, and the greater distance between the new Divinity School
Quadrangle and the general library, had created new conditions amounting
almost to a crisis.
The Faculty recognii.ed that the three libraries serving the School did not
represent "an ideal library," but that the "consolidation of the three would result
in an approximation to a good library."
The Committee concluded that the "books in the School are inadequate for
present needs, and still more inadequate for the demands of the enlarged
curriculum and the new emphasi~ on research." The size of the collection did not

24

1..etter from Archer to Weigle dated March 3, 1931, in Record Group 92. In private
notes appended to this letter Archer reveals some pique at what he considered Latourette's
presumptuousness. Relations between Archer and Latourette bad never been cordial.
Indeed, they were so strained that Weigle asked Latourette for an account of their
relations. A draft of his response with editorial markings, dated June 3, 1930, is included
in the Kenneth Scott Latourette Papen, Manuscript Group 3, Box 125.
After 1932 the collecting in comparative religion was more restricted. Large
portions of this literatwe were transferred to the University Lil>rary. A good working
collection of materials remained, but not one ideoded to support research in depth. For a
discussion of the collecting of comparative religion at the Divinity Ltl>rary, see the
memorandum of Raymond P. Morris dated May 11, 1965, located in Record Group 92.
25

·Report of the Committee appointed by the Corporation to devise a plan for the

development and unified administration of the libraries of the Divinity School.• A copy of
this report is included in Record Group 92.
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compare favorably with other seminaries of the first rank, 26 and the money
allocated for acquisitions was restricted to specific fields. ·Toe library of the
Divinity School must be wider in scope than the Day and Sneath foundations,
welcome as these are.• The construction of the Divinity Quadrangle presented an
unusual opportunity "to build up a model library worthy of the traditions of the
School."
The library of the School should be "a working collection of the best
books on subjects taught and studied in the School," together with "the small but
necessary number of general reference books that must be at hand wherever
scholarly work is carried on." These books as a rule should be professional .in . ...
character, "leaving to the general University Library and to the libraries of other
schools and departments the provision of books needed in continuous research or
not in every day use." The new library was to avoid all unnecessary duplication,
although the report allowed for exceptions to this rule when special gifts of books
or funds were provided.
The Committee concluded that this unified library required "a first class
librarian" who was "skilled in library technique." He must have "an
understanding of scholarship, and should preferably be an expert in the
bibliography .of religion," and be competent to give advice on ·the t>est methods
of study and research." The Librarian "should have the rank, salary, tenure of
office, and right to retiring allowance of a professor in the School, and should be
a member of its faculty.• He should work closely with the staff of the general
library "that the collections in religion may complement each other to the
advantage of both."
Because of the financial situation, the appointment of a librarian would
have to be temporarily postponed; in the interim the Dean should be asked to
serve as Librarian. At least two assistants would be required. Until a full-time
librarian could be named, curators should be appointed to oversee the chief
divisions of the Library. A Library Committee should be appointed, comprised
of the Dean, the Librarian, and.not more than five faculty members. An

26

1n his letter of Feb. 2, 1931, Weigle reported to Keogh that Drew be]d 144,000
volumes, Garrett be]d 129,756, Hartford held 123,608 and Princeton be]d 122,126.
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endowment of $500,000 should be raised and, until that sum was raised, the
budget should include $5,000 per year for books in addition to the endowed
funds.
On the basis of these conclusions the Committee made eight
recommendations to the Corporation:
a. That the three libraries of the Divinity School be consolidated, and that
the new entity be called the Library of the Divinity School.
b. That the provenance of each volume in the collection be identified,
thus preserving the identity of the three formerly separate libraries.
c. That a librarian of the Divinity School be appointed as soon as
possible, with the rank of a full professor and a seat in the Faculty,
responsible to the Dean of the School and the Librarian of the University
for the conduct of the Library.
d. That the Dean of the School be requested to serve as Librarian pro
tern.
e. That an assistant to the libr:arian be appointed at a salary of not less
than $2,500 and two other assistants be engaged with a salary allowance
of $3,000 for the two positions.
f. 1Jtat Roland H. Bainton be appointed curator of the TrQwbridge
Reference Library; John Clark Archer, curator of the collection in
Comparative Religion; Kenneth S. Latourette, curator of the Day
Missions Library; 27 and Robert Seneca Smith, curator of the Richard S.
Sneath Memorial Library of Religious Education.
g. That a Library Committee be created to assist the librarian in the
making of rules and the choice of budgets.
h. That the Library seek an endowment of $400,000 in addition to the
present endowments, and that the Corporation make a special

27

Thus the dispute between Archer aod Latourette regarding the focus of the Day
Library was settled by compromise. Archer wu to receive $500 of the Day endowment
income for comparative religion, money previously expended on custodial services.
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appropriation of not less than $5,000 for books.28
On April 9, 1932, the Provost presented this report to the Yale Corporation, and
its eight recommendations were approved. 29

m. Defining the Mission:

The First Two Decades

Thus, when the Library of the Divinity School opened for business in
1932, Dean Weigle served as its Librarian, and four faculty members functioned
as curators for particular portions of the collection~ Raymond P. Morris was ·
appointed Assistant Librarian. 30
The task that faced the Library was formidable. As Morris reported:
"Physically there is no library of the Divinity School, but three libraries which
have been hastily and arbitrarily housed in facilities planned for one." While
putting in place policies and procedures for building the collection and providing

21

There is no explanation of how the earlier recommeodation that the budget inchxle
$5,000 per year got reduced to a request for a speci41 one-time appropriation of $5,000.
However that may be, the book budget was far from $5,000 (according to the anmal
report for that year, a total of $3,784.89 was expended on books, periodicala and binding
in 1933/1934, and that figure inchxled endowed funds). _For years thereafter Raymond
Morris used his anwa1 reports to remind the Dean that the Library had never received this .

$5,000 special appropriation (see, for example, 1933/1934, p. 14; 1935/1936, p. 11).
~ from Carl H. Lohmann, Secretary of the University, to Dean Weigle, dated

April 12, 1932. Records of the Librarian, Yale Record Group 32-C, Series I, Box 166,
Folder 2171.
~ymond Philip Morris (1904-1990) graduated from Garrett Biblical Institute (B.D.,
1929) and Columbia University (M.L.S., 1931). In 1931 Morris accepted a position at the
Garrett Library. Because of budget reductioos that year, Garrett offered to keep him on
the staff, but at half saJuy. He was then offered the poaition of Assistant Librarian at
Yale Divinity School Library. Morris was formally appointed Librarian of the Divinity
School with the rank of Assistant Professor beginning July 1, 1935. SunuJtaueous with his
appoimmeot, Weigle and the four curators resigned their libruy poaitiom. LeU« &om
Dean Weigle to Provost Charles Seymour dated Dec. 7, 1934. Records of the Librarian,
Yale Record Group 32-C, Series I, Box 166, Folder 2172.
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basic services, Morris simultaneously had to consolidate the existing collections
and their catalogs. Each of the three collections had its own classification
scheme. Even though the Day Library was to stay separate (materials were added
to the Day classification until 1950), that still meant that all of the material in the
Sneath collection and some of the material in Trowbridge had to be recataloged
and reclassified. More.over, nearly two thirds of the collection was devoted to
missions; more than forty percent of the acquisitions budget continued to be
dedicated to missions. To deal with all of this Morris had a staff of two
catalogers, Florence Sellers Baker and Ruth E. Bleckwell. 31 He asked for a typist
to prepare cards, mark and label books, check in periodicals, mend books, and
the like. 32

Raymond P. Morris, Divinity Librarian 1932-1972

1

The Corporation had authorir.ed three positions, but apparently <lid oot provide the
funding.
'

