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ABSTRACT The proportion of electronic resources vs. paper resources is revealed by 2005 — 2007 statistics of 12
representatives in American and Canadian research libraries. The expenditures for electronic resources in most sample

libraries increase year by year while the average expenditures for paper resources exceed 50% total library expenditures. 1

fig. 2 tabs. 6 refs.
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ARL ( Association of Research Library )
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Fz1 2005-2007 FEEMMEXRERERFRELBRMBERDLHBHE (B .ET)
. 2005 2006 2007
BIRFELE | BAEEE | RTRELE | FRLEE | WTFRRLH | HAEEH
Harvard 4,370,397 27,569,823 5,417,996 | 28,138,927 | 6,681,995 | 29,677,074
Princeton 3,371,378 14,230,665 4942212 | 16,754,840 | 6,721,402 | 18,428,119
Yale 4,864,808 31,194,924 4,689,354 | 33,913,555 | 6,991,200 | 33,942,469
% uIuC 3,277,386 13,053,827 3,247,049 | 12,043,672 | 5,369,858 | 14,530,720
i@@ Washington | 4,282,093 12,432,102 4,022,052 | 12,542,511 | 6,818,776 | 16,161,944
1 Arizona 5,102,800 11,289,602 5,560,913 | 11,662,200 | 6,592,104 | 12,573,693
Michigan State| 3,683,654 9,487,402 4,899,965 | 9,949,499 | 5,438,142 | 10,562,324
Ohio State | 4,577,236 8,880,060 5,174,694 | 12,205,939 | 5,111,173 | 11,448,889
MecGill 5,844,445 11,376,632 6,016,847 | 11,549,953 | 7,486,616 | 12,172,462
ﬁ LC 1,425 844 12,505,812 1,921,802 | 13,081,132 | 2,707,294 | 17,398,114
b NYPL 1,182,795 11,871,901 1,861,239 | 13,705,178 | 2,025,978 | 14,104,893
% CISTI 1,529,789 9,751,507 2,966,778 | 11,630,136 | 1,841,342 | 10,442,816
V]
T 3,626,052 14,470,355 4,226,742 | 15,598,129 | 5,315,490 16,786,960
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R2 2005 -2007 FEEMMEKREBEZRELG (%)
2005 2006 2007
K FiE BFHELE | RRKFEE R | BT RELR/ | KREFELE & | R TRELE/ \KRERE %/
HHEELE | HAELE | #BRELKR | BAKEE | HAELH | BHEEH
Harvard 15.85 84.15 19.25 80.75 22.52 77.48
Princeton 23.69 76.31 29.50 70.50 36.47 63.53
Yale 15.59 84.41 13.83 86.17 20.60 79.40
- uIuC 25.11 74.89 26.96 73.04 36.96 63.04
ib‘c Washington 34.44 65.56 32.07 67.93 42.19 57.81
% Arizona 45.20 54.80 47.68 52.32 52.43 47.57
Michigan State|  38.83 61.17 49.25 50.75 51.49 48.51
Ohio State 51.55 48.45 42.39 57.61 44.64 55.36
MecGill 51.37 48.63 52.09 47.91 61.50 38.50
ﬁ LC 11.4 88.6 14.69 85.31 15.56 84.44
e NYPL 9.96 90. 04 13.58 86.42 14.36 85.64
% CISTI 15.69 84.31 25.51 74.49 17.63 82.37
V]
T4 25.06 74.94 27.10 72.90 31.66 68.34
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