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PREFACE

At the time an experiment station or extension service publication
is issued, it is a simple matter to record the places to which the pub-
lication goes. Once this initial distribution has been made, however,
the remaining copies of the edition go onto shelves, where they are usu-
ally held for later distribution in answer to individual requests. Keep-

ing a record of this later distribution normally is not justified, and no

‘attempt, until now, has been made to keep such a record at the agricul -

tural mailing center on the Oklahoma State University campus.

As a result, no analysis has ever been made of the distribution of
Oklahoma agricultural experiment station or extension service publica-
tions in response to requests. The purpose of the following study is to
present in one summary a cofnplete pigtu:é of the reque_sts? and accompa-
nying distribution of experiment statidn puﬁlicatiqns over a two-year

period. Questions which the survey a.ttempts to answer are where did

the requests come from? who did they come from? what was requested?

Grateful acknowledgement is made to Mr George Church, agricul-

~ tural publications  edito¥, and ‘Mr. Maurice Haag, associate professor

'of journalism, Oklahoma ‘State University, for their valuable guidance

during the course of this study.
Ir;debtedness is also acknowledged to Mr Tom Lee and his staff of
agricultural publi.cations distribution center at Oklahoma State Uni-

versity for collecting the requests for the study.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Certa.in problems have existed in the distribution of agricp.ltural ex-
perimegt station publications and extt_énsion service puﬁlications pragt;i-
c?.lly ever since the first publication came off the p,fes:s. However, lit-
tl;e seems to have been done to find the answers that .coq,l._d minjmize the
'djifficdl‘t’ies associated with dist¥ibution. W. L. “CarPen‘_te"r' ah@-co‘;aqtho;s
o;ji a recent publication from North Carolina briefl*}:ff Summari?ed the si-
tl?;ation very well. |

. Distribution is a big part of the publishing process Yet,

very little attention, on a formalized research basis has been

given to the problems associated with college bulletm pract1ces

and procedures.

More and more experiment station and. extensnon. service editors at
the varipus land-grant colleges and universities are revahzmg the need
fgr research in the area of dls.tmbutmn of their res‘pect;ve pubillcathns_.
.For'example, the publiéation quoted above was the r,gsu;L:t of a study at
the North __Cardlina. Sta,té College, "A Study of Publi:c;:‘:a,ttiogs Distribution
Practices f.and, Procedures in North Carolina, " compietea in 1956. Aﬁ.o-—
| ther studw "A Study of Distribution and Impact of B:ﬁl’leit*ins Pmblishg"d

by University of Nebraska College of Agriculture, "' is in progress at the

W L. Carpenter, J. H. Parker, and Elwood Mmtzg AStudX of
Publications DlStI‘lbULtlon Practlces and Procedures Nprth Garolm.a,
Report No. 2 (North Garolm,a, State Gollege, Raleighy North Carolina,
1958), p. 3. ,




University of Nebraska. . A third known study, ''Distribution of State Pub-
]g/f/f:é’a,tion‘sl,‘P will not be completed until sometime in<"1960 at the Mississip-
’pi State University. The only other known research on distribution prac-
tices is a study that is still in the planning stage. The study's title is,
"Distribution, Use, and Effectiveness of Agricultural Bulletins,' and it
is to be conducted by the Colorado State University. 2

A formal study of the publications distribution has never been under-
.ta,kevn at the Oklahoma State University. = Although the original distribu-
tibn of the agricultural experiment station and extension service publica-
tions is known, no past record of the requests arriving through the mail
is known to exist.

The principal problem in the distribution of Oklahoma agricultural
publications is that of including on the initial distribution list all inter-
“ested persons who would use the publication. Of course, the editor and |
author can not possibly knbw in detail the people who would desire a copy
of each title published., However, some idea of what people are being
omitted in the initial distribution would be desirable. A record of the
reqﬁes‘ts received for a particular publication would certainly be a good
guide.

Another problem with which an editor must cope edch time he plans
the‘ distribution of a publication is estimating the total number of copies
to be published. Again if some previous record of a similar publication
was available, it would predict how quickly a supply of a new publication
might be exhausted, and it would enable the editor to determine more

éccurately the total press run needed. A desirable press run would be

Office of Information, U. S. Department of Agriculture, Communi-
cations Studies Reported by Land-Grant Colleges and Universities and
the USDA (Washington, D. C., 1958).



one that satisfied all "customers'' wants,. and that left no large surplus
several years after the printing date.

Although not exactly a distribution problem, having some idea of
what types of publicafions the reading 'public desires would make for bet-
ter editorial and author planning.

This study was designed to lé.y the groundwork for future detailed
research in the distribution of Oklahoma .agriculturai publications. The
study was also intended to present a large picture of the requests for the
publications.

~ The principal objectives of the study were: {1)"To categorize by geo-
graphic area recif)ients of publications distributed upon request, (2) to
identify and categorize according to economic or social order the recip-
ients of publications distributed upon request, (3) to determine the total
number of publications requested and the total number actually sent from
the Oklahoma State University agricultural mailing room, (4) to deter-
mine the rates at which supplies of publications are exhausted, (5) to
determine what requests for publications could not be filled because of
unavailability, and (6) to determine the average number of different pub-
lications asked for per request.

The only source of date available was the actual requests received
by the agricultural mailing room at the Oklahoma State University. The
requests were mostly in the form of first-class letters or post cards.
Some of the requests were on special forms taken from the ""What's New
in Farm and Home Publications in Oklahoma'' publication, and the spe-
cial forms that county agricultural agents 1n Oklaboma use to request

bulk orders of publications. A few of the requests were on note pads,

indicating that a waitten record had been made of a request arriving by



telephone or by personal contact.

The requests analyzed were received over a span of two years from

~January, 1957, through December, 1958, inclusive. Each month's re-
‘quests-were bundled together in the same package. Later the informa-

“tion was taken from 'the, requests and transferred in code to IBM cards.

The results were obtained from the IBM cards with the use of comput-
ing'machines at the Oklahoma State University computing center.
In interpreting the results presented here, it must be kept in mind

that two important areas of distribution are not included:

(1) Initial distribution of experiment station publications. --- Each

_station publication, immediately after printing, is distributed to a large

library list and also to appropriate lists of research and extension wark-
ers, industry groups, and athers who have indicated an interest in re-
ceiving reports of research in specific areas. This initial distribution
varies from one-third to almost three-fourths of the press runs of in-
dividual publications, and averages close to one-half for station public-
ations as a group.

(2) Distribution of extension publications. =--- The record of
requests for and distribution of extension publications shown herein

accounts for only a small fraction of the total. The extension figures

included in this study represent only those cases where both extension

and experiment station publications were included in the same request.

The extension figures were included here merely as a matter of con-
venience, to avoid having to go through the same requests later in

making a projected study of the distribution of extension publications.



CHAPTER 1II

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

Little is in pr‘int. concerning the results found in similar studies of
distribution. The reason has been stated before in that not enough for-
mal research has been conducted to allow any editor to publish the re-
: sults. However, the following excerpts will give evidence that some
research has been completed.

Southern Publications Procedure Sufvey Report 3

The initial distribution of agricultural experiment station publica-
tions in the 12 southern states (including Puerto Rico) was found to be
essentially alike: that is, the publications were distributed to practi-
cally the same groups---county workers, agricultural staff, libraries,
etc. A few of the editors reported that they maintained special lists
classified by subject matter. The initial distribution of extension ser-
vice publications was virtually the same. In most states, county agents
~ could order in quantity ((Withinb limits) on receipt of single copies of the

new publications.

_ 3. Agricultural Experiment Stations and Extension Services of the
‘Southern States in cooperation with the U. S. Department of Agriculture
and the National Project in Agricultural Communications, Report of the
Southern Publications Procedure Survey (1956), pp. 24-25, 30, 54-58,
60, 65-68.



The Oklahoma experiment station editor reported in the survey that
the initial mailing of station publications merely became a matter of fol-
lowing the distribution plan that was drawn during the process of deter-
mining the qupntity to be printed.

The practices followed in meeting quantity and out-of-state requests
for experiment station publications varied greatly among the southern
states. |

: Okla.hgma reported that bulk requests were honored in cases where
it appeared the publications would be distributed to persons who were
likely to rn;a.k,e use of them. For example, the editor felt that distribu-
tion by field men for creameries or hatcheries was often effective in
getfing,adoption of new practices based on the experiment station's re-
search. Tihe quantity sent to any one county agricultural agent in re-

" spoﬁse to any one request was limited. Single copies were mailed as
requested by other persbn without charge. Usually no more than ten
titles were mailed in response to any one reQuest.

Quantity requests for extension service publications in most of the
southern states were similar. -Generally, single copies of ten or fewer
titles were ﬁailed free of charge to extension workers in other states.

According to the report," qubahtity}'requests for Oklahoma extension
publications were limited to ten percent. ubf the number of publications
on hand.

Most of the southern extension editors reported that attempts were
made to prepare new publications when current publications became
dated. The u’.sugl pattern was to destroy dated publicat;ons,at the state
level and send notices to qounties requesting workers there to do the

.Same.



All requesté for Oklahoma agricultural publications were kept for
one year, one month's requests to a package, according to the report
éubmitted to the survey team.. Records of bulk shipments to county
agents were kept, and the distribution plan provided a record of the ini-
tial distribution. - When the ,mailing room stock of a title was exhausted,
the editor added the initial distribution to county. ageﬁt bulk mailings,
subtracted this sum from the number printed, and simply called the re-
mainder "other."

For persons in research or educational work, including industry, a
classified mailing list was being maintained at the Oklahoma State Uni-
ve‘rsity’ for the "What's New in Farm and Home Publications for Oklaho-
ma, "' a semi-annual publication of summaries of all agricultural publi-
cations. Tb this group the publicationj was sent immediately after print-
' ing. The summaries of experiment station publications were intended

to provide the information average readers would want about completed
research, and would give persons looking for information about a spe-
cific subject a basis for deciding whether a particular publication was
likely to be helpful.
“What"s New'' was also being used to reply to blanket requests,
“according to the survey report. Rather than making a biind selection,
rhailing clerks in the agricultural mailing room at the Oklahoma State
University sent the list and let the inquirer make his own selection from
it.
Mailing other Oklahoma agricultural experiment station publications
within classification was not automatic. Addresses of recipients were
on 3 x 5 cards, and for each new publication the editor would go through

appropriate classes and pull individual cards for addressing by type-



writer. This type of service was provided only for research, extension
workers, on persons in business or industry having special need for get-
ting information promptly. Others who asked to be on the experiment
. station mailing list were sent '"What's New'' each six months. No for-
eign addresses were put into the classified lists.

A quantity of each Oklahoma agricultural experiment station publi-
cation was set aside immediateiy, after printing and was turned over to
the senior author's department iafter the mailing room's stock of that
publication was exhausted. This provided the department with some-
>thing to answer letters, etc., after the mailing room stock was gone,
and thereby helped hold down the pressure for large press runs. After
the mailing room's stock was exhausted, requests reaching the mailing ‘
- room were not forwa.rded to the department. Instead, the mailing room
sent a routine ''no longer available' card in order to conserve the de-
part's supply. |

In general, the Oklahoma agricultural experiment station editor i
felt that commercial concerns which distributed station publications
were helping the agriculﬁur;_a,l college get the results of its research to
the public. Requests for‘@5 to 50 copies were usually honored without
- question, and sent free of charge. Larger quantities were usually

charged for at the approximate printing cost.

North Carolina Distribution Practices and Procedures 4

In February, 1956, a study was started to check on the distribution

4 W. L. Carpenter, J. H. Parker, and Elwood Mintz, A Study of
Publications Distribution Practices and Procedures in North Carolina,
Report No. 2 (North Carolina State College, Raleigh, North Carolina,
1958), pp. 3-5.




policy in use at North Carolina State College. Purposes of the study
were to find the weék and strong points in the distributing system, to
‘examine the service county agricultural agenfs were receiving on bul-
letin orders, to determine redistribution systems at the county level,
and to ena_.ble the publications editors to become more familiar with
county redistribution systems.

A publica,tions‘ storeroom inventory pointed up one of the acute prob-
lems with which editors and authors have long been faced: How many
copies of a publication should be printed?

The publications inventoried were from four to ten years old and
and had been printed between 1946 and 1952, inclusively. Of 18 technical
bulletiﬁs printed by the experiment station during this perjod, five were
out of print, five were still in good supply (200-600 copies), and eight
were in oversupply (800-2900 copies). Of 24 bulletins (semi-popular
series) printed by the experiment station in the same period, 12 were
out of print, eight were in good supply, an& four were in oversupply
(1000-1900 copies). . Two listed as in good supply had been reprinted.

- For extension service publication for férm and home demonstration
use, the situation was quite similar to the experiment station bulletins.

Four conclusions were drawn from the brief study of county agent
requests for publications. They were: (l1)Agents placed their orders for
publications fairly quickly after they were notified that a publication was
available, (2) agents did a reasonably thorough job checking publications
for possible usage before ‘plracing their orders, (3) specialists apparent-
ly could dp a good job of determining county needs for a publication for
sofne enterprises, a;nd'.(4>) home agents could put certain farm-oriented

publications to good use.
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Oklahoma County Agent Survey 5

In a 1958 survey of leahom..a county agricultural agents, 29 agents
reported they had no difficulty obtaining copies of agricultural experi-
ment station bulletins most needed for distribution. Seven agents said
they did, and four of these said it was because the bulletins were out of
print. Three reported receiving requests for bulletins before they re-
ceived copies themselves.

Although by current station policy the station's bulletins are pre-
pared primarily for distribution to the '"off-farm leader'' group, agents
replﬁng to the mail questionaire considered distribution to farmers and
othérs as an important element in the usefulness of a bulletin.

Thirty-four of the 36 agents interviewed reported that farmers re-
ceived the majority of the bulletins distributed. Of the 25 agents asked
to list the second-largest group, 16 named rural non-farm people. - Ad-
ditional grouvpsk ‘freciue'r’i‘tly mentioned were city people, 4-Hleaders, gar-
den clubs, vocational agriculture teachers, government officia.ls,. and
high school libraries.

Agents frequently commented that Busine‘ssmen dealing in farm pro-
ducts or supplies consistently obtained bulletins. Agents reported that
the distribution to businessmen was small numerically, but high relative

to the number of these persons in the county.

5»Don.'::,ld K. Childers, George F. Church, and M.. R. Haag, County
Agents' Opinions of the Understandability and Usefulness of Oklahoma
Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletins, Processed Series P-311
{Oklahoma State University, Stillwater, Oklahoma, 1959), pp. 16-18.



CHAPTER III

REQUESTS AND DISTRIBUTION BY AREAS

Requests for Oklahoma agricultural experiment station and exten-
publications during the two years 1957 and 1958 were received from al-

most all of the 77 counties in Oklahoma, from all of the 50 states and

one territory, and from 47 foreign countries scattered all over the world.