52

Letter from Morris to Weigle dated Dec. S, 1933, incb.Jded in Record Group 92.
The 1934/1935 Divinity School Library Amwa1 Report lists a typist among the employees
of the Library, along with the l..tbrarian and two catalogers. In this report be requested
the addition of a reference hbrarian to the staff and ooted that •normai- staffing would
incb.Jde another cataloger, a secretary and student assistants. When be retired in 1972
Morris left a staff of seventeen, including six professional positions and eleven clerical and
technical, plus student assistants.
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Very early the process of building a library at the Divinity School
revealed contradictions in the original mandate. It soon became evident that a
library established in part because of the expanded research interests of the
faculty could not restrict itself to providing only books that supported the
curriculum. This was particularly true since that library was served by an
enterprising young librarian who was adept at securing gifts of books and funds,
thus taking full advantage of the loophole contained in the Committee's report
that established the library.
·Morris took great pains to rationalize his undertaking. In his first annual .
report he asserted:
The Trowbridge and Sneath collections should remain small, carefully
selected collections, intended to meet instructional needs largely for the
Bachelor of Divinity course. For advanced work our students should rely
on the Sterling Library. For the Day Mission collection, however, we are
endeavoring to accumulate a research collection in the "history of
Protestant missions. "33
In the same report, however, he asserted that the Library was assuming a place in
the School it had not done heretofore, and he suggested two reasons why this
change had come about: ~(l) The location of the Divinity School makes it
necessary for our students to rely upon our library rather than the University
collection and (2) it is the intention of the General Administration to make this
library commensurate to our needs. "34 After this first report Morris.would never .
again make reference to keeping the Trowbridge and Sneath collections small; ·
rather, he would increasingly focus on what it meant to "make this library
commensurate to our needs."
In the following years those needs were to become more fully evident,
and, as he became more aware of them, Morris began to change his estimation of
the necessary scope of the Divinity Library. In his second annual report Morris
noted that two facts were becoming increasingly apparent:
(1) It is going to be more expensive to operate this library than perhaps
"Yale Divinity School Labrary Ammal Report, 1932/33, p. 6.
"'Yale Divinity School Labrary Ammal Report, 1932/33, p. 2.
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was planned, but (2) there has been a marked increase in the use of the
library facilities on the part of our students. . . . Because of the latter, it
seems as if we can dispel any doubt as to the wisdom of the initial step of
departmentali7.a.tion. 35
Morris went on to note that given Divinity's location, "there can be no clear cut
division of labor and effort" between Sterling and Divinity. "There are large
borderline groups of materials which can be justified in either location," he
noted, a point "that was carefully studied both on our part and on the part of the
University Library." While noting that the primary mission of the Divinity
. . Library was to support work for the Bachelor of Divinity degree, he asserted that
"it would be unwise to think of the Divinity Library in too narrow of terms." To
support this argument he cited instructional patterns (research requirements for
students), the remote location of the School, the absence of adequate
transportation facilities and demands on Divinity students' weekend hours. Use
· of Sterling by Divinity students had declined since the Divinity School was
moved; yet, "under the present situation it is not untrue to state that in some
departments we cannot do strictly first-class work because of library
limitations. "36
Morris contjnually raised the issue of inadequate library resources, In
1935 he pointed to the inadequacy of the University's religion collections and
concluded:
To strengthen intellectual resources, meet current instructional needs,
raise teaching and library standards, attract and hold good students and a
distinguished faculty, offer as good or better facilities than competing
institutions, and build up the educational tone of the School and the
reputation of the University is a consummation greatly desired. But it is
more than a wish, it is the plan and policy of the school.37
In the coming years he would often justify the collection built at the Divinity
Library on the basis of the neglect of the University's religion collections over
''Yale Divinity School Library Ammal Report, 1933/34, p. 1.
"Yale Divinity School Library Ammal Report, 1933/34, pp. 2-3.
"Yale Divinity School Library Ammal Report, 1934/35, pp. 2-3.
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the decades preceding the establishment of a separate Divinity Library.
Beginning in 1936 Morris asked those graduating with advanced degrees:
"Upon which of the two University collections did you rely primarily in the
preparation of your dissertation--Sterling Memorial Library or the Divinity
School Library?" The documentation he gathered showed increasing reliance on
the Divinity Library. 31 He concluded:
In spite of the theoretical division of responsibility between the University
and Divinity libraries, we are assuming an increasing share of the burden
of research activities in the field of religion• . This is so, not because we .
have invited it, but because we have been unable to evade it. 39
The full impact of the Divinity School's move on library services clearly had not
been anticipated.
Again in 1937 he reported that in spite of all efforts to the contrary there

31

1n the period between 1936/1937 and 1942/1943 eighteen Ph.D. candidates replied
that they bad relied most heavily on Sterling, while 67 reported using the Divinity Library.
These figures are reproduced in the Lilmuy's Anoua1 Reports and are cnmn]eted in an
undated memorandum showing figures for 1936/37 through 1942/43 with the title
•ileJative h"brary load for research activity for advanced degrees in the field of religion
and religious studies at Yale University.• A copy of this memorandum is included in
Record Group 92. In his emmal reports Morris often cited these studies to show .that the
Divinity Library was UIIUDllllg more of the research load. In the Yale Divinity Library
Anoua1 Report for 1938/39 he asserted that ·there is DO reason to believe that this treod
will or can be reversed• (p. 3).
"Yale Divinity School Library Amma1 Report, 193S/36, p. 2. Again in the 1942/43
Anoua1 Report he stated: •we shall gain a mistabn notion of the work of the Divinity
Library if we visualiz.e it as simply caring for the library needs of our studeats preparing
for the ministry. For years there has been a steady and uninterlUpted treod in the relative
proportion of the library load we carry in respect to other librariea at Yale. There has
been an increasing use of our facilitiea by faculty and studeats from other departmeats of
the University, until, at the presed time this forms a not inconsiderable proportion of our
h"brary service. This treod bas been most marbd in respect to graduate studeats working
in the fields of religion and religious education where the overwhelming bmdm of library
service DOW falls upon the Divinity Ubraiy. Tbeso facts are import.am and abould be
noted in terms of general University library policies, support and developmeu. It is
unlibly, in our judgment, that this treod will be reversed or greatly modified• (p. 7).
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was a steady drift in sentiment and practice on the part of student and faculty
members to rely primarily upon the Divinity Library collection. This tendency
was unfortunate, he said; indeed, "it is diametrically opposite to the original
conception of our function," and, if continued "will result in a restudy and a
possible recasting of our respective library programs. "40 Morris called for "a
more definite policy" regarding the areas of responsibility between the two
libraries in the interest of preventing "unnecessary duplication of effort. "41
Another criticism Morris repeated was that the collection of religion at
Sterling Library was not well organized.42 In the 1930s the religion collection
- there was basically unclassified. Once undertaken in 1939, the work of
classification proceeded slowly. 43 The difficulties were so entrenched that in

«>vale Divinity School Library Ammal Report, 1936/37, p. 7.
41

Yale Divinity School Library Ammal Report, 1936/37, p. 8.

42

See, for example, the Yale Divinity School Library Ammal Reports for 1935/36, p.
3, and 1936/37, p. 7.
4

'Bemhard Knollenberg, University Librarian, suggested to Morris in a letter dated
Aug. 17, 1938, that the University hire Julia Pettee to oversee the classification of religion
at Yale. Morris responded on Sept. 6 that the Univenity Library might consider hiring
someone with less expertise if it were possible to simplify the classification schedule.
Knollenberg arranged a conference with Messn. Morris and Bainton, and Misses Monrad,
Pratt (Reference Lil>rarian) and Withington (Executive Secretary) held Sept. 22, 1938 to
work out a program for the classification of boob. They decided to employ a senior
penon (Miss Pettee from Union Seminary or Miss Markley from the University of
Chicago) to oversee the project. They expected the project to begin by July 1939 and to
tab two or three yean to complete. These docmnmits are included in Record Group 92.
Upon her retirement from Union Seminary, Julia Pettee was engaged at Yale from 1939
through 1947 to develop the Yale cJassification schedule for religion (see her obituary in
the ATI A newsJeam:, IS (1967), p. 7).
The work progressed slowly, in part because the schedules being developed were
extremely complex. In a letter to Babb dated Sept. 21, 1948, Livingston noted that
Pettee's colleague, Eleanor Upton, was canying on her work, and the project was getting
•more and more involved, requiring more and more study and debate, so that when she
retires there will be nobody capable of interpreting the decisions made and carrying on the
job•••• We nmst have a classification simple enough to be applied by ordinary educated
catalogers (not specialists of the first magnitude).• A copy of this memorandum is
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1952 Morris recommended to James T. Babb, University Librarian, that the
project be abandoned and a simplified version of the LC classification for religion
be used. 44 A series of conferences were held in 1953 with Morris and Helen
Uhrich from the Divinity Library serving as consultants to Dorothy Livingston,
head cataloger at Sterling, together with her staff members Hitchcock and Davis,
in which the LC classification schedules were adapted for use in the Yale M
class. 45
The inadequate access to the religion materials at Sterling prompted
Morris to recommend four steps to improve.accessibility: that the religion. _
collections receive adequate cataloging and classification; that a union card
catalog for religion be maintained at the Divinity Library; that a daily delivery
service be established between the two libraries;46 and, that a plan be developed
that would reflect the needs and interests of those working in religion at Yale
University. However, "regardless of what may be done in the Sterling Library it
is obvious that we must strengthen the Divinity Library if we are to escape

included in Record Group 92.
44

Leuer from Morris to Babb dated Sept. 16, 1952, shortly after the new reporting
structure was in place. Morris suggested that •in view of the probable emphasis on
Religion in the future throughout the University which will ceder' most exteoded and
serious work in the Divinity Library,• it was not as important that fine distiuctiom be
made in the classification system adopted for Sterling Library. A copy of this letter is
included in Record Group 92.
45

.Religion classification conferences.• Jncluded in Record Group 92. These are a
series of fourteen doa•meds from the first five months of 1953. They inchlde a class-byclass discussion of the LC schedules and to what elU.ellt they could be modified. Some
materials bad already been done (e.g., church histoey) and were left as is. This discuasion
r.nlminated in a memorandum from Hitchcock to Livingston dated Aug. 27, 1953, which
IRlllllD&IUed the new M class, showing its reJationshi.p to LC. Morris supported her
conclusions, noting that her n,port showed that ·the adoption of an abridged LC.
Schedule [was] both feasible and desirable.• Both dnc:nments are in Record Oroup 92.