The study was designed to produce the number of requests arriving from
éach county in Oklahoma, each state in the union, and each forein coun-
t‘ry; to provide information concerning the average size of the requests
with respect to the pumber of different publications listed per request;
to produce the total number of publications requested by and sent to the
different counties in Oklahoma, the different states in the union, and the
different foreign countries; and to give some indication as to the most

popular groups of publications.

Requests for Publications from Oklahoma

Number of Requests from Each County

A study of the requests from within Oklahoma revealed a total of
756 requests for Oklahoma agricultural publications were received dur-
ing the two years 1957 and 1958 (Table I). Discounting five requests list-
-ed as '""county unknown, ' an average of almost ten (9. 75) requests was
received from each county dur.ing the two-year study.

The north central and south central areas of the state were repre-

11
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TABLE I

THE NUMBER OF REQUESTS RECEIVED AND THE NUMBER OF DIFFERENT
PUBLICATIONS LISTED PER REQUEST FROM WITHIN OKLAHOMA
: BY COUNTIES, 1957 AND 1958 '

o

County NOR* . DPR* ANPRA# County 4N0R DPR ANPR
Adair 1 1 1.00 Le Flore 16 L3 2.69
Alfalfa 5 31 6.20 Lincoln 7 19 2.71
At oka 1 1 1.00 Logan 6 6 1.00
Beaver 2 2 1.00 Love 3 8 2.67
Beckham 6 9 1.50 Major 0 0 0.00
Blaine 1 48 343 Marshall 1 1 1.00
Bryan I 5 1.25 Mayes 9 43 L.78
Caddo 12 21 1.75 ~McClain 5 7 1.40
Canadian 8 106 13.25 K¥eCurtain 2 10 5.00
Carter 7 12 1.71 McIntosh 7 31 L.43
Cherokee 5 9 1.80 Murray 3 14 L.67
Choctaw 10 32 3.20 Muskogee hA 51 3.64
Cimarron A 12 3,00 Neble 15 16 1.07
Cleveland 15 101 6.73 Nowata 10 11 1.10
Coal 0 0 0.00 Okfuskee 8 18 2.25
Commanche . 10 28 2,80 Olklahoma 82 2,0 2.93
Cotton 8 13 1.62 Okmulgee 5 18 3.60
Craig 9 22 2.4l Osage I 5 1.25
Creek 6 1, 2.33 Ottawa 16 18 1.12
Custer 7 18 2.57 Pawnee 1 2 2.00
Delaware 2 5 2.50 Payne 85 298 3.50
Dewey 1 1 1.00 Pittsburg 6 12 2.00
Bllis I 11 2.75 Pontotoc 7 12 1.71
Garfield 16 43 2.69 Pottawatomie 9 12 1.33
Garvin 18 43 2.39 Pushmatsaha 2 2L 12.00
Grady 1 18 1.28 Roger Mills 5 26 5.20
Grant 7 8 1.14 Rogers 7 15 2.1
Greer I 6 1,50 Seminole 9 21 2.33
Harmon 9 15 L.67 Sequoyah A L 1.00
Harper 8 15 1.87 Stephens 8 g8  1.00
Haskell 2 3 1.50 Texas 23 113 L 91
Hughes 6 135 22,50 Tillman 6 10 1.67
Jackson 6 6 1.00 Tulsa 36 263 7.30
Jefferson 5 10 2.00 Wagoner ) 10 1.67
Johnston L 38 9.50 Washington 9 13 1.4
Kay 25 L8 1.92 Washita 14 35 2.50
Kingfisher 10 21 2.10 Woods 10 14 1.40
Kiowa 11 17 L.54 Woodward 7 79  11.28
Latimer 3 13 4.33 ALl Oklahoma 756 2471 3.27

% NOR, Number of Requests; DPR, the sum of the Different
Publications listed per Request; ANFR, Average Number of
Publications listed per Retuest.
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‘sented quite often by the counties having the largest number of requests.

e

, The‘soﬁtheasfern‘ a."re’a‘.had‘the most counfigs’ listed uhdef the fifteen "low-

request'' counties.

Payne county had 85 requests, the most received from any one coun-
ty. This was not entirelyysurprisinlg,_since a great dema;n‘d for various
public#tioms _is put upon the agricultural mailing room from the different
departments in th‘e_ACollleg.e‘: of Agriculture at the Oklahoirna’.ASv«tate Univer-
s‘ity which is located in Payne county. The fact that the source of the

.publiQati.Qns :gv_és ,..so..‘cl*a-séi also.coutd have easily caused the many other
‘requests from other sources to be submitted.

. '%I?he »éounty'-requesting the second largest amount was Oklahoma
county with 82 requests being registered, or just three ‘s}}ort of Payne
éounty's: total. . The groups ﬁaking the greatest amount vq._f requests from
Oklahoma county weré commercial interests, private _ipdividuals,. and
the county agricultural agent's office.

A long ways down in the total, but in thilrd.place on the list, was

. Tulsa county.  Again commercial interests played ailarge role in creat-

ing the total of 36 requests from that county. ‘Also, requests from rural

~addresses came in great number.

Kay county was fourth with 25 requests, most of whic;:h came from
Private i‘ndividuals‘, mést of which bore rural return .addfesses. - The
county agent's office aléo submitted a large number of requests.

- Following closelyvbehind Kay county was Texas counfy‘with 23:re-
quests. Mbét.req{iésts coming in from this ,cdunty were f;ﬁom the county
agenfi and private ,indivi‘d‘.u‘als with rural addresses.

. The rest of the top ﬁf:tegn counties sending requests were: Garvin,
18; Garfield, Le Flore, and Ottawa, 16; Gleveland and Noble, 15; and.
“B'laine,, Grady, Muskogee, and Waghita, 14. |

0
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Coal and Major counties were not represented by any requests dur-
the twéayear'period studied.. Adair, Atoka,. Dewey, Marshall, and Paw-
née countigs each seht in one request. Third from the bottom of the list
of requests were Beaver, Delaware, Haskell,. McCurtain, and Pushma-
taha covunties with two requests each. . Three counties having three re-

" quests were Latimer, Love, and Murray.

Number of Different Publications per Request

The different requests varied as to the total number of different titles
listed. Stated as an average, each request from within Oklahoma was for
3.27 different publicétions.

Hughes county céme out on top with an average of 22.50 different
public-a,tions per request. One request was for 87 different publications,
which explained the exceptionally large average for this county (Appendix
A).

-An average of 13. 25 different publications per request was tallied for
Ganadié.n county. Once again, one request for 81 publications boosted the
county's average' to second place.

Pushmataha county had an average of 12. 00 different publications per
request, and Woodward county averaged 11.28. Other counties which av-
eraged less than ten different publications per request, but were still con-

sidered well above the average, were: Johnston, 9.50; Tulsa, 7.30;

Cleveland, 6.73; Alfalfa, 6.20; Roger Mills, 5.20; and McCurtain, 5. 00.

At the other extreme, nine counties requesting publications from the

agricultural mailing room averaged only one publication per request.
Those counpties were Adair, Atoka, Beaver, Dewey, Jackson, Logan,
Marshall, Sequoyah, and Stephens. Four other counties averaging close

to only one publication per request were: Noble, 1.07; Ottawa, 1.12;



Is

.and Grant, 1.14.

Total Number of Publications Requested

A to‘tai of 30, 727 copies of different publications was requested from

 Oklahoma in 1957 and 1958 (Table II). Not figuring the fiVe requests from

'""county unknown, "' an average of 395 publications per c0imty was reques-
ted during _:the two=-year pveriod. Seven of the fifteen cdu%ities requesting
the greateét number of publicéﬁtions were from the horfﬁﬁrest and south-
;vest regions of the state. Ten counties from the south{éé_.-st and south
central were listed as having very. smalllrequests.

Payne bc;ounty' led all counties in the total number of publications re-
quested, 5, 003 copies. The same reason presented before, the heavy
~demand by the different departments in the College of Agriculture at the

Oklaﬁoma. State University located in Payne county, can be given as the
primary factor for the very large request total.

Texas county was next in line with a total of 2, 789 publications re-
quested over the two-year period. The county agent's office was the
primary source for the large requests.

Oklahoma county was third with a total request count . of 1, 424 co-
pies. . Commercial interests caused the la,rgge total. . For example,. a
banking association requested 400 copies of one publiéaﬁion for redis-

“tribution. |

Not too far behind was Woodward county with a total'yi'equest of 1,118
copies. A vocational agriculture instrﬁctor and the co@t_y agent were
the primary sources of the large requests. |

Garvin county held fifth place with requests for 1, 062 publications.
Other counties with less than 1, 000 publications requested, but still con-

siderably higher than the average county were: Roger Miils, 990; Push-
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mataha, 955; Kiowa, 893; Washita, 871; Kay, 835; Blaine, 769; Hughes,

705; Tillman, 677; Tulsa, 668; and Latimer, 571.

. Coal _and"Ma,jorv counties made no requests for any publications from
‘the agricultural mailing room, placing them at the bottom of the list.
Atoka and Marshall counties requested only one publication each during
the two-year period. Bryan county moved up some to a total of six pub-
lications.

Other counties represented with small sized requests were: Ellis,

'11; Murray, 14; McClain, 16; McCurtain, 24; Dewey, 25; Haskell, 27;

Beaver, 40; Sequoyah, 42; Carter, 45; and Pawnee, 50.

- Total Number 9_1; Publications Sent

The number of publications sent to recipients within Oklahoma upon
request totaled 18, 593 (Table III), This total represents a difference of
12,134 copies from the total requested. The average county received
238 publications‘ during the two years studied, or 157 less than the aver-
| age requested. The chief reason for the large difference was that coun-
ty agents from Oklahoma did not receive the large totals of experiment -
station publications requested primarily due to the fact that limits were
set for distribution to county agents on the initial distribution plan. |

Interesting was the fact that out of the 15 counties receiving the most
publications, four were from the northwestern area and four from the
southeastern area. Yet, more interesting was the fact that the south-

‘eastern area had five counties with low receipts and the northwest had

three. The south central area also had three of the low-receipt counties.

Once more Payne county was at the top of the list by receiving 4, 703
copies of publications during the years 1957 and 1958, according to the

record of requests and distribution from the agricultural mailing room.
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The only other county to receive more than 1, 000 copies in answer

to requests arriving at the agricultural mailing room was Oklahoma coun-

ty. The total for the central county was 1, 290.
- Although it was second in total publications requested, Texas coun-
ty dropped to third place in,;feceipts of publications with a total of 961.
- Pushmataha ‘county received 740 publications to be next in line, while
~ Woodward county followed closely behind by receiving 738.
. Three other counties receiving more than 500 copies of Oklahoma

agricultural publications were: Garvin, 687; Hughes, 610; and Blaine,

547. Other counties that received somewhat more than the average were:

Tulsa, 486; Harper, 392; Tillman, 387; Roger Mills, 385; Latimer,
321; Le Flore, 314; and Kay, 287.

Naturally ‘the two counties that did not request any publications,
Coal and Ma.‘jc:’r, did not receive any according to the records in the
agricultural niailing'room. - Counties that had been sources of requests
for publications but did not receive any due to exhausted supplies of the
particular titlés requested were Atoka and Beaver.

- Marshall county received the one publication that was requested,
- and Bryan received.only sik copies during the two years studied. In
fourth place from the bottom of the list was Ellis county by receiving
ten publications,

Other counfies receiving less than 30 publications during the two
years were: Murray, 14; Noble, 15; McClain, 16; Osage, 19; McCur-

tain, 23; Adair and Dewey, 25; and Haskell, 27.

- Different Groups of Publications Requested and Distributed
The study of the requests for the different groups of publications

(Appendix B) revealed that more copies of experiment station bulletins
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:("B" series) were requested than any other main group of agricultural
publications (Table II). Consequently, more station bulletins were sent
to recipients in Oklahoma in answer to the requests than any other group

«of publications (Table III). A total of 19,977 copies of the station bulle-
tins were requested, and 10, 783 copies were sent in answer.

The second m'os;-t.popu'lar,lggjoup-;of publications was the extensiion .
service circulars ("E' series) with 3,270 copies being requested. In
honoii,ng the requests, the agricultural mailing room sent 2,919 copies
of the circulars.

The best explanation for the large number of requests for the two
groups of*,publicationg is the fact that more titles and copies of each ti-
fie é.re published within these two groups than in any other one group.

- Probably the reason for a much larger request for the experiment sta-
tion bulletins than the extension service circulars is the fact that a
greater number of the circulars are sent to the county agents immedi-
ately after publication for redistribution.

The least requested group of publications was the "What's New in
Farm and Home Publicatiohs_for Oklahoma, ' the semi-annual list of
publications. Only 78 copies were requested and sent during 1957 and
1958 to sources within Oklahoma. However, the experiment station cir-
culars (""C'" series) were placed at the bottom of the list of total publica~
tions sent with only 19 copies being dispatched from the mailing room.
The most probable reason for such a small number of requests for the
""What's New' publications was that anyone could be put on the mailing
list. Thereby many recipients received the semi-annual publication

automatically immediately after printing.
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Requests for Publications from Other St‘a.tke‘:s

Number of Requests from Each State

The research revealed that the average state (not including Okla-
homa) sent slightly more than 61 requests to the agricultgral mailing
room at the Okléahoma State University. The total numbé; of requests
for agricultural publications received from the United States (not in-
cluding Oklahoma, but including Washington, D. C., and Puerto Rico)
was 3,186 (Table IV). The midwestern states tended to he better repre-
sented among the ten states having the. most requests thg,n' states from
other sections of the country. .

Texas led all other states in the total number of requests sent to the
mailing room. Requests totaled 277 from the large soufhwestern state.
Generally all types of people made requests with no study made to deter-
mine what specific groups made the largest number of requests.

California was next in line with a total of 238 requests. Extension
service workers seemed to be very active in making requests, with com-
mercial interests and requests from rural addresses c"dming in close;
behind.

- The state having the third largest number of requests for Oklahoma
publications was Illinois with a total of 184. Commercial industry and

people from rural addresses were the primary sources of requests.

One less request was received from a neighboring state to Oklahoma.

Kansas sent 183 requests to the mailing room. No one particular group
could be singled out as being most responsible for the lg;lfge number of
requests, but educational and extension workers and rural individuals
sent in many requests.

New York was listed as having the fifth largest amount of requests
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TABLE IV
THE I\JIH:EBER oF RE@;UESTS RECEIVED AND THE NUMBER OF DIFFERSNT

~ PUBLICATIONS LISTED PER REQUEST FROM THE UNITED STATES
' o BY STATES, 1957 AND 1958

State _ NOR## DPR¥¥* ANPR¥=¢| State NOR DPR ANPR
Alabama - 23 107 L .65 Nebraska 62 91 1.47
Alaska 13 25 1.92 Nevada 27 2.25
Arizona - 38 131 345 New Hampshire 8 11 1.37
Arkansas L0 90 2.25 New Jersey 63 105- 1.67
California 238 578 243 New Mexico 37 70 1,89
Colorado LO 146 3.65 New York 171 309 1.81
Connecticut 16 20 1.25 North Carolina 30 64 2.13
Delzware 7 8 1.1 North Dakota 32 89 2,78
Florida 49 91 1.86 Ohio 104 234 2.25
Georgia 39 60 1.54 | Oregon 56 79 1.41
Hawaii ' 12 27 2,25 Pennsylvania 83 159 1.91
Idaho 20 25 . 1.25 Rhode Island 1 1 1.00
Illinois . 184  L46  2.42 South Carolina. 29 86  2.96
Indiana 113 157 1.39 South Dakota 28 L0 1.43
Towa 129 202 1.56 Tennessee 65 162 2.49
Kansas 183 429 2.34 Texas o 277 594 2.14
Kentucky 57 . 85 1.49 ‘Utah ‘ 5 72 1.33
Louisiana 67 71 2.55% Vermont 5 11 2,20
Maine 2L 31 1.29 Virginia 52 122 2435
Maryland 84 128 1.52 - Washington 88 128 1.45
Massachusetts 4l 92 2.2l - West Virginia 25 L8 1.92
‘Michigan .87 157 1.80 Wisconsin . A 98 1.53
Minnesota 62 103 1.66 Wyoming - 32 2,67
Mississippi 33 L6 1.39 Washington,D.C. 76 117 1.54
Missouri © 108 242 2.24 Puerto Rico 11 39  3.54
Montana 34 50 1.47 | All U.S.% 3186 6435 2.02

# All states except Oklahdma, including Washington, D. C.,
and all U. S. possessions.

#%# NOR, Number of Requests; DPR, the sum of the Different
Publications per Request; ANPR, Average Number of Publi-
cations listed Per Request.

for publications. The big eastern state asked for publications a to-
tal of 171 times.
Other states which requested publications less than 150 times but

' still were substantially above the average were: Iowa, 129; Indiana,
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113; Missouri, 108; and Ohio, 104,

States haviﬁg the least number of requests during the two-year stu-
dy period were generally from:the northeastern and far we‘gtefn areas.
Ironically, thé smallest state in the union had the iea.st number of re-
quests. Rhode Island sent in only one request for publications during
the entire two years. | |

Vermont had only five requests recorded, while Delaware added two
for a total of seven requests. Nearby New Hampshire had eight requests
and the territory of Puerto Rico sent in 11 requests. Two western states,
Nevada a.nd Wyoming, and the newest state, Hawaii, all tied for sixth
place from the bottom with 12 requests each. Alaska submitted requests

only 13 times, while another New England state, Connecticut, had 16

requests.

Number of Different Publicatibns per Request

Requests from each of the states was studied to deterinine the num-
ber of different‘?pulgi‘iéat‘ions asked for per each request. “Gonsidering
the entire United States (not including Oklahoma), the average request
was for 2.02 different titles. |

Alabama led all other states with an average of 4. 65 different publi-
cationjs asked for per request. If one request had been discounted, the
state averaged only 2.4l publications per request, dropping it out of the
top 20 percent having the largest averages. The request mentioned was
one of the largesf requests received during the two years studied (Appen-
dix A).

Colorado requests averaged second largest, 3. 65 Eitles. Puerto Ri-
co's requests were slightly smaller with an average of 3. 54 different

publications. The only other state whose requests averaged more than
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three publications per request was Arizona with 3.45.

Three othe{r states whose requesfs were quite large on the average
were: North D#kota,_ 2.96; Wyoming, 2. 67; and Tennessee, 2.49.
As indicated earlier, only one request came from Rhode Islﬁnd,

- and this re\q.uesfc was for a single publication. Other states with very

low averages were: . Delaware, 1.14; Idaho, 1.25; and Maine, :l.. 29.

Tv_ot’al Number of Publications Requested

A total of 9,678 copies of different publications was requested from
states outside of Oklahoma during 1957 and 1958 (Table V). The average
state requested approximately 186 copies during the period studied.

Over 1, 000 publications were requested from Texas alone to lead all
other states. Texas' total was 1, 099 copies.

- States requesting less than 1, 000, but more than 500 publications,
were: - Ca.lifornia., 796; Illinois, 688; Alabama, 671; and, Kansas, 627.
New York was in sixth place, with a total number of publications at 495.
Maryland requested 443 copies, while Missouri wanted 404. The other
two states rounding out the top ten were Washington, with 339 requested
publications, and Ohjio, with 251.

On the bottom side of the list was Rhode Island with one publication

being requested. Delaware was secmd low with only eight copies desired.

Neighboring states of New Hampshire and Vermont each requested 11 pub-
lications. |

Connecticut moved the list slightly with requests totaling 20 publica-
tions, while Alaska and Idaho tied for fifth from the bottom with each re-
q{1esting 25 publications. Hawaii and Nevada each sent in requests total-

ing 27 copies. Maine requested 32 publications.
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Total Number gi Publications Sent

A total of 7, 726 publications was dispatched from the agricultural
mailing room tgs states outside of Oklahoma during 1957 and 1958 (Table
V1), accordin.g to records kept in the agricultural mailing roqm. - The
average state réceived slightly less than 149 publications during the two-
”year period. This average differed from the total requested by approxi-

‘mately 37 publications per state.

The ten states receiving the most publications, as would be expect-

‘ed, were also the ones which requested the most. However, the 6rder
changed slightly.

| Texas remained at the top by receiving a total of 968 copies. Other
states and their totals were: California, 681; Illinois, 573; Kansas,
528; New York, 426; Maryland, 385; Missouri, 340; Alabama,. 292;

- Washington, 257; and Ohio, 221.
| The 20 percent of the states receiving the least amount of publica-

tions were the same states requesting few publications with one excep-

tion. - Wyoming replaced Maine for the highest pc\)ﬁition in the low-request

group.
Those states requesting a small amount of publications were: Rhode
Iéland, 1; Delaware, 8; New Hampshire and Vermont, 9; Idaho, 11;

- Connecticut, 14; Alaska and Nevada, 17; Hawaii, 20; and Wyoming, 21.

Different Groups gf_Publicatior;s Requested and Distributed

The record of requests :f;rbch)m' the United States (not including Okla-
homa), like that from Oklahoma counties, revealed that experiment sta-
tion bulletins (''B" series) were most wanted of all the main groups of
agricultural publications. A total of 4, 707 bulletins was requested (Ta-

ble V). In answer to the requests, 3,869 bulletins were dispatched from
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the agricultural mailing room (Table VI).

The second most requested group of publications was the extension
service éirculafs ("E" series) with 1, 5 41 copies being asked for during
1957 and 1958. A total of 1,437 circulars was sent in response to the re-

quests.

The high proportion of requests for extension circulars becomes of
- special interest when one remembers that record was kept only of those
. circulars requested in combination with one or more experiment station
publications. In other‘words, the number of extension publications
shown in Table VI represents only a small proportion of the total number
requested and distributed. As was pointed out earlier, the extension
publications were recorded in this study only to avoid the necessity of
repeating the count in later studies focused on the distribution of exten-
sion material .

Farm plans were the least popular group of publications in states
outside of Oklahoma on the basis of requests. Only 131 plans were re-
quested during the period studied. However, in answering the requests,
the maiiing room dispatched only 35 copies of experiment station pro-
cessed publications (""P'" series), and 114 copies of experiment station
circulars ("'C" series), placing those mailing totals below the farm plan
mailing of 126. |

- Why the farm plans were the least requested group of publications is
hard to answer. Possibly the fact that the earlier plans, the ones gener-
ally available during the years 1957 and 1958, were for sale at 25 cents a
plan and not a free publication had some effect. Also, the plans are de-

signed specifically for Oklahoma conditions, thereby discouraging out-of-
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state requests, especially those some distance away from Oklahoma.

Requests for Publicatiops from Foreign Countries

Number of Requests from Each Country

Requests from foreign countries for Oklahoma agricultural publica-
tions totaled 397 copies (Table VII). The average country sent slightly
less than 8.5 requests to the agricultural mailing room during 1957 and
1958, a.ccordii;g to the records of requests in the Oklahoma State Uni‘vc.er-
sity agricultural mailing room.

Latin America was represented by 17 different countries asking for

publications, while 12 European nations sent requests to the mailing room.

Requests arrived from nine countries in the Near East (all of Africa and

western Asia). Eight Far East (Eastern Asia, Australia, and the Paci-

fic area) nations submitted requests for publications.

Almost a third of all foreign requests came from the United States'
next door meighbor to the north. Canada sent requests 128 times, placing
it at the top of the list of countries sending the most requests.

The second place Republic of the Philippines was represented by 51
requests. Third down on the list was Great Britain with 33 requests.
Mexico was fourth with 18 requests.

- Three other countries submitting more than ten requests were: Ar-
gentina, 15; New Zealand, 13; and Australia, 12.
Countries sending only one request to the agricultural mailing room

during 1957 and 1958 were China (Mainland), Denmark, El Salvador,

,Guatamala, Honduras, Hungary, Libya, Morocco (French), Mozambique,

Netherlands, Pakistan, Paraguay, Russia, Spain, Sudan Africa, Trini-

dad, and Venezuela.
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TABLE VII

THE NUMBER OF RECUESTS RECERIVED AuD THE NUMBER OF DIFFERENT
'PUBLICATIONS IISTED PER REQUAST FROK FORGIGN COUNTRIES
BY COUNTRY, 1957 AND 1958

Country - NOR#:  DPR¥*  ANPRi¢ Country NOR  DPR-  ANPR
North America Italy 6 6  10.67
Canada 128 263 2.05 Netherlands 1 8 8.00
, . Russia 1 1 1.00
latin America ' ‘ Spain 1 19 19.00
Argentina 15 12) 8.27 Sweden L 19 bh.75
Brazil 6 27 L.50 Switzerland 2 2 1.00
Chile 2 22 11.00
gOlu?bl? 8 280 35.00 Near East and Afric o
osta Rica 2 2 1.00 F == , :
Egypt 2 3 1.50
Cuba ‘ 6 17 2.83 LY .
Bl Sai Irag 2 60 30.00
alvador 1 L 4.00 I
srael 8 29 3.62
Guatemala 1 7 7.00 Libva 1 1 1.00
Honduras 1 16 16.00 Abya g
Vexi Mozambique 1 1 1.00
exico 18 70 3.89 . -
: - Morocco (French) 1 1 1.00
Nicaragua 6 9 1.50 o
P Sudan Africa 1 L 1.00
anama 2 20 10.00 o
Paraguay 1 8 8,00 gufﬁiys Afri 2 59 3'73
Peru 8 3L 4.25 U+ o . rica 5 o5
Trinidad 1 1 1.00 ‘
Uruguay 2 2 1.00 Far East :
Venezuela 1 27  27.00 ‘ Australia 12 15 1.25
: - China (Mainland) 1 1 1.00
Europe India 5 23 L+ 60
Belgiun 6 ) 1.33 Japan 9 23 2,55
Denmark 1 2 2.00 Korea, Rep. of 6 16 2,67
France 3 8 2.67 " New Zealand 13 19 3.77
Germany 5 16 3.20 Pakistan 1 3 3.00
Great Britain 33 91 2.76 Phillipines 50 485 9.51
. ‘Hungary 1 11 11.00 All TForeign 397 1947 4,90

* NOR, Number of Retuests; DPR, the sum of the Different
Publications listed per flequest; ANPR, Average Number of
Publications listed per Request. ‘

Number of Different Publications per Request
22 — ‘
The average foreign request listed 4.9 different publications .

The Latin American country of Colombia led the list of foreign coun-
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tries with its average requests listing 35 different publications. This
was primarily caused by three large requests, one asking for 124 differ-
ent publications, one for 103, and one for 69 (Appendix A).
Other high é,Verages were figured for the following nations: Egypt,
30; Venezuela,,“Z?; Spain, 19; Honduras, 16; Chile and Hungary, 11;
Italy, 10.67; and Panama, 10.
Those countries whose requests averaged only one publication were
. China (Mainland), Costa Rica, Libya, Morocco (French), Mozambique,

Russia, Sudan Africa, Switzerland, Trinidad, and Urugiay.

' Total Number of Publications Requested

The number of publications requested by foreign countries totaled
2,401 copies during the two-year period of the study (Table VIII). The
average foreign country asked for 51 copies.

- The total number of publications requested from the Republic of the
Philippines was 545, putting that country at the top of the list of foreign
v_\countries with the largest request for Oklahoma agricultural publications.

| Canada had a total of 384 publications requested, while Colombia's

“requests totaled 342 copies. Italy sent requests for publications totaling

152, and Argentina followed closely behind with 143.  The only other coun-

try which asked for more than 100 publications was Great Britain with re-
quests for 122 copies.

Several nations asked for only one copy of a publication each for
their total requests during the years 1957 and 1958, according to the
requests received by the agricultural mailing room. These nations were
C‘hina {Mainland), Libya, Morocco (French), Mozambique, Russia, Su-
dan Africa, and Trinidad.

Three countries, Denmark, Switzerland, and Uruguay, requested
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only two publications each. . Costa Rica, Egypt, and Pakistan sent re-

quests for three copies each.

. Total Number gPublica.tibns. Sent

The total number of publications sent to foreign countries in answer
to their requesﬁs was 1, 944 (Table IX). This total represents a difference
of 457 copies,friom the total number requested during the two years. The
average country received 41 publications upon request, only ten less than
the average each country requested.

Countries receiving the most publications were the same ten.asking

- for the most. The Republic of the Philippines stayed well ahead of other

countries with receiﬁts of publications totaling 473. Two other countries
were Canada with 331 copies, and Colombia with 300.

Great Britain was the only othér nation receiving more than 100 co-
pies with a total of 104. The other countries receiving totals above the
average were: Argentina, 88; Mexico, 65; Italy, 60; Iraq, 51; a.ﬁd New
Zealand, 46. Panama received 37 publications, slightly below average.

At the other extreme were two countries, China (Mainland) and Mo-
rﬂocco (French), which did not receive any publications in.response to
their requests due to the fact that supplies of the particular publications
were exhausted. . Countries receiving only one publication each in 1957
and 1958 were Costa Rica, Libya, Mozambique, Russia, Sudan Africa,
and Trinidad. Five countries received two publications upon request---

Denmark, Egypt, Pakistan, Switzerland, and Uruguay.

- Different Groups of Publications Requested and Distributed

Requests from foreign countries revealed that the most wanted pub-

lications were extension service circulars ("E'" series) with 891 copies
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being requested (Table VIII}. Almost as many were sent from the mail-
ing room in a,nsfb_wer as evidenced by the total of 854 copies sent (TableIX),

- Experiment station bulletins ("B'".series) were the second most pop-

ular Oklahoma agricultural publications. . Requests for these totaled 721

~copies. Foreign recipients were sent 548 bulletins in response to their

requests.