-niu service bad been usumed by the Committee established by the Corporation that
1aid the groundwork for the Divinity Libruy, but implemedalion wu comidenbly
delayed. In 1952 Morris reported that the service wu due to begin the followioa fall.
Yale Divinity School Library AmaJal Report, 19S1/S2, p. 9.
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serious educational restrictions. "47
By 1942 the Divinity Library haq begun to take shape as a research
collection. Morris celebrated the tenth anniversary of the Library by observing:
"During these ten years we have increased our book resources by three-fold, we
have brought together an efficient staff of workers, and we now assume, by a
large margin, the responsibility for Library services in the field of religion at
Yale. "48 "Ten more years of uninterrupted development," he concluded, "should
bring together at the Divinity School a notable collection of theology which will
rank as one of the best on this continent. "49 He echoed this sentiment the next
year: "It would not be incorrect to say that the Divinity Library has become not
only one of the largest in size, but in certain respects, one of the most valuable
among existing separate collections of theology in the country. "50 The die was
cast, and from this point forward Morris conceived his mission to be the building
of a collection equal in importance to what he perceived the mission of Yale
Divinity School to be.
· Morris built the Divinity Library collections with two considerations in
mind. First, he built most of the research collections through the judicious
acceptance of gifts. Indeed, a significant portion of the growth of the Divinity
Library was due to gifts, particu_larly by retired faculty members. Already in
1933 Morris reported that the number of volumes added to the collection as gifts
surpassed the number purchased. The libraries donated by Professors Benjamin
W. Bacon (New Testament) and Williston Walker (church history) were arguably
stronger than the corresponding parts of the existing collections. 51 Again in 1934
he observed: •we are acquiring an increasingly large number of books and
periodicals from our alumni and friends which has greatly accelerated the growth

47

Yale Divinity School Library Annual Report, 1937/38, pp. 3-4.

"Yale Divinity School Library Annual Report, 1941/42, p. 1.
GyaJe Divinity School Library Annual Report, 1941/42, p. S.

»vale Divinity School Library Annual Report, 1942/43, p. 4.
51

Letter from Morris to Weigle dated Dec. S, 1933, included in Record Group 92.
Bacon's libruy consisted of some 1,500 items.
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of our collection. "52 A notable example was the gift of the library of Douglas
Clyde Macintosh, Dwight Professor of Theology and Professor of Theology and
Philosophy of Religion. This collection numbered in excess of 5,000 volumes
and was unusually complete for nineteenth and twentieth century philosophy of
religion, philosophical theology and philosophy. Morris reported that with the
addition of this library "the resources in the Divinity Library will be second to
none in an area most central to our work. "53
The second consideration was duplication between Divinity and the other
libraries at Yale. Morris was always sensitive to the charge that the Divinity
Library was needlessly duplicating material. Following a lengthy discussion of
developments in the collections for 1940/1941, he stated:
It may be noted in passing that the areas securing the most extensive
development within the Divinity Library do not duplicate or compete with
areas being developed elsewhere in the University library system, i.e., our
cooperation here is not only theoretical but actual. 54
The next year he elaborated upon this:
Gifts to the library account for the rapid growth of our resources. It
should be pointed out, in passing, that the lines of our development do not
duplicate Of compete with existing library resources at Yale Univ~ity.
Further, it is likely that Yale could not have attracted these gifts had there
not been a separate Divinity Library. 55

.1Zya1e Divinity School Library Ammal Report, 1933/34, p. 4.

-"Letter to Carl Lohmann, Secrewy of the University, dated February 6, 19S 1,
inchxled in Record Group 92. Gifts from faculty members contimed to be a significant
source of retrospective materials for the Library. In his 1968/69 ammal report Morris
listed the libraries of Dean Charles R. Brown, Professon Williston Walker, Benjamin W.
Bacon, Frank C. Porter, Charles R. Dinsmore, DougJu Clydo Macidosh, Hemy Hallam
Tweedy, Keoneth Scott Latourette, Carl H. Kraeling, C.C. Torrey, George Dahl, Millar
Burrows, Roland H. Bainton, and files on Religion in Higher Education collected by
Clareoce P. Shedd. Other notable gifts included the Edwanl Sylvester Smith collection of
Methodistica aod the John R. Mott Libnuy (pp. 2-3).
54

Yale Divinity School Library Ammal Report, 1940/41, p. 2.

"Yale Divinity School Ltl>rary Ammal Report, 1941/42, pp. 7-8.
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Even so, he remained aware of the problem, so much so that he initiated
discussions with the University Library to develop policies that would address
this issue.
The earliest record I have found of a such a discussion is the minutes of a
conference held April 2, 1947, which was called by James T. Babb at Morris'
request. 56 This conference focused on duplication of reports, periodicals, and
serial publications, specifically excluding monographs. This conference was
followed in June by a proposal from Morris regarding the general problem of
duplication. Morris' approach was to stress that, if the Divinity Library were
delegated responsibility for collections in religion, resources would be freed for
the University Library to collect other materials:
In making this draft it has seemed to me that basic to all discussions of
responsibility within the Yale library system must be the assumption that
the library system at Yale is one library. Therefore insofar as it is
practical and feasible we must seek to eliminate unwise or unnecessary
expenditure of effort or money. Division of responsibility should mean,
on the one hand, that the University Library will be freed from present
obligations with their concurring expenditures of money and efforts and
thereby be released to divert its efforts to points oth~r than those assumed
by the Divinity Library. This should mean greater economy. On the
other hand, division of responsibility should mean that while it is
recogniz.ed that the primary responsibility of the Divinity Library is to the
Divinity School, in another sense the Divinity Library will serve the entire
University community. Ultimately, it will mean an extension in the scope
of service and the collections in the Divinity Library. 57

"These mimtes are included in the Records of the Librarian, Yale Record Group 32C, Series Il, Box 33, Folder 482. Present at this meeting were Uhrich, Morris, Babb,
Fuller, Livingston, Pntt, Clift, Kenefick, Wing and Withington. This document refers to
earlier discussions; in puticular to a memorandum dated March 26, 1947, of a previous
confereoce.
57

1..etter from Morris to Babb dated 111118 4, 1947, accompanied by •Memorandum for
Division of Areas of Responsibility in the University Library and the Divinity Library.
Draft June 4, 1947. • A copy of this documeot is cootained in the Records of the
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Morris' proposal served as the basis for an agreement entitled: ·Memorandum
for Division of Areas of Responsibility in the University Library and the Divinity
Library, July I, 1947. • This agreement was promulgated by Morris and Babb
and was intended to form the basis for future policies and practices.51
Agreement was reached on eighteen separate points. (1) Toe Divinity
Library was to have full responsibility for foreign missions; (2) home missions
would be divided by denomination, along the lines of the division for American.
church history. Materials related to (3) the World's Student Christian
Federation, (4) the Student Volunteer Movement for Foreign Missions, (5) the
YMCA, YWCA were all the responsibility of Divinity; the University Library
agreed to transfer all uncataloged materials. (6) Religion in higher education was
Divinity's responsibility.
(7) General church history presented special problems. The University
Library would have primary responsibility for Reformation-era documents, for
rare books, and for such other movements where the superiority of its collections
were demonstrable, including the Society of Friends, the Oxford Movement, etc.
It would also secure current publications that were representative of the field or
which were in demand in the University Library. Divinity would have primary
responsibility for Africa, Asia, North and Soµth America, and Australia. For
American church history Divinity was assigned primary responsibility for
materials related to Presbyterian, Methodist, Baptist, Lutheran and United ·
Brethren Churches, and for Congregationalism after 1870;- The University
Library would ass~me primary responsibility for the Episcopal Chureii;"Ro"man-·~--_-·='Catholic Church, Unitarian Church, Christian Science Church, Society of
.
Friends, Mormonism and Judaism. No division was determined for the newer
sectarian movements. The University Library would duplicate some monographs
when there was sufficient demand.
(8) The Divinity Library was given primary responsibility for ecumenism.

Librarian, Yale Record Oroup 32-C, Section I, Box 136, Folder 1726.

"A copy of this doctnneot with a cover memorandum from Clift to W'mg, dated July 7,
1947, is located in the Records of the Librarian, Yale Record Oroup 32-C, Serie8 D, Box
33, Folder 482.
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(9) No division of doctrinal theology was deemed possible, but it was noted that
the history of doctrine and doctrinal theology were central to the curriculum of
the Divinity School and that library resources at Yale would probably achieve
their widest development there. (10) Biblical literature and criticism were
likewise central to teaching at the Divinity School, (11) as was practical theology;
sermons could be retained by either library. (12) Religious education was
assigned to Divinity. (13) Divinity was given primary responsibility for
hymnology; hymnals without music would be transferred to Divinity from Music
and the Music Library could buy hymnals with music as needed. (14)
Duplication between the two libraries was considered inevitable for Judaism for
the period covering the origin and development of Judaism to the Christian era;
later materials were assigned to the University Library. (15) Canon law was
assigned to the Law Library.
(16) The Divinity Library "by its purpose and nature" would be
responsible for "current religious books." The University Library should avoid
duplication, but could buy those central in importance or needed by departments
other than Divinity. (17) Current religious periodicals should be closely
scrutiniz.ed. (18) The Divinity Library would buy only those rare books which
were "justified for.its purposes in terms of utility or function." In additi9n, the
Divinity Library would periodically review its collection to remove those
materials purchased for class use that were not strictly religious. This agreement
was to be reviewed annually.
Arguably, the gist of this document was that the Divinity Library was
assigned ppmary responsibility for the collecting of religion (actually,
Christianity) at Yale, with some exceptions noted. In many fields the University
Library was given the option of purchasing the major publications and other
material as patterns of use required. Only in some narrowly defined fields was
all duplication prohibited. This agreement was both remarkable and historic:
remarkable, because in a mere fifteen years Morris had put together collections in
certain areas of religious studies that were tacitly conceded to be more complete
than those the University Library had compiled in two and a half centuries;
historic, because this document formed the blueprint for future agreement.on the
collecting of religion at Yale.
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This formal agreement was followed by a series of supplemental
agreements. At the Jan. 17, 1948, conference it was decided that "the University
Library may retain any item which is of special interest or importance for its
collection" (a statement that on the face of it would seem to negate any other
agreements that might be made about avoiding duplication). The conference
determined that Eastern Church history belonged at the University Library. The
Divinity Library was assigned responsibility for Protestant worship and liturgy,
Christian sociology, and Christian life and devotional literature (except Roman
Catholic). The conference also refined some of the earlier decisions. Works on
doctrinal.theology published after 1800 should be submitted to.the Divinity
Library. The University Library was given responsibility for Bible texts and for
Latin America (except Protestant missions). 59 The Law Library collected only
medieval canon law, since it is related to Roman law. Sterling Library accepted
responsibility for modem canon law, ecclesiastical law and church and state for
foreign countries, including Great Britain. American law relating to various
denominations was to be divided between Sterling and Divinity according to the
division of denominations. 60
A series of conferences were held between January 1951 and March 1953
regarding Biblical materials at Yale. 61 :Each library contaiqed approximately
6,000 volumes related to the Bible; neither library could claim particular
distinction. The final document presented a proposal to minimize duplication by
assigning primary and secondary collecting responsibility. This proposal first