Only three farm plans were requested, making this. group of publica- _

tions the least wanted by foreign sources. All three plans were sent.

Summary of the Area Requests and Distribution

Of the 4,339 requests received by the agricultural mailing room dur-
ing 1957 and 1958, 3,186 were received from other states outside of Okla-
homa, 756 from within Oklahoma, and 397 from foreign countries (Tables
I, IV, VII).

The avérage request was for 2.50 different publications.  Closest
to tﬁis overall average was that for other states exclusive of Oklahoma,
2.02 publications. The average from Oklahoma was somewhat larger

than the overall average, 3.27 publications. The average for foreign

_éo‘untries was extremely high in comparison with that for the United

States or Oklahoma, 4.90 different publications.

During the two years included in the study, 42, 903 publications were
requested from the agricultural mailing room (Table X). When this total
was broken down by area from which the requests came, almost 72 per-
cent of the total, 30, 825 copies, was requested by residehts of 75 coun-
ties in Oklahoma. Other states requested 9, 67.7 publications, while for-
eign requests totaled 2, 401.

In answer to all of these requests, the agricultural mailing room
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sent 28,254 publications (Table XI), almost 66 percent of the total request-
ed. Oklahoma recipients received approximately 60 percent of the publi-
cations they requested, or 18,584. Recipients in other states outside of
Oklahoma received 7, 726 publications, or approximately 80 percent of
the number they requested. . Foreign requests received the best return
on a percentage basis in that 81 percent of the total number of the publi-
cations requested were mailed, or 1,944 copies.

The bulletins (""B" series) were the most wanted, or popular, group
of experiment station publications, requests for these totaling 25, 405
copies (Table X). The mailing room sent a total of 15,200 copies in re-
sponse to these requests, but was unable to honor requests for more
than 10, 000 copies from all three geographic areas represented due to
exhausted supplies. Experiment station circulars ('"C'" series) were
least popular of all publications on the list, only 398 copies having been
requested. In honoring requests for the station circulars, the mailing

room dispatched o#ly 141 copies.



CHAPTER 1V

REQUESTS AND DISTRIBUTION BY ECONOMIC
AND/OR SOCIAL GROUPS

"Requests for publications issued by the Oklahoma agricultural ex-
periment station come from a number of different interest groups. In
ord_er to establish what these categories were, a system of identification
had to be drawn initially. Seven main groups were selected, using the

requests as a guide, with the larger main groups divided into several

- sub-groups (Appendix C).

Some of these sub-groups tend to overlap each other slightly. In

such cases, the results are considered both separately and in combina-

tion to get the complete picture.

Total Number of Publications Requested

Persons or agencies having some governmental function were by
far the largest group requesting Oklahoma agricultural publications
(Table XII). National administrations, state administrations, and coun-
ty-city administrations asked for 24,972 publications during 1957 and
1958, over half of the total number of publications requested.

The educational interests group requested 10, 002 publications, the
second largest number requested. . The other individual interests group
was third with total requests for 3, 024 copies. The other four groups

and their total requests were: commercial interests group, 2, 438;

46
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library interests group, 1, 876; organizational interests group, 409; and
journalistic interests group, 134. '
A further breakdown of some of the totals within the governmental in-

terests group showed that national administration requests listed 2, 613

publications,. s.t?.te administration requests listed 22, 365 publications, and

the county-city ?,dministration requeéts'tbtaled 37 publications.

. The na,tionail administrations' agricultural department request total
was 2,426 publi?;a.tions, while state agricultural departments requested
22, 322, and the county-city agricultural departments wanted only 10 pub-
lications. - All égricultural agencies within the governmental interests
group asked for a total of 24, 758 Oklahoma agricultural publications.,

- The total number of publications requested by agricultural research
workers wes 2,453, while fhe agricultural service and agricultural exten-
sion agencies asked for a total of 22,305 publications. The latter total is
represented largely by big requests from Oklahoma's county agricultural
and home demonstration agents.

Proba.bly. for a m.ore accurate picture, the total number of publica-
tions requested by the land-grant college and university agricultur.a.l in-
structors and the totals requested by the state agricultural research per-
sonnel should be combined. In many instances, the universities or col-
leges hire individuals to teach agricultural sub,je‘ét's* and to do research
in'agriculture simultaneously. To arrive at the two separate t%f;als; if
the individual making the request signed his name as prdfes-sor%?assbciw

ate professor, instructor, etc., his request was listed under the land-

grant college and university instructors sub-group. However, if he signed

his name as associate agronomist, research assistant, herdsman, super-

-intendent of experiment station, etc., his request was listed under the
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state agricultural research sub-group. In some rare instances when no
title was presented by the individual, the letter head was used as a guide,
i.e., if the agricultural experiment station was mentioned in the letter-
head, the request was listed under state agricultural research, buf ifon-
.'].y' the department of the agricultural college was mentioned in the letter-
head, then the request was listed under the land-grant college or univer-
sity instructors. The state agricultural research total was 1,117, and the
land=grant college or university instructors total was 5,273, to give a
combined total of 6,390 publications requested by the two sub-groups.

A con@bined total of 8, 803 publications was requested from all agri-
ciﬂtural in}strﬁgtors, while the non-agricultural teachers requested only
311 publications.

. Two other combinations had to be made to present a clearer picture.
. Commercial library requests coupled with commercial interest group
requésts gave a total of 2,587 publications. Organizational library re-
;gésts and organizatgonal interest group requests when summed together
showed a total r;n,efqueét of 433 publicatidns.

- Although all agricultural publications are published in the interest
.__l‘éf benefitting the farmers, whether directl‘y or indirectly, only 1,010
) .;;ublica;tidns were requested by individuals living at rural addresses. A
few more could be added from city individuals' requests since some were
fa,rm.ers_., but the total would still be small in comparison with other sub-
groups. However, the fact must be remembered that the large totals in
publications requesfed by state agricultural extension service workers
were primarily for redistribution to farm individuals. . Also, it may be
a,ssumgd that the information gained from the various publications re-

quested by research workers, agricultural instructors, and other ''off-
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the-farm leader' groups is filtered down to the farmers sooner or later

“in one form or another.

Total Number of Publications Sent

Out of the 28, 254 publications mailed from the agricultural mailing
‘room, 13,055 copies went to the governmental interests group (Table
XIII). The educational interests group received a total of 8,630 publica-
tions. . The other individual interests group was mailed 2,547 copies,
while the commercial interests group was sent a total of 2,288 capies.

The library interests group received 1,221 publications, the organi-
‘zational interests group received 390 publications, and the journalistic
interests group received 123 copies.

o For a more detailed picture of the governmental interests group
during 1957 and 1958, the national administrations were sent 1,902 copies,
the state administrations were sent 11, 125 copies, and the county-city ad-
ministrations were sent only 28 copies.

- A total of 1,732 publications was dispatched to national agricultural
- departments, while the state agricultural departments received 11,087.
: The county-city agricultural departments were sent only seven Oklahoma
agricultural publications.  The above totals represented a sum of 12,826
that were sent to agricultural agencies within the governmental group.

Persons and groups in publicly financed agricultural research were
sent a total of 1,888 Okla.honia. publications, while the agricultural ser-
vices and extension agencies received 10,938 copies. Once again, the
latter total was sent mostly to extension workers within the state of
Oklahoma.

All agricultural instructors received a total of' 7,648 publications
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while nonaagﬁcultural.vtea,chers» received 246 coﬁies.

The combinéd landwgfant college and university instructors and state
agricultural research sub-groups received a tot@l of 5,838 publications
during the years 1957 and 1958. . A combination of the commercial library
fna.ilings and the commercial interest group maijiings rqéuited in a total

of 2,412 publications. Organizational library mg.ilings Qf publications

-and the organizational interest group mailings totaled 407.

Rural address individuals received 811 publications in response to

their requests to the Oklahoma State University agricultuga.:l-a.l mailing roor;i.

- If at least one-half of the state agricultural extension service mailings

were added to the above total, it would prdbably be a more accurate pic-

ture of the total number of publications actually received by farmers di-

‘rectly.and indirectly.




CHAPTER V
REQUESTS FOR PUBLICATIONS NOT AVAILABLE

Many requests were received for agricultural publ:‘{cations at the
bk;lahoma State University agricultural mailing room that were #ot aw-
&aq’ilable due to exhaustgd supplies. .An attempt was made to learn how
many months each publication was available for distribﬁtion,. and to dis«
co-iver the total press runs in relationship to the availabllity. -Knowledge
\;/a‘.vs also desired concerning the number of requests from Oklaihéma and

the number from outside of the state for unavailable publications.

. Requests for Unavailable Station Bulletins

- Requests fér- a total of 834 experiment station bull‘éi;ins ("B'" series)
'lis.ted as "out" arrived at the agricultural mailing room during 1957 and
1958 (Table XIV). Oklahoma wanted 202 of the copies nqt.avaiiafale,, and
requests from outside of the state asked for the other 632. T}ie?requests
listed 172 different bulletins that were ''out' during 1957 and 1958.

The six builetins most -asked for, but not sent due to the e;;ha,usted
s;to'cks, were: B-48l, 84; B-472, 63; B-496, 49; B-469; 38, B-494,
‘29; and B=415,j:23. Three bulletins, B=470, B-409, and'Bp2L7, were
requested 16 tirhes, while three other bulletins, B-486, B-462, and B-425,
were requested 15 times. Bulletins popular with Oklahom@ans and that
were reguested five to ten times were: B-494, B-48l, ]§;474; B-462,

B-460, B-453, B-425, and B-416. .Some of these public:'ations probably

. 55
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: VREQUESTS RECEIVED FOR EXPERIMENT STATION BUILETINS ("B" SERIES)
THAT WERE NO LONGER AVAILLABLE FOR DISTRIBUTION, 19_57'AND 1958

Publi-

-Date

Total

“Requests From

146

_ Date Months
.cation Out Printed  Lasted Run = Okla. Other
- B-64 A ~Jan '05 e e 1
B-110 - 3 ‘Feb 116 o et 1
© B-~139 ¥* Jun '21 R e 1
- B-167 - . ® Sep 127 cid W . 1
. B-=168: #* Oct 127 3¢ i 1
B-179 ¥ Vay '58 Sk ¥ 1 ,
- B~181 3* ~Jun 128 HiE 3t 1
. B=184 . Aug '28 R e 1 o
- B=186 - % Jua '29 36 A . 1
'~ B-193 %* Jun 129 e T 1
B-194 - #* ‘Jan '30 ek i 1
- B=201 o - Jan 132 EoE a3t » 1
~ B=203 * May '32 . ¢ #3685t . 1
- B=-204 * May 132 W e 1 ‘
- B=205 * Sep '32 . 3 BEC T : 1
-B=210 ¥ " Feb '33 Wk e 1
B-21l * Mar '33 it 63t 1
B-216 - * Dec 133 et o 1
. B=217 * Dec '33 e e I 12
- B-218 * Jun '34 S St 1
B~232 o Jul 137 s e _ 1
B-235 * May 138 W e 1 1
- B=237 K - Nov '39 3 304 1 3
- B=238 Jul '58 Dec '39 223 s 1
B-240 Mar '58 Mar 140 216 s 9
-~ B=243 - o Jun '40  w% e ’ 1
- B-247 * Mar 141 ¢ o S
B=253 C % Jan '42 st Pt 1 :
B-255 * S Apr '42 e e 1
B-256 * Apr '42 . 3 1 1
B-260 * Sep 142 33 e 1
© B=R63 S Feb '43 33 3,000 1
‘B-264 Apr 158 Feb '43 182 e 1 3
B=265 * C Mar 43 a 3,000 1
- B-266 # Apr 43 e 7,000 1
B-270 * - Oct '43 # 5,000 1
B-27l, * ~ Jan 44 e 2,000 3
B-278 ¥* - Feb 44 e 2,500 . 1
B-281 * Jun 44 R e 1
B-28L * May '45 G 5, 500 1
B-286 * Aug 45 it ek 1
- B~290 ¥ Oct '45 el 3,000 1
B~293 * Mar '46 | 9,000 1
B-29L . 3 Mar ¥ 7,000 2
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Publi-

| Date

Date Months  Total- Requests From
cation - Out Printed Lasted Run Okla. = Other
B~302 - % . Aug '46 i 3 1
B-304 % " Feb '47 e 10,000 1
B-309 * o May ‘A7 W e | 1

~B-311 * C o Oet '47 ST 3,500 1 »
B=312 ¥* Nov '47 e 10,000 2
B-313 W Nov - '47 - it v 1
B-3L, % Nov '47. R W3 1
CB-315 % Nov '47 #3* 4,000 1
B-316 E Dec '47 %% 10,000 . 1
~ B-319 #* Mar 148 3 et 1 L
B=-320 *® Mar '48 e 6,000 1.
B-321 % - Jul 48 Ao 8,000 1l 1
B~322 #* " Sep '48 %% 13,000 1 .
© B-326 * Jan '49 ¥ 14,000 ' 1
" B=327. 3 - Feb '49 #5500 1
B-328 * Feb '49 Lk 5,000 2
 B-329 * Feb '49 # 5,000 1
B-33%0 % Feb '49 3 3,500 1
B-331 - Feb '57 = Mar '49 95 e 1 3
B33 % Mar 149 10,000 - 2
B-333 - *.0 May '49. W 12,000 0 1 2
B-334 * May '49 4,000 1
B-335 S Jun 49 T e _ 20
B-337 S% o Oet 49 dE 3,500 1 =
B-339 * Nov '49 it 3,500 2
B-341 C% . Nov 49 it 4,000 -1
B-3k2 . * . Jan '50 ¥ 5,000 2 1
B=-343 % Jan '50 e 9,000 1 2
. B=344 o Jan '50 e wee 1 1
o B=345 % Feb '50 ®E 4,000 1 e
B=347 - % May '50 U e 1
B~3,48 o May '50 e e 2
~ B=349 ¥ Jun '50 T2 R '+ B 1
~B=350 #* - Jun '50 e 1 :
B354 3 Jul '50 36 s 1 1
 B=356 ¥ pug '50 We e 2
B=358 . * ~ Sep 150 R 36t 1
B-359 * Oct 150 ° 46 e 2 1
B-361 Feb '58  Nov '50 85 80,000 1 -3
B-362 . : ¥* Dec '50 33 5,000 ' 2
 B-364 o May '51 3,750 1
- B-365 * Feb '51 3t 8,500 1
B-367 ¥* Apr '51 S5 7,000 1 1
‘B-368 * Apr '51 3 E2an 1 3
B-369 #* Apr '51 i 8,000 3
B-.B?O 3 May |5l . e 3303 l
B=371 * May '51 W et 1
B=372 * - Aug '51 L) R -2
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Publi-

~ TABLE XIV (Continued)

Total

Date Date Months Requests From
cation Out Printed Lasted Run Okla.  Other
B-373 3* Sep '51 %k 43t 1 4
B-37L 3 Sep. 151 st 3 ‘ 1
B~375 * Oct '51 33t e 1 -
‘B=376 ¥* Oct '51 Wi e 1 1
B-3717 #  Nov '51 i aa 1 2
B~378 Mar '57 = Jan '52 62 R 1 3
B--379 * Feb 152 e e 5
B-380 ¥* May '52 i Gt ' 2
B-381 w0 Feb 152 et 8,500 1
B..38[+ %* Jun l52 3 5,000 1 3 »
B-385 % ~Sep '52 L 5,000 . 1 3
B~386 Oct '57 Sep 152 6L 3,500 1
B-~387 * Oct '52 C¥E 1,000 1
B-388 W " Nov '52 W 4,000 2
B-389 * “Jan 153 Ras 3, 500 ‘ 1
CB-39L " May '57  Feb '53 51 6,000 4 5
B-392 ~  Mar '58  Mar '53 - 5,500 3 3
B-393 - % Mar '53 el 35500 1 ‘
B-396 * ~Apr '53 3 3,500 1 o
B-397 3 Apr '53 - e 5,000 1 L
B-398 - * May 153 g 4,000 2 5
B-399 L May '53 it 4,000 1 2
B=400 . Jan 158 May 153 55 5,000 1 1
B-401 Aug '57  May '53 51 L, 500 ' 3
B-402 o Jun '53 ¥4 5,000 - 1 5
B-403 3* Jun '53 it 33k 5
B-40L % ~Jun 153 i L, 500 _ 1
B-405 * Jul 153 it 6,000 1
B-407 - Aug '53 el 5,000 1 3
B-408 #* Aug '53 a 4,250 10
B~409 ¥* Sep '53 ok L, 500 : 16
B-410 - May '57 Sep '53 v . 4,500 ‘ >
R * 0 Qct '53 i 5,000 1

- B-414 S Dec '53 e - 4,000 o 1
B4 15 Feb '57 - Feb '54 36 5,500 1 22
B-416 - ~ Feb '54 i 7,000 - 5 5

- B=417 ¥* Mar '54 - 2,500 _ )

- B-418 * Mar '54 A 4,500 L b
B-420 #* Mar 'S4 i 44250 -3
Bul21 Feb '57  Mar '54 35 4,000 1 9
B-423 . - May '54 e 4,000 3 7
B=42l . Aug 57 Jun !'54 38 5,000 1 2

- B-425 ok Jun '54 i 5,000 10 5
B~426 Jul '58 Jun '54 49 3,250 1
B=427 Nov '58 Jun '54 53 5,000 -1
B-428 ¥ Jul 154 it 3,500 2
B-429 Feb '57 Jul '54 31 3,500 2
B-430 * Jul '54 g 4,000 1 3
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TABLE XIV (Continued)

Publi=  Date  Date Months Total  Requests From

"~ cation - Out  Printed Lasted Run Okla. Other
‘B-431l  May '58 Jul ‘54 L6 3,000 , 1
B-432 Jan '57 Jul '54, 30 4,000 2 2
B-433 R ) CodJul VY54 K 2,500 1 11
B-435. ok CAug ‘54 ok 4,500 1 1
B-436 Apr 158 Aug ‘54 Ll 3,000 - 2 L

. B=437 #* - Nov 54 e 4,500 b4 9
 B-438  Jul '58  Nov '54, L4 5,000 1

Bl /0 % . Nov '54 SR 500 L 7
B-44L . May '57 ‘Nov '54 30 3,500 1 6
B=-443 Feb 157 Jdan '55° 25 4,000 L 5

- B-hl4l, May '57  Jan '55 28 6,000 3 3

B=L45 % Jan '55 e R 2 11

© B=ls6 #* - . Jan '55 L 2,250 3
B-447  Aug '57  Jan '55 31 3,000 3 10
B~449 % . Feb '55 e 3,500 2 1
B-450 * - Feb '55 SR 4,000 2 3
‘B=l} 52 #® Mar 55 - wE €,000 9 L
B-453 * Apr V55 . e 6,500 8 2 .
B-455 . May '57 - Apr '55 25 9,000 3 4
B-460 Feb 158 Sep '55 29 4, 500 3 9
B-462 - % Nov '35 4 . L 500 7 8
B-463 Feb '57  Qct 155 16 3,000 1 8

© Bl by Jan 158 Nov '55 26 2,750 1 5
B-4 65 Apr 158 Jan '56 27 4,000 1 :

- B-469 * - Mar 156 : i 44 500 1 37
B-470. ~Jan 158 Jun '56 29 4,500 L 12
B~473 ©  Mar 157 Jul '56 8 4,000 1 1
B-471, . dun ‘57 Avg '56 10 3,000 8 55
B-476 Jun '57 Sep 156 9 3,750 1
B-478 Mar '58  Oct '56 X7 6,500 1 :

. B-481  Mar 157 Nov 156 L 3,500 7 77
- B-483 Mar '58 . Dec '56 15 - 4,000 - 6
- Beh84 - Jan '58  Dec '56 13 4,000 2 11

B-485  Mar '58 Jan '57 1 2,750 3 1
B-486 Oct '57 Feb '57 : 8 3,750 3 12
- B-488 Mar '58 Apr 157 11 3,000 3 8 -

: B-ABQ Aug 158 Apr 157 16 - 3,000 1l
B-490  Nov '57  Apr '57 7 4,500 1 9

 B-494  Dec '57 Jul '57 5 5,000 10 19

. B=495 Mar '58  Aug '57 17 3,250 1 2
B~496 Mar 158 ~Nov '57 4 3,250 2 L7
B-499 - Mar '58  Nov '57 o4 3,500 12
B-503 Nov !'58 Jan '58 10 3,000 3

% Before January, 1957, but the exact month is not known.
%% Is not known. :
ek No record is available.
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had bee.ﬁ requested more times, but no records were a,va,ilé.ble prior to
January, 1957. '
Twelve bulletins which went out of print during the twc:-y'ea.r period
were available 6n1y for intervals of a year or less. Bulletins B-499,
B- 496 and B-48l, for example, went '"out'" four months after bemg
prmted B- 494 lasted five months,. whlle B-495 and B-490 lasted seven
months. Two bulletins, B-486 and B-473, lasted eight months.  BL4Th
was distributed for nine months before the supply was exhausted, while

B-474 and B-503 lasted ten months. One bulletm, B-488, la.sted almost

"an entire year by remaining available for 11 mon}ths.

Although the records for older publications were incomplete, infor-’

mation that was available revealed that eight Bulle‘tins _lasted"ﬁve years
or longer. The record was set by B-238; it reﬁained available for dis-
tribution for 18 years and-seven months before its supply ‘becameuex-
hausted. Another pubhcatlon, B 240, was not too far behind hy remain-
ing in stock for 18 years, and B- 264 was available for 15 years and two
months. Other bulletins and their length of availability were: B-331,

seven years and 1l months; B-36l, seven years a,n& one riibnth; B-378,

five years and two months; B-386, five years and one month; and B-392,

five years.
A study of the older publications for which records were on hand

‘and of which the supply lasted a long time showed the press runs averg

6

aged 4,500 copies per publication. > The list of publications whose sup-

‘plies lasted less than one year had an average press run of 3,600 copies,

or 900 copies less than the publications that lasted for a longer period of

6B 438 B-=436 B-431, B-427, B-426, B-410, B-401, B-400, B-392,

B-39], and B-386.
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time.

-Requests for Unavailable Stativoanechnical Bulletins

The mailing room received requests for a total of 281 experiment
station technical bulletins ("'T" series) which wereno lohger avé.il’a.ble
for distribution (Table XVJ. Of these requests, 36 were fFom Oklahoma
and 245 from outside of the state. A total of 43 different technica.l bul=-
kletins were asked for that were no longer in supply. |

Technical bulletin T-64 was wanted the most with a total of 55 un-
filled requests received for it.  Three publications were each requested
23 times. They were T-66, T-57, and T-46. Requests é.rrived‘at the
mailing room 21 times for T-65. Requests from Okla.homa showed T-64
| asked for f1ve times, and T-57 asked for 11 times.

Techmcal bulletms lasting one year or less in supply were T-64 for
two months, T-66 and T- 63 for eight months, and T-65 for 12 months.

The avallable records showed T-13 as the techmcal bulletm lasting
.the longest, 14 yea.rs and nine months. Other publlcations lasting five
years or more were: T-36, eight years and five monthé; _;'iT-37, eight
years and j;hree months; T-38, seven years and nine ménths; and T-él,‘
. fi;/e years and nine months. |

- A difference of 890 copies was found in the average press runs of
the older publications that lasted a long time from those pubhcatxons
Mwhose supplies were exhausted quickly. 7 The five publﬁu;atmns which

lasted for several years had an average press run of 3y 000 copies, while

7Long press run: T-46, T-45, T-43, T-4l1, a.nd T-37.
Short press run: T-7l, T-66, T-65, T-64, and T- 63
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REQUESTS RECEIVED FOR FXPERTMENT STATION TECHNICAL BULLETINS
("T" SERIZS) THAT WERE NO IONGER AVAILABLE FOR DISTRIBUTION,
1957 AND 1958 :

Date

Publi- Date Months Total  Reguests From
cation Out Printed Lasted © Run Okla. Other
Tl - % May 138 g e 1
Tw6 5 Jul '39 33k L 1
Tw7 3 - Sep 139 e st 1
T %* Jun '40 3¢ et 2
T=9 3* Apr '40 e 4383 3
T-10 ' * Jul '41 % It 1
T-13  Mar '57 Jun '42 177 et 2 4
T-16 % Oct 42 e e 1
T=20 gy Oct 43 s g 2
T=~23 #* Mar '46 Lo et 1 2
TRl S % Oct 146 33 Wt : -2
TuR5 #* Nov '46 L st 1.
Twlb - %* Feb 147 W R 3
- T-28 %* Aug '47 St et 1 -
Tw29 % Jan '48 Wi e 1
Tw31 * Mar '48 3¢ St 2
Tw32 3 Jun '48 3t SR 1 3
Ta3l, 3* Mar '49 3 Hses - 1
T35 %* Apr '49 e SR ‘ ]
T-36 Apr '58  Nov '49 101 W 1 2
T-37 - May 158 Feb 150 99 5,000 1 1
Tw38 . - Apr '58 Jul '50 93 QU 6
T-39 Lo Oct '50 e 2,500 9
T=40 R Jun '51 Wit 2,500 8
T4l Sep '57 Dec '51 6 2,250 1 3
T-42 % Jan '52 ik 2,250 1
Tl3 Apr 157 May '52 59 2,500 1 9
T=Ll, ¥ May '52 el 2,500 ' 1
T-45 May '57 Aug '52 57 2,500 1
T-46 Feb 157 Sep 152 53 2,500 3 20
T-48 o Oct '53 i 2,500 2
T=49 Apr 158 Jan '54 51 2,250 1
T-51 Apr '57 Nov 15) 29 1,500 L
Teb52 Jul '57 Nov 154 32 3,000 3
T-53 #* Mar 155 G 2,000 9
T=55 Mar 157 Sep 55 18 2,250 2 12
T=57 G Sep '55 e 2,500 11 12
T-58 3* Oct 155 e 2,500 L 6
T-63 Feb 157 Jun 156 8 2,000 3 7
T=64 Feb 157 Dec 156 2 2,000 5 50
Tw65 Sep '57 Sep '56 12 2,250 2 19
Twb6 Aug '57 Dec '56 8 2,500 1 22
T-71 Nov '58 Oct 157 13 1,800 3
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the five publications that lasted approximately one year or less, had an

average press run of 2,110 copies.

Requests for Unavailable Station Miscellaneous Publications

VA total of 181 experiment station miscellaneous publications (''MP"
series) were requested during 1957 and 1958, but copies were not sent
due to exhausted supplies (Table XVI). Oklahomans asked for 42 copies,
while &thers outside of Oklahoma wanted 139 copies. A total of 32 dif-
ferent unavailable miscellaneous publications was requested.

Publication MP-45 was requested 27 times while "out'’, MP-35 was
asked for 24 times, and 5MP-—43 was wanted 18 times to lead ‘the ylist.of
number of miscellaneous publications not available for distribution. Ok-
l§hom-a-ns brequested ten MP-45's and eight MP-35's, but did not %;eceive;
them due to exhausted stocks. J

Miscellaneous public;.fions whose stocks lasted approximately a

_yeai' or less were: MP-50, five rhonths; MP-49, eight months; MP-48,

“ ‘nine months; and MP-45, 13 months. According to the records avail-

able, no miscellaneous publications were in stock more than three and a

half years. MP-36 lasted that long, while MP-44 was out of stock after

thr ee years.

A comparison of the press runs of the publications revealed that the
lbnger lasting publications averaged press runs of 4,625 copies while the
publications that lasted approximately a year or less had an average

press run of 4,063,copies.