"·Division of areas of responsibility in the University Lilmuy and the Divinity
Li'brary, Report of decisions of coofereoce, Jamwy 17, 1948. • Pieseot at this conference
were Babb, Morris, Clift, Livingston, Upton and Skinner. A copy of this document is
included in Record Group 92.
~emorandum from Livingston to Babb dated Jamwy 27, 1948, re: ·Disposition of
ecclesiastical and canon Jaw. DeciaiODS reached at confereuce of Jan. 22. • Included in
Record Group 92.
61

Memonmda entitled •Library resoun:ea relating to the fie]d of Biblical studies at Yale
University,• with drafts dated Jan. 23, 1951, April 25, 1951, February 21, 1952, and
March 30, 1953, are located in Record Group 92. Appeodod to the final draft is a list of
periodicala relating to Biblical studies showing the holdings of Sterling and Divinity.
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divided the literature into four areas: (1) Semitic and Hellenistic cultural and
religious backgrounds; (2) archaeology, monumental Christianity; (3) text
criticism; and, (4) literary and historical criticism, interpretation, etc. Sterling
was assigned primary responsibility for (1) and (2); Divinity for (3) and (4).
Such cooperative agreements provided a framework in which the Divinity
School Library could flourish. The development of the collections and Morris'
development as a theological librarian can be seen in two phenomena: the growth
of the Day Missions Library from a teaching collection to a research collection,
and Morris' emerging vision of a library that would provide documentation for
the entire field of American church history.

Kenneth Scott Latourette

In 1932 the Day Missions Library was still considered to be primarily a
teaching library for the training of missionaries, but was beginning also to
function as the primary research collection of the Divinity Library. Kenneth
Scott Latourette, as curator, recommended to Dean Weigle that the collecting of
background materials (books on geography, ethnology, history, etc.) be reduced
and Roman Catholic missions be given added attention. Ideally, he contended,
the School should seek funds to endow a Roman Catholic collection that would
parallel the Day collection. In his estimation the Roman Catholic materials were
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already stronger than those of any other institution, even though they constituted
not more than ten to twenty percent of the collection. At this point he considered
collecting manuscript materials and non-European language materials an open
question. If the Library were to collect such material, he suggested that it would
be wise to specialize in a particular country or continent.62 Morris saw potential
difficulties with increasing the amount of Roman Catholic material, primarily
because of inadequate funds, but also because administering the Day Library was
already taking about two thirds of his time, and the shelving allotted to that
collection had already been exceeded. 63 Morris supported Latourette's idea of
seeking additional endowed funds. 64 This endowment never materiam.ed (unless .·.· ·
we consider Latourette's own bequest to have fulfilled this function).
By 1955 the scope of the Day Missions Library had changed. Many of
the more general books had been transferred to the University Library, thereby
making the Day Library a more narrowly focused missions collection. The
emphasis of the collection was on China and India, less so on Africa. Collection
development focused on missionary biography, the theory and history of
missions, the younger churches, the ecumenical movement, and Roman Catholic
material, with limited linguistics, juvenile literature65 and general background
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1..etter from Latourette to Weigle dated Jan. 4, 1933, included in Record Oroup 92.
In a letter to Weigle dated Nov. 20, 1934, Latourette contended that there wu not then in
existence a collection on Roman Catholic missions comparable to the Day Llbruy. He
bad used the Libory of the Congregation for the Propagation of the Faith, and considered
it incomplete at best. He CODteoded that only a few years would be required to surpass
any existing collection. A camon copy of tbia letter is located in the Kenneth Scott
Latourette Papers, Manuscript Group 3, Box 125.

"Letter from Morris to Weigle dated Jan. 10, 1933. Morris repeated bis concems in a
letter to Weigle dated Dec. 4, 1934. These letters are included in Record Oroup 92.
414

1..etter from Morris to Weigle dated Dec. 6, 1934. Included in Record Oroup 92.

urn a memorandum to the Libnuy Committee dated April 24, 1961, Morris aolicited
the Committee'• permisaion to transfer juveoilia md materia1a med u lbxly textl for
clmrcb groups (material added by Archer) to the Misaiooary Research Llbruy in New
York. Documeot included in Record Group 92.
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material. 66 In other words, Morris had accepted Latourette' s vision of the scope
and purpose of the Day collection.
Building on his success in developing the Day collection, Morris
envisioned making the Divinity Library nothing less than a repository for
American Protestant church history. Much of the groundwork for such a
collection had already been laid. In 1934 Edward Sylvester Smith donated a
collection of ca. 2,400 items pertaining to John and Charles Wesley and the early
Wesleyan movement in England and America. 67 The Presbyterian Church in the
U.S.A. designated the Divinity Library as their New England repository. 68
Thomas Carroll Davis volunteered to gather primary documentation for the
Reformed Episcopal Church. 69 The American Baptist Historical Society agreed to
send their duplicate copies of materials relating to Baptist history and polity; the
Historical Foundation of the Presbyterian Church in the United States sent large
quantities of duplicate materials relating to the Presbyterian and Reformed
Churches for the cost of shipping.70 , A "sizeable collection" of materials relating
to the United Brethren Church was donated by their historical library. 71 When
such materials were combined with the historic collections at Sterling Library in
Congregationalism, the Episcopal Church and the Quakers, Morris was confident
that Yale h~d the beginnings of a solid collection of American chµrch history.
He proposed to build on this foundation.
Morris presented a grand vision of what such a collection would entail.

66

.Yale, Union, Missionary Research Lt'braries, • notes on a meeting held Jan. 14,
1955. Document included in Record Group 92.
~ from Morris to

Weigle dated July 18, 1934. This letter is included as a
supplement to the 1933/34 Yale Divinity School Lt'brary Ammal Report.
"Yale Divinity School Library Annual Report, 1941/42, p. 2.
9\'ale Divinity School Library Annual Report, 1942/43, p. 7.
"JOyaJe Divinity School Lt'brary Annual Report, 1944/45, p. 3. The Baptist Historical
Society supplied •at least five to six thousand items• for the cost of transportation. Morris
was c:onfideot that he could make similar arrangements with other Baptist groups. Yale
Divinity School Lt'brary Annual Report, 1945/46, p. 2.
71

Yale Divinity School Library Anoua1 Report, 1946/47, p. 4.
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Based on his experience, and on conversations with denominational leaders, he
was confident that he could obtain at very little cost primary source materials to
document nineteenth and twentieth century American Christianity. The collection
would include personal papers of church leaders and theologians, as well as the
published and unpublished documents of national and regional church bodies. He
envisioned a selective gathering of materials that would provide comprehensive
coverage. Proceeding with this program would require a commitment on the part
of the University to provide the resources to process and store the materials
gathered. Since the Divinity Library was filled to capacity, this program was
linked to a need to expand its facilities. 72 This proposal was never fully
implemented, presumably because of the space problems.73
The contrast between Morris' discussions with Latourette in 1933 and his
later approach to theological librarianship is striking. As a novice librarian he
was very much concerned with the bottom line and did not want to over commit
himself or the resources at his disposal. Two decades later he not only had
reversed himself and incorporated Roman Catholic missions into the Day
Missions collection, but he was also proposing a grand scheme for the
development of the Divinity Library collections. His initial caution gave way to
a vision of what the Library could become.
.
Two documents show what the Library had become at the end of Morris'
first two decades of leadership. The first is a memorandum entitled "The Place

72

Morris discussed his proposal in the Yale Divinity School Library Anoual Report,
1945/46, pp. 2, 6. He also pn,pared a twelve page memorandum. entitled • American
Church History resources in the Divinity Library,• UDdated, in which be eJaborated upon
this proposa1. This
u included in Record 0roup 92.

memorandum

'D'fbe Divinity Library does have a 8Ubstantial collection of regional deoominatiooal
reports, which may have their origin in this project. Also, Morris appealed for the ahmmi
project in an article in the Y•le niyinj«J DflWI, 45 (1950), PP· 1-2.
However, the Presbyterian archival material be mmions in his unua1 report that were
sent by Lancaster and Auburn Seminaries ii no longer a part of the arcbival collectiom at
the Divinity Libnuy. Presumably these were sent to one of the Presbyterian repositories.
to support this