1.8 Long press run: MP-47, MP-46, MP-36, and MP-35.
- Short press run: MP-50, MP-49, MP-48, and MP-45.
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REQUESTS RECEIVED FOR EXPERTMENT STATION MISCEILANEOUS PUBLICATIONS
("MP" SERIES) THAT WERE NO IONGER AVAILABLE FOR DISTRIbUTION
4 1957 AND 19 58

‘Publi-

Months

Date - - Date Total Requests From
cation Out Printed Lasted ~Run . - Okla. Other
MP~1 * Apr '40 RN 3t 2
MP-2 * Oct '40 e e _ 2
MP-7 R May '42 it 10,000 1 _
MP=~10 B May ‘47 Lk 463t 2 :

L MP-11 % May '47 s 3,500 1 ;
MP-12 * Jan '48 R 3,000 1 3
- UP-13 ¥* Apr '48 w0 4,000 1l

S MP-17 ¥ May 150 e 4,000 1
MP-19 KR Apr '51 W kit 1 1
Mp-22 * Jun !'51 it 44,000 1 3
P25 * Mapr '52 LA 4,500 2 o
MP-27 H# Jun '52 e 3,500 ‘ 6.
MP-28 L . Dec '52. G R _ 3
MP=29 * Jan '53 ik 2,250 1 ,
MP-30 x3 Jun '53 R 3t 1 :

- Mp-31 * Jun '53 e 2,750 6
MP~3L4 L Jun '54 R 2,750 6
Up-35 May V57 Aug V5L 33 4,)00‘ 8 16
MWP~36 -~ Feb '58  Aug '54 42 b, 500 2 2
Mp-37 ® ~ Aug '54 Ll h, 500 2 7
1ip--38 *  Aug '54 e k4,500 2 L
MP-39 ¥* Aug '54 | i 2,750 3

- MP-40 ¥ Aug t54 © e 2,750 3
MP-4 1 * Aug '54 e 2,750 1 I
MP-43 ¥ Jun '55 il 3,500 1 17
MP--Lyly Mar 58 Mar '55 36 e 5
MP=-L5 Jul 157 Jun 156 13 4,500 10 17
MP-L46 Jul '58 Aug '56 23 Ly 750 ‘ 6

- MP-LT Jul '58 Aug '56 23 4,750 4 5
MP-~48 Mar *58 Jun '57 9 3,750 1 7

- MP-49 ~ Nov 158 Mar '58 . 8 5,500 2
MP~50, Jul '58 Feb 158 5 2,500 "
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‘;Requebst's for Ur;available Station Circ111ars

Although the last expenment station circular (mc ser1es) was pub-
lished in early 1957, the final pubhcatmn in this serles, requ ests for 28
'd1fferent t1t1es came to the agncultural mailing room for the unavaﬂable

circula.rs (Table XVII) A total of 77 circulars was wa.nted,but which

could not 1b_e‘“sent due to the exhausted supplies. Of this total, 14 were

TABLE XVII

REQUESTS RECEIVED FOR EXPERI}ﬂuNT STATION CIRCULARS ("C" SERIES)
THAT WERE NO IONGDR AVAILABLE FOR DISTRIBUTION, 1957 AND 1958

Publi- Date Date Months Total Requests From
cation Out - Printed - Lasted " Run Okla. Other
C-l * 1900 ‘ 3¢ T 1
C-24 % Dec '13 3¢ i 1
Cc=36 #* Aug '14 S Wt 1
C-37 i Nov '14 e 4 1
C-38 #* Dec 'l5  #% Lau 1l
- C-40 #* Apr '16 i et 1
C~71 # May 128 S W 1
C-73 * Oct '28 e g 1l
C-74 #* QOct '28 H L 1
c-77 * Mar '30. 346 e 1
Cc-88 * May '40 L - R 1l
C-100 * Jun '41 it 10,000 1
C=-104 ok Jun '42 3 10,000 1
C-116 # SdJul 4y, o R 16 000 1 1
C-118 ® Apr 145w 1 3
C-120 * Jan '46 R kit 3 8
C-126 #* Jan '48 L 5,000 1
C~127 #* Jan '48 L ik 1
C-128 3* Feb '48 i 8,000 2
- C=129 #* - May '48 O L 1
C-130 * "Mar '49 e o 1 1l
- C=131 - * Dec 148 - . 8,000 2
,2-132 e May '49 ¥ 4,500 i- -
- 133 #* Jun 149 3t ' y
C-13, *  Jun 49 . _134230 1
C-~136 ~ dJul '58  Feb 153 65 4,000 2 2.
C~-137 Feb 157 Qct '53° 40 9,000 3 9
Cc-138 . Mar '57  Mar 156 12 e 2 17
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from Oklahoma and 63 from outside of the state.

The most asked for circular was C-138, the last issue of the series,

with 19 requests, while C-137 feqeived 12 requests and C-120 was wanted

11 times. Oklahomanbs sent three requests each for C-137 and C-120.
Not enoﬁgh other data were available to make any kind of an analy-
sis. One interesting ,side nofe was the fact that C-1 was the oldest pub- |
lication requested from the mailing room ‘c'h.J.rin‘g 1957 and 1958. . It was
published sometime in the year 19OQ. ,Iropically, the publication was

printed as an answer to the many requests that were arriving at the ex-

o periment station director's office for the station bulletins. The first

station circular proceeded to explain what publications were available

~and to whom the people desiring publications should write.

Requests for Unavailable Station Processed Series Publications

The experiment station prdcessed series of publication ("P."iwseries,
originally called the Mimeographed Circular or '""M' series) arel"';';of pub-
lished in largé quantities and are disfributed on a limited scale ihitially
with few copies left over for answering requests by the agricultural
mailiné room. However, indications on the requests were that some
processed publications were dispatched through the faé.ilities of the‘
‘mailing roorxL |

- A total of 154 publicationsv was requested and listed as "out”bythe ~
mailing room clerks (Table XVIII). Of these, 18 ;equests‘ werd from
Oklahoma and 136 from out of the state. A sum of 38 different processed
publications was asked for duri'rig the two years studied.

M-292 was asked for 22 times altogether, while M-282 was wanted

15 times. Persons making the requests wanted 13 M-295's and 12 M-294's.
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D PUBLICATIONS
SRIES )4 THAT WEDR NO LONGER AVAILLABLE FOR DISTRIBUTICN,
' ' 1957 AND 1958

Publi-  Date

' Date

‘ Months  Total Reouests Fron
cation Out ‘Printed Lasted Run Okla. Other
Mw17 #* Jan '39 St e 1
}-103 % Nov '43 e C gk _ 1
M=136 #* Apr '45 W st 1 ,

. M=-131 %* May '49 W e 1
M2l * Feb '51 ESs 3+ 3
V=215 A Feb '51 i et 1 :
M-217 % C Mar '51 3 kst 1
M~239 . 3% Sep '52 PR ek 1
M-258 * May '54 a0 %3t 1
M~262 3 Jun '54 ¢ 500 2
1~268 * Apr '55 st 1,000 1
M=271 * Oct '55. e 500 3
M=~27L * Feb '56 W 800 , 1
M=276 * Mar 156 Ly 1,200 : 1
(278 * Apr '56 it 1,200 1
M=279 * May '56 i L0O 5
}~-280 % May 56 At 1,550 1
M~281 * Oct! 156 e 1,000 2
- M-282 * Nov '56 e 800 15
1283 * Nov '56 - Wi 1,200 6
M-~281, # Feb '57 e 1,200 2 2
M~285 % Apr 157 e 1,000 L 9
M-286 * May '57 e 500 1 3
M-287 L Jun '57 e 1,100 ' 3
1~288 % Jun 157 Wt 1,000 3
- M=289 * Jun '57 it 650 _ 7
- M=290 %* Oct '57 e 800 1 I
M=29L1 - #* Jul '57 s 500 1 8
M=-292 ¥ Jul '57 o 2,100 22
M~293 * Oct '57 R i3 2
M=29 d Feb '58 i 700 2 10
M=295 - * Feb. 158 WE g L
M=-296 * Mar 158 #it et 2
P=297 # Jun '58 ¥ 2,000 2
P=300 #* Jul '58 3t SH303k 2
P=301 3 Aug 158 St 600 8
P-302 # Aug '58 ¢ 700 5
P-303 * Sep 158 o 900 1

4 Originally called Mimeographed Circulars (MM Series).

* No record is actually available due to the transfer of some
- requests from the agricultural mailing room to the author's

department .

¥ No record is available.
#9 No record is available.




No other accurate or complete data were available to make any fur-

ther analyses of the station processed publications.

Requests for Unavailable Extension Circulars

Requests for unavailable extension service circulars ("E" séfies)
fotaled 119 copies, with 35 arriving from within Oklahoma and 854 from
outside of the state (Table XIX). - A total of 57 different out-of-print cir-
culars wa",s requested duriﬁg 1957 and 1958. The totals would have been
ia.rger for exterision circulars had it not been for the fact that many ofr
Jth’e pﬁblications are reprinted under the same number and title soon af-
ter and in'many instances before the St;.pplies were exhausted. |

- Due to the small amount of information regarding the past 6f the ex-
tension circulars, little analyzing could be done.ﬁ However, a cofhpari-
son of the publications which lasted 20 months or;longer with those last-
ing les.s than 20 months showed that the Ilonger lasting publications aver-
aged a 13, 000-copy smaller press run per edition than the publications in
stock for a shorter time. This f?.ct was contrary to the trends for the
‘experiment station publications. ;“f The circulars that lasted less‘tlh\a‘.n 20
months had an averaéé press run of 31666 ;:opies, while the loi'tg’er last=

ing. circulars had an.ave.“ra.ge of 18,666 copies.

. Requests for Unavailable Extension Leaflets

The agricultural mailing room, because of exhausted supplies, was
unable to fill 43.reguests for extension service leaflets (''L'" series). Five
of the requests were from ﬁthin Oklahoma, and 38 from out of state (Ta-

ble.XX). Fourteen different leaflets were requested during the two years




TABLE XIX

REQUESTS RECEIVED FOR EXTANSION SERVICE CIRCULARS ("E" SERIES)
- THAT WERE NO LONGER AVAILABLE FOR DISTRIBUTION, 1957 AND 1958

69

Months

E-554

Publi- Date Date Total Requests From
cation Out Printed Lasted Run ~  Okla. Other
69 %* # e e 1
E-125 3 # e ek 1
CE-128 ¥ # 3k st 1
E-130 ¥* # e ke 1
E~137 % # W ek 1
‘BE-178 - %* # 33 I 1
E-217 3 # 3% W 1.
E-218 3* # 3 LR 1
E-238 Nov 158 # st Ry 1
E-2149 Mar 158 # sk 3t 7
‘E=320 o # it S 1
B=324 . Mar 158 Apr '56 23 10,000 2 1
E=328 % # e gCT -1
E-333 Mar 158 # i aeE 2 4
E-348 . i # i R 1
=367 3 # W% Ht 1
E-378 ¥* : # 3t Wt 1
E=-390 Mar 158 - # . e I 5
=399 * o e 3t ‘1l
E-400 ¥* Sep 156 St 10,000 1
E~-401 3 # 3t gt 1
E~414 Jul '57 Jan 156 19 30,000 2
E-420 %* # : et S 1l
Tl21 3 # W e 1
B-L2) N ) # *% Lo L 1
CE=L25 Jan 158 CH ¥ et I
B-433 - % # : 3 R TE 1
E-436 Jun '58  Jun '57 12 75,000 L
E-440 - Jul 57 # . 3 St , 2
=441 ~ Apr 158 # e 3% 1 1
455 Mar '58 # G Py 1 3 -
E~L56 #* # 30 st 1 .
CE-462 Mar 158 R e 43t 1 2
E-463 Jul 158 # 4% " aHe 1
E-478 = Jan '58 Apr '55 33 15,000 1l
- E=509  Jul '58 Apr V57 15 - 25,000 1
E-513 #* : Nov '55 . #* 10,500 1 :
B524 ~Jan '58 # ' e s 2
=544 Mapr '58 Jan t56 26 25,000 6 5
E=545  Jul '57 # e et 1
B=547 * # |k i ‘ 1
E-549 - Mar 157 Nov '55 16 15,000 1 :
550 - Jan '58 Aug '56 17 15,000 1
* C# S it 2
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TABLE . XIX (Continued)

‘Publi- _ Date : Date Months 'Total. : Réquests From

cation Out : Printed Lasted Run Okla, ' Other
B562 3% H# e3¢ 0363 1
E-563  Mar '58° . # i et 2 2
- E-579 * : &4 R e o 1.
E=~588 Mar '58 # e e 1 2
E-590 S % v # e et 1 ,
- E=597 © dJan '58 # : Ly e 1 1
- E-61,4 Jul 157 B # .Y T : 1
E-619 Jan '58 #w s 1 4
E=632 - Mar '58  ° Jul '55 32 17,000 1 2
E-636 Jul '57 C# e R 3
E~637  Jan '58 Oct '55 27 30,000 | L
E-642 - Jan '58 Feb 156 23 25,000 1
E-654 . Jul '58 May 157 VA 30,000 1 1

* Before January, 1957, but the exact month is not known.
#% Is not known. . - o
- %% No record is available.
. # No record is-available,

TABLE XX

REQUESTS RECEIVED FOR EXTENSION SERVICE LEAFLETS ("Lt SERIES)
THAT WERE NO IONGER AVAILABLE FOR DISTRIBUTION, 1957 AND 1958

- Publi- Date - Date Months Total - Requests From
cation Out ' Printed = Iasted Run " Okla. Other
‘L-1 Oct '57  Feb '56 20 5,000 2
L=2 Oct '57 Feb 156 20 20,000 3.
L=3 CAug V57 Mar V56 17 50,000 1 2
L4 Dec '57 _ Apr 156 20 % 3
L-6" Jul 158 ~ Apr '56 21 30,000 2 )
18 Mar 158 Aug '56 19 20,000 | 7
"L=9 . Aug '57  Jun '56 14 20,000 2
I-10 Nov '57 Oct 156 . 137 25,000 2
1-11 Feb '58 ©  Aug '56 18 30,000 R
.12 Aug '57  Sep 156 11 60,000 1 4
L-13 Aug '57 - Oct 156 10 50,000 1 2
L-18. Peb '58 - Apr '57 10 50,000 L
1-21 “Jul '58 * u- 4 1
1-22 Jan '58- - - Qet '57° 15 - 60,000 1

# No record is available.
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studied. As in the case of the extension c1rcula.rs, when a supply of a

particular leaflet was exhausted, if the demand warranted it, another

press run was made.

- Results sirﬁilar to those found in the comparison of press i‘uns of ex-

tension c1rcu1a.rs were dlscovered in the study of extension leaflets Those

leaﬂets whose supphes lasted one year or less averaged nearly a 25,000-
copy larger press run than those whose stocks lasted more than a year.
Specifically, the average press run for the publications lasting more than

a year was 28, 888 copies, while those lasting a year or less averaged

53,333 copies. . This fact suggests that the expected demand fOr popﬁlar

publications was usually under-estimated a little more consistently than
for less populai' publications.
- Requests for Other Unavailable Miscellaneous Publications-

Probably the only analytical data of any use in the study of the other

miscellaneous agricultural publications was that more experiment station

forage crop leaflets were asked for and not sent than any other publica-
tion in this combined group of publications (Table XXI). Ten copies were

wanted in Oklahoma and 51 outside of the state, a total of 61 unfilled re-

quests for this now abandoned series of publications.

- Another group of publications not being published any longer; for
which 16 requests did not get filled, was the extension service Oklahoma
pamphlet series. Six copies were wanted in Oklaho@a and ten»odfside of

the state, a total of 16 copies.
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TABLE XXI

REQUESTS RECEIVED FOR OTHER MISCELLANEOUS PUBLICATICNS PUBLISHED
BY THE EXPERIMENT STATION, THE EXTENSION SERVICE, OR IN
COOPERATICH WITH OTHER INTERESTS, THAT WERE NO LONGER
AVAILABLE FOR DISTRIBUTION, 1957 AND 1958

‘ ' N ‘ ‘ Requests From
Publication - : o Oklahoma Other Areas

Forage Crops Leaflet No, -
Forage Crops Leaflet No,
Forage Crops Leaflet No.
Forage Crops Leaflet No.
Forage Crops Leaflet No.
- Forage Crops lLeaflet No.
- Forage Crops Leaflet No.
Forage Crops Leaflet No.
Forage Crops Leaflet No.
Forage Crops Leaflet No. 10
Forage Crops Leaflet No. 1l
‘Forage Crops Leaflet No. 12
‘Forage Crops Leaflet No. 13
- Forage Crops Leaflet No. 15
Forage Crops Leaflet No. 17
Forage Crops Leaflet No. 18

O O ~I O UTE- 0 D
e T

NS

Manuscript‘Report Abstracts -
Annual and Biannual Reports
- Current Famm Economics

N

Oklahoma Farm Plans ' 7

Do N W NUMEDNNDEEREEREGBEWDDWND

‘Oklahoma Pamphlets R 6

&

Great Piains Agriculturai Council
’ Publication No. 13 ) C 2

Southern Cooperative Series Bulletin No. 4

Southern Cooperative Series Bulletin No. 10
Southern Cooperative Series Bulletin No. 36
Southern Cooperative Series Bulletin No. 42
Southern Cooperative Series Bulletin No. 46
Southern Cooperative Series Bulletin No. L7

A Y T R

Other Publications . o 9 16

ARG AR




CHAPTER VI

- SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

‘This study was undertaken to discover the sources of requests for
Oklahoma agricultural experiment station publications by geographic areas
and by the different economic and/or social groups. The study was to
reveal what publications were being requested after their supplies were ex-
h;usted,. and the rates at which the stocks of publications were being de-
pleted. Finally, the results from this research are slated to become the
foundation for future detailed studies of the distribution of Oklahoma agri-
cultural publications; therefore requests for extension service publications
were tabulated when they were made in combination with a request for

station publications.

Summary of the Results

A total of 4,339 requests for agricultural publications was received
at the Oklahoma State University agricultural mailing room during 1957

and 1958. The requests in the form of first-class letters, post cards,

. "pfepared forms, etc., came from 75 counties within Oklahoma, from

all 50 states including Washington, D. C. »- and Puerto Rico, and from 47

‘different foreign countries. The United States (not including Oklahoma)

sent slightly less than 74 percent of the requests received by the mail-

ing room, while Oklahoma sent approximately 17 percent of the total,

- and foreign countries sent in the remaining nine percent.

During the two years studied, a total of 42,903 publications was re-

quested from the agricultural mailing room. Almost 72 percent of the

73
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‘tota,l number of the publication were requested from Oklahoma. Approx:
imately 22.5 percent were wanted in states outside of Oklahom‘e.,‘ and 5.5
percent by foreign countries.

The agricultural mailing room sent 28, 254 publications in answer to
requests, or approx1mate1y 66 percent of the total number requested A-
bout 66 percent of the recipients were in Oklahoma, 27 percent were in
other states outside,Qk’lahoma, and the remaining seven percent in for-
eign ceuntries.

-Employees of public service agencies asked for more than half of
the 42, 903 publications that were requested. The government 1nterests
group requested 24, 972 copies and received 13, 055 copies in return from
the agricultural mailing room. The educational interests group, includ-
ing all teachers and students, asked for a total of 10, 002 publications and
received 8,630 copies, making it the second largest '"customer' group.

The only other source with a sizeable total of publications requested and

sent to it was the other individuals group. This group included the rural .

farm population and those living in the city whose occupation wasl:gener-""
'ally- unknown, with a total of 3, 024 copies requested and 2, 5473c01-3ie"s
sent. |
The greater part of the unfilled requests were for experiment sta-
tion bulletins.  The meiling room had calls for 834 copies of these pl:lb-
lications which it was unable to fill. . The second most wanted group of
publications which the mailing room was unable to send was the the ex-s |
periment statien technical bulletin series, with requests totaling 281
copies of these publications. Other request groupings and totale,,,_:whiich ”
”chev mailing room could not honor were experiment station mis‘ceiianeous,

publications series, 181, and extension service circular series, 154.
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Of particular interest was the fact that the experiment station pub=
lications whose stocks lasted for several years were publications from

the larger press runs; publications whose stocks lasted about a year or

less were from the smaller press runs. The differences between the

average press runs of the longer lasting station publications and the

shorter lasting station publications were: bulletins, 900 copies; tech-

nical bulletins, 890 copies; and miscellaneous publications, 562 copies.

On the other hand, the records of extension publicatijons showed the

opposite trend with shorter lasting publications having the greater press

runs. 'A_13,000-copy difference was found in the average press runs of

the circular series and a difference of 25, 000 copies was found in the

average press run of the leaflet series.

Conclusions

The study of the requests for and the distribution of the Oklahoma
agricultural experiment station and extension service publications has

resulted in a picture of what has happened to those publications not in-

cluded on the initial distribution plans and mailing.  Previous to this time

there has been no indication of what has actually happened to the publica=
tions not moving out on the initial distribution,

- One significant fact brought out by the study was that more requests

come from outside of Oklahoma than from within. This can be e-as‘ily gx -

plained in that the initial publications distribution takes care of ymost Ok=

lahomans who have any interest in the publications.

- Despite the fact that less requests for publications come from with-

in the state, a greater total number of publications is requested by Okla-

homans. Most of these requests came from county agents and vocational
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agricultural instructors for redistribution.

Another imfortant fact that stands out is the greatest number of
| publications wag requested by workers and groups supported by public
funds. Th1s 1nc1uded research workers, service or action agenc1es, ex-
tension workers, teachers, and students.  Farmers seemmgly‘»do not
write in and ask for pub11cat10ns to the degree that many other groués
do.- This appears to be true even though they are the group for whoh1

the publications are written, either directly or indirectly. However,

a large amount of publications going to state agricultural extension wor- )

kers were intended for redis_t;’ibution to farmers. In addition, informa-
tion gained from the publications by researchers, teachers, and the
other off-the-farm leader groups is quite often passed on to farmers.
Furthermore, thei?iOkla.homa publications office is increasingly follow-
ing the practice oi]‘. providing information to farmers through procesee‘d“
leaflets prepared e,nd published by agricultural extension specialists.
These are usually directed at answering the specific question which
could prompt farmers to send a request ih the first place. This latter
group of informal publications were not included in this study.
The Oklahoma agricultural publications seem to be going Mout" at
a much faster rate than in years past, especially kexperiment s-tva',"tion‘
publications. The reason seems to be that shorter press runs avr“e heing
made now than before. The results of the extension publicatione hed a
peculiar twist in that the public'ations that lasted the longest had’”.the
shortest press runs,
- The study of the publication dates and the dates that the publications
went out of stock revealed that requests were still coming in at a fa.1r1y
,7ra.p1d pace for some of the publications when they no longer were avail-

able for distribution. There is no doubt th?.t more recent experiment
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‘station publications are going out of circulation before all of the public's
demands are satisfied. However, as a general rule, most of the requests
that were not filled were from outside of Oklahoma.

One other fact that was drawn out from the results of the research
indicates that about half of the requests arriving at the agricultural mail -
ing room are for more than one title. The average request tended to
contain two titles at least, and the further away from Oklahoma the re-

quest came from, the more it was likely to contain more than one title.

-Recommendations for Future Study

Probably the next most logical move in future studies of the distrib-
ution of Oklahoma agricultural publications is to combine the initial dis-
tribution of station publications with the requested distribution, to achieve
the complete picture. - A complete analysis of all requests for extension
publications should also be made. It would be desirable to continue a
study of the requests for publications for at least another two years to
get results which would undoubtedly be more representative of the trends.

An effort should be made to group the agricultural publications by
subject matter rathér than by series. The requests and total distribution
need to be studied over a period of a few years to determine what is de-
sired by the reading public according to subject matter.

Some important information might be gained from a study of the
relationship of the number of requests for publications to the size of the

population of that particular area making the requests.



SELECTED REFERENCES

Agr;cultura,l Experiment Stations and Extension Services of the Southern
‘States in cooperation with the U. S. Department of Agrlculture and’
the National Project in Agricultural Communications. Regcwr t of the
Southern Publications Procedure Survey. October, 1956

Carpenter, w. L., J. H. Parker, and Elwood Mintz. A Stug]_!y gf. Pub11-=
cations Distribution Practices and Progedures in No th Car 1ma ,
Report No. 2. Raleigh, North Carolina: Division of Ag"
Informatlon, North Carolina State College August, 195&}

Childers, Donald K., George F. Church, and M. R. Haag! . Gounty.

‘ -Agents' _Q_p_Lmons of the Understandability and Usefulness g}j Okfa-
"homa Agricultural ultural Experiment Station Bulletins. Prccessed Series
P-311. Stillwater, Oklahoma: Agrlcultural Experlment Sta.tmn,
Oklahoma mtate University. . February, 1959. : . :

Office of Information, U. S.. Department of Agriculture. C "nica; f

‘tions Studies reported by Land-Grant Colleges and Un;versxt;es Q’
the USDA. Washmgton, D.C. 1959, o

Pa.rsey, John M Anng_tmd_B;bl;Qg;aphy to Support a_ So' thﬂ_i:n Region

R

s Project, '"Research on Pub11cat10ns in L.and-Grant

Instltutlons " East La.nsmg, Michigan: National Project in Agri-

cultural Commumcatmns, Michigan State Un1ver~51ty January, 1956.

78



APPENDICES

79



APPENDIX A

'LARGE REQUESTS FROM ONE SOURCE

Ca]a de Credito Agrano, Industrlal Y Minero (Government
- Reseaych Agency in Agnculture) Bogota, Colombla-, SA .. . 124

Ga]a de Credito Agrano, Industr1al Y Mmero (Governmﬁn@ B
Research Agency in Agriculture) Bogota, Colomb1a, 5A .. . 103

Un1vers1ty Student at Ill1n01s State Norrﬁal Un1verS1ty, Ilhnbls S 102

Lady from Hughes County, Oklahoma ».‘. e e e C e ... .87
4- H Girl from Canadlan County, Oklahoma S T -2
Agricultural Researoh Servme, U. s. Department of \ ,
: | Agrmulture, Colorado T A AR S e .80 .
Rancher m Cahforma ;_. . C . e e e e e e T4

,H1gh School Vocatmnal Agncultural Insltructor, Woodward

County, Okla.homa. P R

) STACA L1brary, Bogota, Colombla, S.A. ... .. v. e .. .69
Agronomy Professor (new on campus), Oklahoma State |

: Un1vers1ty, Payne County, Oklahoma. N T IR -1 B

Lady from Cleveland Count'y, Oklahomao U e PR . 64

One Man f:rom Tulsa; Count»y, Oklahoma ........ e e e e . 52

Second Man from Tulsa County, Okla.homa.\ IR . 44

O1lman and Rancher from fI‘uls}a. County, Oklahoma ......... 42

'Man (probablyastudent) from Texas Ce e e e N 2

- College Lﬂ;prary mAl,al:;ama R S 7
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'APPENDIX B

' THE DIFFERENT GROUPS OF PUBLICATIQONS

Experiment Stat1on Bulletins ("'B" Sene_si---Pubhcatmns Te] om;mg re-
"+ search byﬁtﬁe Oklahoma agricultural exper1men1: statlom

: -Exper1ment Stat:Lon Technical Bulletins (""T" Senes)-—-Publis;atmns re-
porting reséarch by the Oklahoma agricultural experiment station,
and of 1nterest only to specialists in a particular fields o

- Experiment Sta.tmon Miscellaneous Publications (""MP" Ser1es. -e -Publica-
tions which'contain information not readily classified un é‘r the fore-
gomg two dlfferent types of bulletins and which may be Qf a different

. size from tlila-t of the usual bulletin ser1es

Experiment Sta.t1on Circulars

("G Ser1es)---Pub11cat1ons contq.mmg fe.
€ Tese: rch man's general pwledge.

~Experiment Statlon Processed Pubhcatmns ("P" Series, orﬁ a];ly known
S as M1meogﬁaphed Clrculars,‘"M" 'er'iesl)-~-Pub1ication

»iExtensmn Servme Leaflets (("L" Sernes)wePubhcat:Lons cont'
~ discussion éf some one phase of farming or homemakmg
folder- type |pub11ca.tnons usua.lly

: Qk.lahoma Farm,g\Pla.ns ((Plan Ser1es)---=P1ans that are drawn

of a_ specm.f'éipro;ect in farm construction.

_;_What“s New in Fa.rm and Home Publications for Oklahoma-~«A li
publicationg that are available from the Oklahoma State
agrlcultural ma.ﬂmg room, containing summa.nes of the

-« lications; publlshed serm annually

: Other Mlscellaneous Pubhcatmns---A miscellaneous grot

"7 Ttions including the Southern Cooperative Series Bulletin
"Farm Econpmlcs, Oklahoma - ‘Pamphlets, Forage Crop '
search and Extensmn Reports, Farm Research Flashe
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APPENDIX C

i
e

IDENTIFICATION OF ECONOMIC AND/OR SOGCIAL GROUPS
A ' S

- Government Interest Group

A, Natlona '(Federal) Administration---that admmlstrauon in'

charge: ‘of national affairs.

1. vAgr.';'Lcultural Department-=--that part of the administration in
charge of the national agricultural affairs.. Examples: U.S.
- Department of Agriculture, Canad1an Department of Agricul-
ture, etc. :

. Research. Agencyam-ﬁlah agency active primarily in agri-
cultural research. Examples: Agricultural Research
‘Service (U.S.), Esta01on Expenmental Agronomlca {Cu-
ba), Department of Agrlculture Expenmental Farm Ser-
vice (Canada), etc. ;

b. . Service of Action Agency-=<-an agency active pmmarlly as

~-a.service or action group to aid various agricultural in-
terests; any national department of agriculture not sub-
divided into separate agencies; does not include agricul-
tural extension'services or research departments. Ex-
amples: Agricultural Marketing Service (U. S ), Soil

- Conservation Service (U.S8.), etc.

- Extension Service---the agricultural agency primarily re-
sponsible for extension acitivities. Examples: Agricul-
tural Extension Service (U.S.), Departmento de Exten-
smn Agricola (Chile), etc

2. Non-Agrmultural Departments—wthose parts of the adm1nls=
tration in charge of other national affairs. Examples U.S.

Department of Commerce, U. S. Department of Defense, etc.

B.  State (Provmc:Lal) Administration---that admmlstratmn primarily
in charge of state, province, territory, or other ar a{affalrs with

or without cooperation from the national administration. Exam-
‘ples: Texas (U.S.), Puerto Rico (U.S.), Alberta (Canada), New
South. Wales (Australia), Chihuahua (Mexico), etci -

1. Agriculture Departmentwathat part of the admmm.stratmn in
charge of the state, provmce, territory, or area agrlcultural
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2. Non-Agrlcultural Depa.rtments-a-those parts of
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(contmued) affairs Wlth or without cooperation Wlth the na-
tional department of agriculture. . Exarnples California, De-
‘partment of Agriculture ((U. S.), Ontario Department of Agri-
‘culture (Canada), etc. ‘

g{esearch Agencym-aan agency active prnmanly in agri-
lcultural research. - Examples: Nebraska Agricultural
‘Experiment Station (U.S.), Estacion Experimenptal Bor-
denave (Argentina), Queensland Department of Agricul-
ture and Stock Animal Research Station (Australla),u etc.

b. Service or Actmn Agency“-an agency acttve primarily

‘as a service or action group to aid varous agracultmral
interests; does not mclude the extension aervﬁﬂtes or re-
search groups; could be those state, provmceg ‘territo-
ry, or other area agncultural department that is not sub~
divided by varous agencies. Examples! Department of

Agriculture Horticulture Service (Quebecy: Ganada) Flor-
ida Department of Agriculture. (U.S. ), etev o - ‘
Extension. Servncea--the agricultural agency primarﬂy
fresponsaLble for extension activities within the state, u-
'sually in cooperation with the national agrmultural de-
partment (especially'in the U.S. ). Examples@ Cooper-

- ative Extension Work in' Agrlculture and Homeé Economics,
State of Arkansas (U.S.), Alberta Department of Agri-
;culture, Agr1cu1tural Extensnon Service ((Ga.nada), etc.