30

of the Divinity Library in the University," dated April 8, 1949.74 This document
was prepared at the conclusion of Weigle's tenure as Dean of the Divinity
School, and so provides a summary of their work together. The document begins
by tying the mission of the Library to that of the School. It specifies a five-fold
mission for the Library (a mission statement that was frequently to be reiterated
and was to form the basis for the statement formally adopted by the Divinity
School Faculty in November 1991):
The function of the Divinity Library should be directed to the provision of
books, materials and services which will (1) support the instructional
program of the School on the professional level (B.D., S.T.M.); (2)
provide, within limited areas, facilities for advanced and graduate
instruction in theology; (3) provide resources for the creative work of the
Divinity and other faculties whose interest may be directed toward these
areas of study; and (4) provide resources and services in defined areas of
religious literature complementing the needs of the University, both
graduate and undergraduate. To these functions may be added (5) the
social responsibility of service to the Church-at-large.
While the Divinity Library was a part of the Divinity School, it was also a part of
the University library SY.stem. As such its responsibilities "cut across"
.
departmental and school lines, since it served both the Divinity School and the
wider University community.
Morris reported that two fundamental principles guided the acquisitions
policy of the Divinity Library. First, the library of the University was to be
considered one library, of which the books housed in the central library formed

7

4This document is reproduced in the Yale Divinity School u.brary Amma1 Report for

1948/49. It served as the basis for at least two other pluming documents. The first is a
memorandum entitled ·Prelimina.ty Report on the Library to the Committee on Survey and
Plans,• apparently prepared by Morris. The second is em.itled •Report on the Library by
the Committee on Development.• This report incorporates much of Morris' document and
concludes with recommeodatioos to expand funding and facilities for the Library. Both
documeota appear to have been prepared between 1949 and the approval of the 1955
expansion of the Library.
These documents are included in Record Group 92.
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the most important unit. The central library was complemented by subsidiary
collections of the various department.al and school libraries, each supplying a
definite functional purpose, but restricted in scope. Secondly, the Yale library,
as a large and old organization, could not be reorganiz.ed every generation.
Accordingly, even as collections grew and responsibility for collections changed,
no transfer of substantial bodies of subject matter would take place.75 The central
collection should be strengthened at those points where it was preeminent, and the
Divinity Library should be responsible for those things which were essential to its
purpose and which it could do better than the central library. The overall
acquisitions policy presupposed a close cooperation which took into account the
needs of the Divinity School and of the University at large, geared toward the
elimination of unintentional duplication of effort and the establishment of
respective fields of responsibility.
These factors meant that the Divinity Library was not a "well-rounded"
and balanced collection of Christian literature. Its scope was restricted to (1)
honoring endowments accruing to it; (2) supporting the immediate instructional
needs of the School; and (3) developing areas of subject matter which belonged in
the Divinity Library or which could be collected better by it than elsewhere.
Specifically, the Divinity Library should have responsibility for practical
theology, Protestant missions, religious education, student religious movements,
contemporary and historical doctrine, and restricted areas of church history.
Morris added:
As the collection now stands, we are strong in Protestant missions and
student Christian movements, adequate in education and practical
theology; we have a good working collection of biblical theology and
literature; we are fair in nineteenth and twentieth century British and
American theology; we tend to be weak in historical doctrine and history.
At no point can we claim distinction save in the areas covered by the Day
Missions Library.
The collection's greatest limitation was in basic reference sets. It was also weak

"The experiment of transferring materials from one location to mother begun with the
agreement of 1947 was thus concluded.
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in foreign language resources, especially those reflecting German and French
scholarship. Morris went on to indicate that the collection had been built with the
average student in mind. For research purposes the collection lacked depth.
Moreover, the Divinity School could not rely on Sterling Library to supply this
need, as, save for the Reformation period, that collection was not well chosen for
the needs of the Divinity School or the Department of Religious Studies. The
chief value of Sterling Library to the Divinity School lay in the resources it
provided in fields other than religion. 76
The second document, "The Library of the Yale University Divinity
School," dated Jan. 11, 1955,77 analyzed in more detail the contents of the
Divinity collections. This document began by placing the Divinity Library in the
context of the University libraries. At that time the University Library system
contained approximately 4,245,500 volumes. Sterling Memorial Library housed
approximately 94,()()() volumes on religion; the Library of the American Oriental
Society had 16,500; the Oriental and Linguistic Seminar, 2,400 volumes; and the
Semitic Reference Library, 549 volumes. Morris also mentioned various special
collections, such as American church history material in the Western Americana
collection, as well as early printed material in the Rare Book Room.
The Divµiity Library housed 185,000 catalogued items. Morri~ stressed
the relative newness of the collection and the role gifts had played in its
development. The strongest portion of the collection related to Protestant
missions, including the history of religion and comparative religion. The
collection was well-equipped for the study of nineteenth and twentieth century
doctrinal theology. It contained the basic primary sources as well as
commentaries and secondary criticism for the great classical traditions of
Christian doctrine. It would sustain research in Biblical criticism, interpretation
and theology, and in restricted areas of church history. The contrast of this
assessment of the relative strength of the collection with that made only six years
earlier can only be attributed to the intended audiences for the two documents:
the 1949 document was addressed to officials who controlled the Library's

'76yaJe Divinity School Libruy .Anwal Report, 1948/49, pp. 8-9.
77

A copy of this document is included in Record Group 92.
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budget; the 1955 document was aimed at a more general audience.
Morris broke down the collections as follows:
General theological reference and bibliography
Missions
Student Christian movements
History and study of religion
Ecclesiastical history
Christian doctrine
Bible
Education

3,750 vol.
70,000
12,000
4,800
24,250
6,500
7,750
6,000

The remaining 50,000 volumes were scattered over various subdisciplines of
practical theology (e.g., 700 volumes related to homiletics; 4,000 volumes of
tracts and sermons; 1,600 volumes of Bible translations, etc.) and general
literature supporting the study of theology (e.g., 1,500 volumes of psychology;
3,600 volumes of social sciences, etc.).
As these figures show, in the first twenty years of its existence, the
Divinity Library col)ections increased more than five-fold. It evolved fro1J1 a
non-circulating reference collection to a collection with research strength in
several areas. The missions collection, in particular, continued to grow,
constituting approximately one-third of the total. All of this Morris accomplished
with very limited budgetary and staff resources. ·

IV. Building a Theological Research Collection: the Second Two
Decades
When administrative responsibility for the Divinity Library was
transferred from the Divinity School to the University Library in 1953, Raymond
Morris had reached his stride. After functioning as one of the founding fathers of
the American Theological Library Association, he served two terms as its
president. Beginning in 1947 he had been instrumental in developing a
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cooperative colle.ction development policy agreement between the Divinity
Library and the University Library. The University Library administration gave
him their unqualified support. 78 The Divinity Library had become the
University's premier colle.ction for the study of Christianity; prospects were for
this trend to continue. In 1955 an adjacent building, which housed the Divinity
School's handball and squash courts, was renovated to provide additional stack
space for the Library. 79 The Library was well positioned for its next two de.cades
of growth.
The transfer of administrative control of the Divinity Library came about
as a result of a dire.ctive from the Yale Corporation dated Jan. 10, 1953, to the
.effe.ct that all the libraries of the University should be under the administrative
control of the University Librarian. 80 This transfer had been under discussion in
. the Divinity School for several months; it was approved by the Divinity Faculty
on May 26, 1953, 81 and was implemented July 1, 1953. 82

71

James T. Babb referred in his 1952/53 annual report to the impending transfer of
sections of the religion collections from Sterling to the Divinity Library where they would
receive greater use. This, be said, was in accordance with •our collecting plans for the
two hbraries in the field of religion• (Report of the University Tihrariao, 1952/53, p. 9).
Ten years later, when Morris reported that the acquisition statement on religion needed
revision, Babb responded: •1 hope you can get to work on that soon.• This comment is
included in a letter from Babb to Morris dated March 15, 1961. Original in the Records
of the Librarian, Yale Record Group 32-C, Series m, Box 136, Folder 1728.
~

renovated library is described in Raymond P. Morris, •The new Divinity School
Library,• Yale University I ibmy gazette. 30 (1955), pp. 31-33. Morris' draft for this
article is included in the Records of the Librarian, Yale Record Group 32-C, Series m,
Box 136, Folder 1727. Extensive supporting material, including photographs, is included
Record Group 92. Babb reported that the transfer of 25,000 volumes from Sterling to the
Divinity ~brary would follow this renovation (Report oftbe Tibr:ariao, 1953/54, p. 7).
'°Rqxxt nftbe University Tibrariao, 1953/54, p. 5.
11

1..etter from Liston Pope, Dean, to James Babb, University Librarian, dated June 3,
1953. Original in the Records of the Librarian, Yale Record Group 32-C, Series m, Box
136, Folder 1726. Previous correspondence is included in Record Group 92.
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Morris looked upon the� administrative chan9e with enthusiasm.'"' He
anticipated a new era of cooperation, one which would nutximize-the assets -0f the
University. He envisioned a library sy�tem·that:was both' mote and less
centraliz¢. "We in the.Divinity School need the benefits which accru� for the
University Library through unity oftciesign and planning�" Because of the vast
amounts'of literature supporting the discipli'nes related to'theology; he said, no
divinity school was capable of :providing the· sort of library it needed to d� its .,
work. One of the·benefits Morris atiticipated was fuller exploit\tion.:0f-tlfe
resources available at the University'througli the unificatiQILOf·polieie& At the
same time, he expected the inclusion· of tlie· Divinity Library ·and· :the other school•··
and departmentaf libraries in the planning process rtecessarily to produce a
broader understanding of tlie.'proper'role these libraries �uld play.
This transfer of administrative responsibility, Morris safd·, · did not excuse
the Divinity School from responsibility for its libraty: "The'Divinity School will
have no better library than it deserves, ·and that·what it deserves will in a large
part be determined by the interest it 'shows 1n its library." Nor did the change
promi�e significant econo_mies: "We are confident that our program has been to<f
sound in conception and in execution tcS expect economies in the costs of
maintaining th� Divinity Library." If anything, Morris:expected the J>uoget to
increase. In the final analysis the efficacy of the administrative change would be
gauged by how effective the library continued to be in serving the teaching and
research needs of the Divinity School.83
Morris considered the Lib!&D' to.be poised.on the brink of greatn�ss: it
was his .mission to build a theol�gic_ai library excell� by none.84 He 9,0ntinued to
seek a wider role for the Divinity Library, often by demonstrating 'that.collections
A copy of the draft agreement,; signed by H. Ric)lard Njebubr, Chairma,n Qf �
Divinity School Library Committee, is included in.the Reco(ds of the Li1p.rian; Yale
Record Group 32-C, Series m, Box 136, Fo�er 1727. ·The plan y.,as JlQl>lislis,d '.f /4
model for other h"braries at Yale.in thfl Rq,nrt oftbe IJniwmrity l,ibrariau, 1953/54, pp. 5'
6.
85
Yale Divinity Scbool"Library Aumlal·Report, 1952/S3; pp. 11.:13,
14
Yale Divinity School Library kim.ia1 Report, 19S6/57, p. 6.
82
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were not receiving adequate attention at Sterling Library. A case in point was the
Reformation collection. While Yale had valuable holdings in Reformation
material, the collection was not being developed and exploited as Morris thought
it should be. He particularly felt that contemporary materials were not being
adequately collected. He adduced two reasons for this. First, the University's
collections were strengthened in their resources on religion only when members
of the Divinity Faculty took the initiative to make recommendations; the
University Library lacked a policy that would consistently build the collections in
such areas. Secondly, the line of demarcation between the Divinity collection
and the central University Library's collection at such points was so vague that it
inhibited action. 85 Indeed, he regarded the theology collections at Sterling to be
very uneven and "spotty." While Sterling had some 90,000 volumes classified as
religion, much of it he considered to come under the heading of "low-grade ore."
He continued to stress the need for cooperation so that the collections would
complement each other, rather than develop in a competitive manner. He
expected that sorting out such issues would take at least another five to ten
years. 86
Adequate funding for the Divinity Library was an important priority for
Morris. In particular the Liqrary lacked some important basic reference tools. 87
Morris addressed this issue in part through his leadership role in the American

UVale Divinity School Library Annual Report, 1959/60, p. 4.
"Yale Divinity School Library Annual Report, 1959/60, pp. 5-6. In a presentation to
the Divinity School community Morris contended that, while it remained important to
define more clearly the lines of demarcation between the Divinity Library and the other
University hbraries, the issue was not that of duplication: ·Thi, problem of uuioteotional
duplication of materials between our collections has been solved. Rather, the problem is
to be certain that subject areas are not neglected because of our schizophrenic hbrary
situation.• Thi, areas in which he expected Sterling to provide better support included
philosophy, archaeology, psychology, psychiatJy, the social scieoces, Reformation source
material, antiquary and manuscripts, etc. Morris' notes for this preseotation are appended
to a letter to Babb dated March 9, 1961; these documeots are included in the Records of
the Librarian, Yale Record Group 32-C, Series m, Box 136, Folder 1728.
17

Yalo Divinity School Library Aunual Report, 1955/56, pp. 2-3.
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this program as an opportunity to analyze Yale's holdings in religion,95 and also
was instrumental in producing a basic bibliography for theological libraries. 96
In his 1967/68 annual report Morris presented an analysis of how the
Divinity Library's acquisitions budget was expended. For that year the Library's
appropriation for books, periodicals and microforms was $29,892, supplemented
by endowed funds and gift income of $5,013, for a total of $34,905. Of this
approximately $12,000 was expended on currently published monographs.
__Morris estimated that it-would cost approximately $60,000 to purchase all the
books in scope for the Divinity Library; hence, the Library added approximately
twenty to twenty-five percent of the books published. Areas not collected in
depth or systematically included the literature of monasticism and the religious
orders; the Catholic tradition of asceticism; hagiography; liturgy (which Morris
considered to be a serious omission); the interrelationships of church and state;
canon law; ecclesiastical law; polity; the conciliar movement; Eastern Orthodoxy;
oriental Christianity; the "left-wing" reformers and sectaries; pietism; as well as
the church history of the Netherlands, Scandinavia, Southern and Central Europe,
the Soviet Union, and the literature of the younger (post-mission) churches,
including material in the vernacular. Approximately $4,500 was budgeted for
current periodicals, with $5,000 expended for periodical back(iles. $3,500 was
spent on reference works and $2,000 to replace worn-out volumes or to add a
second copy of heavily used titles. 97
1n lns 1968/69 annual report Morris stated: •Jn pJanoing for future development of
the collection, we have undertaken an extensive study in depth of scholarly periodicals and
monograph series in the field of Theology. This will enable us to coordinate better
development of resources in Religion within the University, to establish priorities and to
make the most intelligent use of resources available• (p. 15).
95

96

He was CCH<litor with Donn Michael Farris of Aids to a tbM!agical library· selected

basic reference books and periodicals (Rev. ed.; [S.l.]: Prepared by the American
Theological Library Association, Library Development Program, for the American
Association of Theological Schools, 1969).
97

Yale Divinity School Library Annual Report, 1967/68, pp. 9-10. Morris does not
account for the remaining $7,905 of the book budget; presumably some of this was
expended on microforms and on binding. Retrospective purchasing was done primarily
with gift funds.
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newness was a weakness. The Divinity Library was also too generally Protestant-reflecting Yale's history. It was also weak in "left-wing" reformation
movements, the literature of Pietism, and Catholicism, especially since Trent.
The documentation of monasticism and Catholic asceticism was spotty. Eastern
Orthodoxy was weak and should be better represented. While the classical
theologians were well represented, the secondary theologians and derivative
theology "which records the nature and substance of Christian faith as it was
taught, preached in sermons and presented to the common people in the Church"
were by and large lacking. The ecclesiastical history of America, Britain,
Germany and France w~re fairly well represented, but the collection weakened
progressively for the ·Netherlands, Scandinavia, Southern Europe (Italy, Spain,
Portugal), the Central European countries, the Baltic region, and especially
Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union. In addition, he said, no library was
collecting systematically the indigenous literature of the younger Churches. The
collection of Byzantine history he considered fair, but it should be strengthened.
The collections in canon law were not impressive. Noticeable weaknesses were
liturgy, ecclesiastical law, and church polity. The non-Christian religions needed
much development, particularly in non-Western languages. The collection of
primitive religion he consipered less than adequate. 99
Morris continued to develop the relative importance of the Divinity
Library's collections within the University. Over the years he issued a series of
documents on the place of the Divinity Library in the University. A comparison
of the document issued in 1949 with that of 1965 reveals some subtle differences.
For example, in 1949 he stated:
The Divinity Library should assume primary responsibility within the
University for the development of contemporary theology (i.e., from
Hume forward). In addition we should look forward to the bringing
together of the basic tools of the classical Christian doctrinal traditions. 100
In 1965 this statement was revised to read: "The Divinity Library assumes
primary responsibility within the University for the development of contemporary
"Yale Divinity School Library Annual Report, 1968/69, pp. S-6.
1ooya10 Divinity School Library Annual Report, 1948/49, p. S.
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responsibility. UM
One of Morris' enduring legacies was the promulgation in 1972 under the
signature of F. Bernice Fields, Associate University Librarian for Technical
Services, of acquisitions guidelines for the University's religion collections. 105
This document was based upon the earlier, 1947, agreement discussed above, but
gave the Divinity Library even more responsibility. This document assigned to
the Divinity Library primary collecting responsibility for apologetics (Christian
evidences); Biblical literature and criticism; Christian theology (contemporary);
conciliar theology; docttj_nal theology (historical); ecumenical movements;
homiletics; hymnology (Music Library collects hymns with music as needed);
Jansenism; missions, foreign and home, including Protestant, Catholic and
Orthodox, and church history of the "third world"; moral theology (Christian
· ethics); philosophy of religion; practical theology; religion in higher education,
including student Christian movements; religious education (below college and
university level); Student Volunteer Movement for Foreign Missions; World
Student Christian Federation; .YMCA and YWCA.
Church history continued to be problematic. No specific lines of
demarcation could be made about general church history, but the document
specifieq that duplication should be kept to a minimum. The Qivinity Library
was given primary responsibility for early church history. Judaism and
Christianity in the first two centuries A.D. were concentrated in the Divinity
Library because they were requisite for the study of the New Testament. The
Judaica collection might duplicate some of this material as required. Patristics
were also assigned to Divinity, with the note that Sterling could duplicate
material of interest to philosophers. Primary responsibility for Catholic Church
history was transferred from Sterling to Divinity in the late 1950s because of the
increasing numbers of Roman Catholic faculty and students. This material was
not to be duplicated. However, Sterling would order material related to the

1
~

thus expanding Divinity's responsibility in this area, Morris also noted that
Divinity bad transferred out of its collection some 35,000 volumes deemed more
appropriately to belong elsewhere.
,o.sA copy of this document is included Record Group 92.