' ,1-'
he a.dtnnmw
stration in charge of other state affairs. Examples. Okla -
homia Planning and Resources Board (U.S.),. Gahf_p_rma. De-
~partment of Health (U S.), etco .

. . County" and/or City Admlmlstratnon=-=that a,dm,mlstrat n in
charge of a county, district, or city and its affairs wm,th or with-

out hlgher administration assnstanee

1. Agmculture Department===that part of the adm1mstra.tmn in
charge of the county, district, or city agricultural affairs.
Examples: County of San Lquis Obispo Department of Agri-
culture (California, U.S.), El Paso City Golf Course ((I'exas,
(u. S ), etc. :

2. Non-Agmcultural Departments===those parts of the adminis-
tration in charge of other county, district, or city affairs.
; Exar‘tnples County Hospital, City Department of Pla.nmng,
Cnty Health Department, etc. .

- Educational Interests Group

Teachmg (Instructing) Sub- group-“those persons active m
teaching or instructing students in an elementary school, high
school, - college or university, and any other type of scr';-ool

1. La,ndnGrant College or Umwersn:y ‘Agricultural Instructor---

‘an mstructor of agricultural sub]ects at landagrant institution.
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2. Other College or University Agricultural lnstructor==-=an in=
‘structor of agricultural subjects any other type of mstltutlon
of hz,gher learnmg

3. ngh School Agricultural Instructor---an instructor of agri=

culture at any high school, usually a vocational agmcultural
mstructor

4. Other Agricultural Instructor---an mdwiqlu,a,l teachmg agri-

“cultural subjects and not included in the three above sub-
‘groups; may be under the Veterans' Adm.lmlstxatlon progra.my
any other type of agricultural instructor.

5. College or University Non-Agricultural Instr‘&mtornsaa teach-
er of any miscellaneous subjects other than agriculture at
any institution of higher learning.

6. High School and Elementary NonmAgrlculmre Instruc“cor«-a
“any teacher of miscellaneous subjects other than agriculture
-at any high school or elementary school.

- Student Sub-group---those Pecple active as students in a c~ollege

or university, high school, or elementary schoolY

1. College or University Student---any md1v1dua1 a.ctzwe as a
student at any college or university whether c\m a full-time
or part-time basis; may be undergraduate or'graduate stu-
dent. . i

Y

. 2. ngh School and Elementary Student--<any 1nd.1v1dual attenda

mg a high school or elementary school. ;

Library Interests Group

A,

Agmcultural Library---generally a separate library at a college
or mniversity strictly for agricultural pubhcatlons, but can be

a college agricultural department's library, or an experiment
station library. :

: Gollege or University Library---a general llbrary located on a

college or university campus and it may contain an agricultur-

>a1 sectlon as an integral part of the library system.

: ngh School or Elementary School Library---a lm,brary located

in a high school or elementary school.

: Government Library---a hbra,ry operated by a governmem de-

pa,rtment or agency primarily for its own uses

. - Public Library---any library open to the general publlc whether

it is' owned and operated by a state, county, cnty*, or a private
organization.

Co_mmercia,l Library---a library within the limits of a commer-
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F. (;ontinined) cial concern, industrial corporation, etc., "prima,r=
ily for its own use. :

G. Organizf‘jational Library---a library operated by an association,
club, or foundation primarily for that organization's own. use.

i

. Comme rcia{iﬁ Interests Group

- =%an comi‘mercial firm organized to sell its services to the public
whether it is solely owned or incorporated with the exception of
journalistic/interests. - .'

Journalistic Interests Group

-~-any firm organized to disseminate information through comimun-
ication channels for a fee; includes magazines, newspapers, other
types of publishers, radio stations, television stations, authars,
and information directors, but does not include advertising agencies.

Organizational Interests Group

-=--any association, cooperative, club, foundation, or other type of

organization whether it is profit-making or non-profit making.

Other Individual Interests Group

A, Rural Address or Identifiable Farmers or Ranchers=---any per-
‘son living on a farm or ranch, or positively identified as being
.a farmer or rancher. (Possibly some might be students living
on the farm, but since there is no way to identify them, they
must be put under this classification).

B.  City Address or Occupation Unknown---any person living in the
city and whose occupation is not known to be any of the other .
interest groups. This group includes housewives and any other
people not identifiable such as teachers, students, farmers, and
others. '

C. Other Groups---any group or person not listed in all of the above
categories. The only known sub-entry for this category is a
museum. i



APPENDIX D

U S. GOVERNMENTAL AGEN CIES
REQUESTING PUBLICATIORNS -

N ation.al Administ-ration

U S. Department of Agriculture
Agricultural Marketing Service
Agricultural Research Serwvice
Commeodity Stabilization Service
. Farm Home AMininistration

~Farm Cooperative Service

- Federal Extensijon Service

- Foreign Agricultural Service
- Forest Service

~ Soil Conservation Service

U. S. Department of Commerce
Bureau of Public Roads
. Civil Aeronautics Administration
Weather Bureau

‘U. S. Department of Defense
 Navy Department
U.. S. Air Force Hospital
U. S. Army Engineer

U S. Department of Health, Education,
: and Welfare
Food and Drug Administration
‘Public Health Service

U. S. Department of Interior

© Bureau of Land Management
. Bureau of Reclamation
. Fish and Wildlife Service
.Geological Survey
‘Office of Indian Affairs

Other Federal Agencies

Tennessee Valley Authority
U ‘S. Information Agency
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National Adminié%ra.tion

Other Federal Agencms (continued)
Vetera.nb Admmnstratmn

: .Stat'e Administratiéns

fState Department of Agrnculture
.State Milk antrol Gommlssion

- State Gensus Department

. 'State Department of Education
. State Department of Health

~ State Enginegér Office

Planning and Resources Department

"Right of Way Division
» Water Resources Department
: Cpugityﬁ Administrations
- County Departmént of Ag‘riculture
- County Health Depa,rtment

. County Hospital .
- County Department of Pla.nmng

City Administrations

City Department of Correction

- City Department of Health

» City Department of Planning

- City Water and Sewerage Department
- Gity Planning Commission

- City Golf Course

. City Chamber of Commerce" ((Actually more
- of an organization than a governing body)
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APPENDIX E

SPECIFIC COMMERCIAL INTERESTS REQUESTING
PUBLICATIONS AND THE TOTAL REQUES,‘,_S r

Feed Manufacturers, Distributors, and Consultants .‘

Research, Testmg, and Manufacturing Laboratories (mpstly 3
vetermarysupphes) ....... S A .43

Fﬁéod Products Manufacturers (canning, cereal, dairy, dlstﬂ- :
~ leries; sugar refining, vegetable 0il, etc.).e.vveneeeneconecas 37

' ,_Manufacturers of Miscellaneous Products (raw matenals and .
. finished preducts, including a can company).....ceceeeereccans 28

_S;afed‘andGram Companles.f...........°.‘,.....,..v.....'--'”...”‘.“”26
Ml/eat P'aCking>C%‘D:mpanies“.."0.*0.,‘..0..’.0..................‘9....‘é1

Agrlcultural Equment Manufacturers (farm machinery -
primarily, but 1nc1udes irrigation equipment).......ouciieoess 19

.Bté;nkmg, Loan, ,and‘Insura‘.nce COmMpPanies ...ovevencesooncssoonnsss 17

Cqmmerc1a1 Fertlhzer Manufacturers, Fertilizer SerMce .
' Compan1es, and Soil Building Firms ......ecvecrviecovecess. 14

Petroleum Cdmpani'es Ceedcoecceeeanoeans 13

Agncultural q)r Farm Service Compames, ][ncludmg a : ’
- Market Research Company.oe.cecees coeesesoecnns e emoaeenea ! 9

Jmumber Compames, Builders, and a Wood Preserving Company ceee 9

Aqverusmg Gompames PR -

Agncultural Supply Companies Including a Hardware . ;
D:Lstrlbu.tbr and a Livestock: Supply COMPANY v ecoeroeesoossonend

| Real Estate Coqr,;erns, Land Compamé\s, -and Landscape Archit(gcts. . 7

i
i i
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Elour Milling‘c?:mpanies...._..o..‘oooc.oo.ooo.....m..oo.;..;..;‘.,..o...

-Hatcheries ..
- Hospitals (not céuntyor foundation hospitals)...ccocvecevcnccnseons

v”=Rai1r°adcompames..b..l..D'Oﬂﬂ..4.0.Q.GQ°.....D.O°....0....0...0.
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Engineers, Eng;ineering; Consultants, an Industral Research
Company, and a Development Concern.......cccocvsocaconcocons

Imsect Control C;Z‘,gmpanies and a Sanitation Company ......cevceveese

N O N - N - A o

Importer-Export FIrms ...c.ecereerroecronoeocscccncocsasaosonos 3

‘Plaper'vMillsnoo‘o.t.oou0~0u9‘00,00000|0‘0.00.o.cn-..i.‘tooooo.o.o...lco3

Mail Order COMPANY .. cvvotoosossssossonsecssesassaosscssosonscesed

Cattle Marketeers .. ou.vrosooeescooracossossscsncoascasnsnosooesl

Veterinarian . vuoee.eeeesoeeoeeoosoeosconosencosecasascscossnsosss 1



- APPENDIX F

. SPECIFIC JOURNALISTIC INTERESTS
'~ REQUESTING PUBLICATIONS

Agricultural Periodicals

Agricultural Ammonia News (Tennessee)
Agronomy Journal (Wisconsin)

- American Feed and Grain (Minnesota)
Breeder s Gazettef (Kentucky)

- Cargill Crop Bulletin (Minnesota)

. Dakota Farmer (South Dakota)

Facts for Farmers (New York)

 Farm and Ranch (Tennessee)

Farmer's Digest (Wisconsin)

.Farm Implement News (Illinois)

- Good Farming Quarterly (Canada)

La Hacienda and La Fazenda (New York)
National Live Stock Producer (Illinois)
Pacific Poultryman (California)

Poultry Herald (Minnesota)

~Rural Sociology (Kentucky)

- Soybean Digest (Iowa)

- Western Farm Life (Colorado)

The Agricultural Index (New York)

O‘ther" Agrid’ultural Journalists

Agricultural Information Office, Texas A&M College(Texas)
- Doane Agricultural Service, Inc., Editor (Gahfomla,)
~Dr. Rudolph Seiden, Author {Missouri)
KWTV Telev151on Farm Department (Oklahoma}

Non=-Agric ultura.l Journalists

Am,erm;anv,Peoples ‘Encyclopedia {Illinois)

- Changing Times Magazine (Washington, D.C.)

- Christopher Publishing House (Massachusetts)

Miller Publishing Company (Minnesota)

. Rand Mc¢Nally and Company (Illinois)

- Sociological Abstracts--A Quarterly Journal (W1scons1n)
Southwest Hardware and Implement Journal (Texas) ‘
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APPENDIX. G

- SPECIFIC ORGANIZATIONS REQUESTING PUBLICATIONS

Agricultural (atf least to some exfept)

America;n, Dehydrators As#’ociatio,n (Missouri)
American Feed Manufacturers As s-oc-iation.(lllinpﬂs,)

American Jersey Cattle Club {Ohio)
American Meat Institute FOunda’.tiop (Illinois)
- Arkansas City CoZop Milk Agsociation (Kansas)
Better Lawn and Turf Institute (Missouri)
. Central Oklahoma Milk Produ¢ers Association {Oklahoma)
- Chihuahua Society of Friends of Soil (Mexico) o
- Consumers Cooperative Association (Missouri)
: Consumers Union (New York) . : ,
:Corn Industries Research Foundation (Washington, D.C.)
% - Dairymen's League Co-Op Association (New York)
- Eastern;Milk Producers Co-Op (New York) :
Eastern/States Farmers Exchange (Massachusetts)
- Eastern States Farmers Exchange (Pennsylvania)
 Evaporated Milk Association (Illingis)
. Farm Bureau Cooperative Association (Ohio)
Farmers Union Grain Terminal Association (Michigan)
Hlinois Agricultural Association (Illinois) "
International Potash Institute ({Switzerland) ; ,
Italian Federation of Farmers!' Coops (Washington, D. C.)
‘Japan Cotton Traders Association (Japan) '
Massachusetts Horticulture Society (Massachusetts)
Milk Producers Association (Kansas) '
Mutual Federation of Ihdependgant Cooperatives {(New York)
National Cotton Counci] of America (Tennessee) K
National Cottonseed Products Ass ociation (Texas)
National Dairy Council (Illinois) 3. : ‘
‘National Farm Loan Association {Oklahoma) Lo
- National Federation of Grain Cooperatives (Washington, D.C.)
- National Live Stock and Meat Board (Illinois)
National Plant Food Institute (Arkansas)
~National Silo Association (Kentucky) :
Oklahoma Pecan Growers Association (Oklahoma)
- Pacific Supply Cooperative {Oregon)
Poultry ‘Producers of Central California (California)
- Producers Cotton 0il Agricultural Foundation: (Arizona)
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Agricultural (c @ntinued)

'Rural Elegtric Research Council (Minnesota)

~ Samuel Roberts Noble Foundation (Oklahoma) '
San Diego Co-Operative Poultry Association (California) .
Southern States Cooperative (Virginia)
Union Equity Co-Operative Exchange {Oklahoma) o
Washington Co-Operative Farmers Association (Washington)

i

Non-Agric ultu.{f'al

American International Association for Economic and
Social Development (New York) )
Community Council, Oklahoma City and Oklahoma County
{Oklahoma)
Edmonton Exhibition Association (Canada)
Hyde Park Cooperative Society (Illinois)
Herrick Foundation Memorial Hospital {California)
Interamerican Cooperative Service (Panama)
International Cooperation Administration {Columbia)
International Cooperation Administration (Guatemala)
International Cooperation Administration (Turkey)
National Academy of Science {Washington, D.C.)
National Association of Real Estate Boards (Illinois)
Oklahoma County Visiting Nurses Association (Oklahoma)
Rockefeller Foundation (New York)
- Science Council (Egypt)
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