44

other localities in New England. As of May 1971 the Library had received and
organized 1,035 folders of materials (letters, reports, etc.) and 67 diaries,
journals, scrapbooks, etc. In addition to the material turned over to Yale, other
missionaries were motivated to donate their papers to denominational archives. 106
By 1973 the Project had amassed 13,600 file folders of material and had
established communication with 1,600 former missionaries or their families. 107
By 1975 the collections of the Project were organized and finding guides
prepared. 108
While this project primarily documented the history of Christian missions,
its importance went far beyond such a limited scope. As Morris summarized:
In addition to the work and mission programs of the churches, the
documentation deals with eye-witness accounts of the Boxer Uprising; the
incidents of 1925 and 1927 involving the Chinese and Japanese in
Shanghai, and the Japanese invasion of China in the late 1930's; the takeover of Hankow by the Nationalists in 1927; the response of the
missionaries to the activities of the "Christian General," Feng Yu Hsiang,
in the area around Peking and Tientsin in the 1920's; the multiple trials,
troubles and experiences associated with life in unstable Chinese society;
the ef(orts of denominational and other groups in China to pi;epare native
Christians for positions of leadership; the difficulties associated with
meeting the demands made by non-Christian Chinese for total Chinese
control while attempting to maintain the operation of the agencies;
medical mission effort and the problems associated with the introduction
of Western medical science into China; the introduction of Western
educational philosophy and procedures--universal education, the education
of women, the insistence that those educated not be alienated from the
"masses"; the "take-over" by the Communists in 1949 and the subsequent
expulsion of the missionaries; and documentation bearing on the native
Christian community and the present Chinese government. Also included
1

°'Yale Divinity School Library Amma1 Report, 1970nl, p. 4.
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Report oftbe University Tibrarian, 197'1f13, p. 13.

1

°'Heport oftbe University 1 ibrarian, 1974nS, p. 12.
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assumed responsibility for this unit. In 1975 Martha Smalley was hired as
archives assistant. 112 This position in part grew out of the China Records Project
and was a continuation of it. Previously, archival collections had received little
attention at the Divinity Library. From this point onward, however, the
development of the Divinity Library's archival collections, particularly in the
field of missions, was to assume an increasingly important role in the Library's
own mission, as well as in its international reputation. As Peterson noted, with
the addition of this department, the Divinity Library had "all the service
departments important for a research library. "113

Stephen L. Peten1011
Divinity Laoruian 1m-1m

Peterson's first general comment about the Library's collections came in
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Yale Divinity School Libnuy Annual Report, 1914nS, p. 7; 197Sn6, p. 1.
mstephen L. Peterson, A decade in rdmspec:t, prospects for the fittnre, p. 3.
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out at Yale in this area "more than justifies the amount of duplicate purchasing."
Other aspects of church history were not so clear. The 1972 document
assigned responsibility for Judaism and Christianity in the first two centuries of
the Common Era to Divinity. However, in practice Divinity only collected
Judaism as it related to special topics of Biblical and theological interpretation.
Only in rare cases did the Divinity Library collect Judaic materials outside the
Tannaitic period. Early church history was another matter. Because of the
teaching and research of the Divinity faculty, it had become increasingly
necessary to collect early church history into the fourth century.
Peterson was of the opinion that it was inappropriate to have assigned
Roman Catholic church history to Divinity in the 1950s. He considered it more
appropriate to restrict Divinity's collecting in this area to Catholic theology,
including moral theology and both conciliarism and Jansenism. Divinity should
add material on Catholic church history on a selective basis that related
specifically to teaching interests in the Divinity School.
European Protestant church history presented another conundrum.
Peterson suggested two possible approaches for differentiating this material. The
first would be to distinguish between church history as a discipline dealing with
the interior life of the churches on the one h~d and, on the other, the history of
churches as part of historical studies generally, or the history of civilization. On
the basis of such a distinction the Divinity Library could collect materials dealing
with the interior organization, thought, life and practice of the churches, whereas
Sterling would collect books and sources dealing with the church's role in
broader questions of social and political affairs. Such a distinction might be
helpful in day-to-day selection, Peterson stated, but would result in collections
that were badly divided between the two libraries. An alternative would be to
resolve the issue on formal grounds. On this basis Sterling might collect records,
texts, biographies, and other items generally considered to be source documents.
Both Divinity and Sterling would collect secondary scholarly monographs.
Peterson stated that better distinctions pertaining to church history were difficult
to establish, and that the guidelines he suggested were not wholly satisfactory.
He concluded: "Given Yale's long-standing commitment to historical study and
research of the highest quality, perhaps here it is safer to err on the side of more

so
ancillary to the study of theology. 117
Under Peterson the Library reduced the acquisition of titles of a nontechnical
nature. Much of this literature, while important for the clergy and the laity, was
of secondary importance for theological scholarship. "Our first obligation,"
Peterson said, "is to acquire the texts of critical scholarship." Only in the area of
missions was there adequate financial resources to buy documentary texts of a
non-scholarly nature. 118
Efforts continued to be made to coordinate the Divinity Library's
collections with other libraries at Yale. Peterson reported that he had coordinated
approval plans with Sterling. 119 He established an approval plan with
Harrassowitz for German language titles beginning with 1973 imprints. 120 Two
years later he negotiated an arrangement with Blackwell's to cover publications
from a range of European countries. 121 He also withdrew large amounts of
ephemeral unprocessed materials122 and transferred other titles to Sterling or other
RLG libraries. 123 He regularly noted cooperation with Sterling on periodical
subscriptions. 124
This cooperative spirit is likewise reflected in the 1980 library self study
prepared for the Divinity School's accreditation review. 125 Within the boundaries
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'Yale Divinity School Library Ammal Report, 1976"1, p. 7.
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Yale Divinity School Library Ammal Report, 1974nS, p. 6. This arrangemem bas
since ceased; the Divinity School Ubrary now relies on vendors in specific couutries,
rather than on one vendor for all of F.urope.
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A copy of the Library portion of the self study (pp. 41-65) is included in Record
Group 92.

52

literature of Third World Christianity." At this point, Peterson contended, the
Library had the financial resources to do so, but lacked the human resources
because of staffing reductions in 1979/80. 128
In his ten-year report Peterson again stressed the importance of the
missions collection to the mission of the Divinity Library. He noted that the
funding for the missions collections constituted approximately 20 to 25% of the
Library's annual expenditures. For the missions scholar the Divinity Library
"presents itself as a highly specialized collection in missions with a good
supporting collection of general theology." Because of the strength of its mission
collections "there is every reason to believe that the Divinity.Library will grow in
distinction as a center for the study of the history and theology of Christianity in
the third world. This is what the founders of the Library intended and what its
major benefactors have assured. "129
In his fifteen year report issued in 1987 Peterson gave an accounting of
the Divinity Library collections, which, he noted, "are the most durable and
significant aspect of the library program, yet in some ways they also are a fragile
ingredient in the educational matrix of the Divinity School and, indeed, the
university." 130 Peterson identified four factors that have shaped the character of
the Library's collections. First, the Divinity Library. is a "new" library, both in
terms of Yale's history and in comparison with other noteworthy theological
libraries in this hemisphere:
The belated founding of the Yale Divinity School Library and the
particular conditions surrounding that founding have had two significant.
effects on the Library. First the library officers in 1932 insisted that the
Divinity School Library develop in virtual isolation from the collections
then recently moved to Sterling Memorial Library. Scarce Divinity
School resources were used to build the bibliographic foundation of a new
library rather than to add to existing strengths. Second, the Divinity

1
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primarily a Protestant collection. While the faculty's interest in the history of
doctrine has given the collection Catholic strength from the beginning, it has only
been since the 1950s that Catholic thought since Trent has been systematically
added; Episcopal theology has been added since the merger with Berkeley
Divinity School. 134
Finally, Peterson paid tribute to Raymond P. Morris' vision, identifying
three "indelible marks" he left on the Divinity School Library. (1) He
concentrated on texts first and commentaries secondly. He envisioned the task of
the new library to be the gathering of Christian "texts" from every century (with
emphasis on the first 'tlirough the fourth, the fifteenth and sixteenth, and the
nineteenth centuries). (2) He focused on authors rather than subjects:
In acquiring books for the library we do not look for books on certain
topics, but rather seek to identify authors who have been or are likely to
become important contributors to Christian thought. Once an author is so
identified, our goal is to acquire the complete corpus of that person's
published work. This is not the conventional way in which libraries
organize their acquisitions programs--1 am not aware of another major
theological library which pursues this policy as rigorously as we do--but
this approach has achieved majqr strengths in the Yale Divinity School
Library. Furthermore, this is not a procedural matter, it is a fundamental .
assumption about how theology is studied or at least how the literature of
theology should be assembled in a library. 135
(3) The library has a teaching role quite apart fro~, but not unrelated to, the
teaching curriculum. That is to say, the library is not and cannot be curriculum
•
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are studied generally and as they are pursued particularly at Yale. 139
That which makes the Divinity Library collections unique in the world of
theological libraries, however, is not its print collections, but its collections of
primary source materials: "Manuscripts, the archives of religious organizations,
historical sermons both printed and manuscript, and the ephemeral publications of
church bodies and mission agencies now constitute a major emphasis of the
Divinity Library." 140 These collections of primary sources have to do primarily
with missions, American religious history, religion in higher education, and third
world religious organizations.
Peterson closes 'this document with a lQOk at what he anticipated
happening in the next five to ten years. First, within the Yale University context,
he expected no majQr realignment of collecting responsibility. He anticipated that
the Judaica program would become stronger, with Divinity's contribution in this
area becoming rel~tively less. He also expected continuing adjustments in the
way Catholic church history was handled. While Divinity's acquisitions budget
had grown steadily over the years, it, like that of other Yale libraries, was not
keeping pace with inflation. That had the consequence of a gradual decrease in
purchasing power. In addition, financial support for the preservation needs of the
Library cam~ from the acquisitions budget, further reducing curreqt acquisitions.
Another factor for which the Library was preparing was technological
change: "The relationship between computers and library collections will change
and expand rapidly in the near future. "141 Computers will receive increasing .use
for bibliographic searching through automated index files. On-line text files will
revolutionize the way textual studies are carried out. The Divinity Library will
become a part of Yale's integrated library system, providing up-to-date
information about items on order in any Yale library and a common on-line
catalog for all Yale libraries.
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to primary sources as has the Divinity Library. The result is a working
library which ably, and we hope efficiently, facilitates the day-to-day
work of its faculty and students. Yet, it also is a special library providing
both collections and services aimed at the specialist and the research
scholar. In pursuing this dual mission the Divinity Library is reflecting
both its founding and the very nature of theological scholarship which has
distinguished the School it serves. 145

Conclusions
From its beginnings sixty years ago the Yale Divinity School Library has
grown more than ten-fold in size, and has assumed its place as one of the
preeminent theological libraries in the world. True to its heritage, it has
developed an impressive collection of resources for the history of Christian
missions and the study of Christianity in the third world. True to the School it
serves, it has developed outstanding collections in Biblical theology and criticism,
the history of doctrine and constructive theology. All this has come about
because of the vision of two men, its first two librarians: Raymond P. Morris,
who served for forty years, and Stephen L. Peterson, who served for twenty.
The Divinity Library's collections stand as a tribute to.their dedication,
perseverance and creativity. Surely they succeeded in building a Library, in
Morris' words, "worthy of the traditions of School."
Without the vision and dedication of its first two Librarians, the Divinity
School Library could have developed along entirely different lines. The
document that gave birth to the Divinity School Library contained sufficient
ambiguities to make the development of the Library very much a matter of
interpretation. On the one hand, the Library was to meet the demands of the
School's enlarged curriculum and the new emphasis on research. On the other
hand, it was to leave to the general library the provision of books needed in
continuous research. In his inaugural annual report Morris interpreted this charge
145
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University Library are not self-evident, but require constant attention by all those
responsible for building Yale's collections relating to religion in general, and
Christianity in particular.

62
James Beach Hyde Fund
Established Sept. 5, 1945 by James Hazen Hyde in memory of his uncle (class of 1853),
who died while an undergraduate at Yale, preparing to be a missionary in the East. Income from the
fund designated to purchase books for the Department of Religion. Fund transferred to the Divinity
Library in 1988.
Kenneth Scott Latourette Fund
This fund was established by Professor Latourette for the purchase of materials relating to
missions and third-world Christianity. The fund was established in 1968141 and became available in
1981.149
James Sterling McClellimifF~
Established March 16, 1926, by gift from John J. McClelland, B.D. 1910, in honor of his
brother, James Sterling McClelland. Income used for the purchase of books for the Divinity Library.

Raymond Philip Morris Fund
Established in 1991 as a memorial to the first Divinity Librarian, who served 1932-1972, by
his wife, Jean Morris, and colleagues.
John R. Mott Fund
Established May 20, 1942, by gift from John R. Mott, M.A. Hon. 1899, who also gave to
the University the official archives of the World Student Christian Federation through 1928. Income
used to maintain this coll~ion in the Divinity Library.
Liston Pope Fund
In 1973 Liston Pope, Gilbert L. Stark Professor Emeritus of Social Ethics and former Dean
of the Divinity School, gave his entire personal library in social ethics to the Divinity Library. This
gift included monographs, many pamphlets and other ephemera documenting important social
movements in the United States since 1920. uo He also left an endowment to care for this collection.

Richard Sheldon Sneath Memorial Fund
Established January 31, 1919, by gift from Professor and Mrs. E. Hershey Sneath in
memory of their son, Richard Sheldon Sneath. Income used for the benefit of the Richard Sheldon
Sneath Memorial Library.
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Supplement II
Other Special Libraries
Berkeley Divinity School Library
Berkeley Divinity School was opened in Middletown, Conn., in 1854. In 1928 it was
moved to New Haven. Maintaining its own organization and its distinctive character, it eotered into
relations of cooperation with the Yale University Divinity School whereby the courses of each school
were available as electives to the students of the other. m Prior to the move there was some
discussion about the disposition of their hbrary. In a memorandum to the University Librarian,
Andrew Keogh, dated May 11, 1927, Roland Bainton discussed which parts of the Berkeley Divinity
Library were worth purcbas.ing for the Yale collections. " 2
When Berkeley was merged with the Yale Divinity School in July 1971 their collections
were appraised at $123,646.25 by Richard H. Pachella of Union Theological Seminaey in New York
City. 153 Channing Jeschke, Berkeley Librarian, recommended that the Library be sold and the
proceeds be added to the Berkeley endowment. Morris objected to this plan. He argued that the
addition of four faculty members and some thirty-four students should bring with it additional
resources for the Library. He proposed that the Divinity Library be able to select titles needed from
the Berkeley Library (ca. 5,000 titles, chiefly in liturgics, Anglican history and polity, and Eastern
Orthodoxy) and that the proceeds from the sale of the remainder of the Berkeley Library be used to
endow an Episcopal book fund. He further cautioned that the sale of the Library could reasonably be
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of the Berkeley Divinity School, dated Feb. 24, 1971. In a subsequent memorandum to
Michael Allen, Dean of Berkeley, dated March 9, 1971, Jeschke discusses the disposition
of the collection. Areas for decision included what materials would be maintained in the
Berkeley Ceoter, which would be needed by the YDS Library to support he new program
in Anglican studies, the disposition of second copies, etc. Both documents are preserved
in the Archives of the Yale Divinity School Library, Manuscript Group 92, Special
Collections, Yale Divinity School Library.
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would have to come from outside of Yale. 157
In 1941 Morris reported that the College of Missions Library had been moved from
Hartford to New Haven. This collection numbered some 12,000 volumes, including "a notable
collection on Tibet," the addition of which "will leave Yale without a peer in the field of the history
of Protestant Missions and world Christianity.• The gift was made with the understanding that Yale
would add only those items that could be used. 151
Institute of Sacred Music
When the Institute of Sacred Music moved from New York to New Haven, the initial plan
was to build new facilities that would accommodate their space needs and some of the needs of the
Library. A major gift was promised by the Irwin-Sweeney-Miller Foundation, and the project was
included in the Campaign.forYa.le, a major capital improvement fund drive. While the money was
being raised, the Institute was located in the Divinity School's gymnasium. For some time it had
been generally understood tbit the gymnasium was to be allocated for Library expansion. When it
became apparent that not enough additional funds would be raised, the Foundation was approached to
provide funding for renovation of the gymnasium for the Institute and for Library renovations.
Approximately one milli:on dollars was thus designated for Library construction. Tho initial plan had
called for
~ would meet Library space needs until 2010 (space for approximately
500,000 volumes). The revised plans should meet space needs until ca. the year 2000. All of the
participants to these discussions assumed that the library needs of the Institute would be met by the
Music Library (then, as now, planning the construction of new facilities), and funding was allocated
accordingly. Hence, no continuing support of the Divinity Library was built into the Institute' s
budget.

constructioo

Library of Social Service
In 1914 the Prudential Life Insurance Co. presented to the Divinity School a Library of
Social Service. Frederick L. Hoffman, Vice President and Statistician of the company, bad given a
series of lectures in the Divinity School's Dept. of Social Service (which bad been created to train
candidates for work in the various forms of social service). When he became aware of the need for
· better hbrary resources, he volunteered to gather, bind and present to the School such a h'brary. 159
This collection was apparently never incorporated into the general Divinity Library collection, as in
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the Divinity Library in 1947.161 This collection was numbered at 10,000 vohunes. 16.1
Student Volunteer Movement for Foreign Missions
The Archives of the Student Volunteer Movement were donated to the Divinity Library in
1944, at least in part because the World Student Christian Federation archives bad previously come
to the Divinity Library. 166
World Student Christian Federation
John R. Mott donated the World's Student Christian Federation Library and Archives to the
Divinity Library in 1940. At this time the archives were complete through the 1920s. 167 The next
year Mott supplied a modest endowment for processing materials, and the Federation agreed to
recognize the Divinity Ltbnµy as custodian of its archives. 161 This collection numbered
approximately 10,000 volumes·, including material on international Christianity and general theology.
Mott subsequently donated his personal papers to the Library as well.
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Dec. 19, 1947 letter from Eva J. O'Meara, Music Librarian, to Raymond P. Morris.
Archives of the Yale Divinity School Library, Manuscript Group 92, Special Collections,
Yale Divinity School Library.
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Woodstock College
In 1967 Morris reported that press releases had appeared announcing the decision of the
Provincials that Woodstock College move to New Haven to relate to the Divinity School. While final
approval must come from Rome, he concluded that "it now appears tbt the extended discussions and
planning between Woodstock and Yale will bear fruit. " 173 Rome did not approve this move. The
library of Woodstock College was moved to Washington, D.C., where it became the theology
collection of Georgetown University.
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