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' libraries in order to evaluate the program. Appendixes incliude
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as vell as on the seminar, workshop, aterlals used, grants, and
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_mhls report documents the experlence of the
Massachusetts Puiblic Library Materials Con-
servatlon Project. The Project was a year-
long program sponsored by the Massachusetts
Bureau of Library Extension and. conducted
by the New England Document Conservation
Center under a grant from Title I; Library
iServicés and Construction Act., Its pur-~
Iposes were to provide public library ad-
yministrators, librarians and trustees with
i information on the need for planning in
the preservation and use of publlc library
materials, and to provide practical training
in preventive conservation measures, and
preservation techniques.
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Needs. Physicalideterioration of materials is a proBlem vhich

[}
»

- . affects every 11brary collectlon. The identified causes for this

] problem 1Lclude the comb1ned\effects of heat, humidlty, air pollution,
" acid cont' 1natlon vermin, fungl, natural dlsasters, and planned or

I3 P
1

inadVertaﬁt destructive actions by people. The Neszngland Document

Conservation Center estimates that more damage is taking place in the

P
v

five year span 1970~1975 than occurred in a similar volume of material
) 1 i
during the entire 18th century. A report from the Associétion of

Research Libraries concludes %hat 90 percent of all,books printed in

the United! States between 1900 and 1939 will be too ﬁeek for géneral
|2 ~
use by the]year 2000. Frazer G. Poole of the L1brary of Congress

< -

- writes, "Preservation of materiels . . . 1f///goubtedly one of the

major problems facing librarians today . . . ‘(and) the problem is

. f 3
likely to become significantly worse before it imgroves."

1

It is of utmost importance that . .
coricern for the protection of dlstlnctlve
resourcesfbe developed much further and

translated ' into effective action in ! /
4 “every 11brarm that sees within its own

! collection certaln materials that mlght

i be regarded as an indispensible component

of the total Muman record . . . . How-
' ever modest such a program might be,
b . gogls should.jbe.carefully articulated
| end priorities for action set. The | oo -
library commltment must support con-: T
. tinuing rathér than sporadic effort,
f ° .1 and miast notibe allowed to ebb and j .
flow with the interests of mlgratlng .
\ admlnlstrators and fluctuating budgets.
\
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. ' The exteng of éﬁis problem for Massachusetts public libraries
became aéparent as public library trustees and administrators begae to,’
'consider’appropriate activities for observing the Bicentennial. Numerous
requests for!assigtance in local history collec@ion programming, an in-
formal needs assessment in libraries with large local history cdllections,

and information .obtained from the Administrators of the three Regional

Puplic’Library Systems verified a Bureau of Library Extension assumption

PO

that a progrem on conservation of public library materials might prove
valuable. Traditional library education seemed to have done little to
prepare librarians to cope with a physically deteriorating collection.

The only in-depth coverage of the problem area available to Massachusetts

—

—e

librariens was a one-semester coﬁrse_offered at the Graduate School of

Library Science, Uni%ersity of Rhode Xsland; this was not seen as a .
feasible alternative to meet the needs expressed.
. " . ‘l
—_ A Project Officer, designated from the.Bureau staff, who had ex-

rerience in archives administration and conservation of archival material

contacted the ‘New England Document Conservation Center. to. explore their

interest in a cooperatiye program. NEDCC Diggcﬁqgﬁgggggngt:Cunhq responded
enﬁ@usiasticélly to the proposal and $60,000 ;rom Title I, Eifrary Sé;—
vices and Con;truction Act was made availgble by the Bureau fo; the Public
ﬁibra;y Mateéials,Con;ervation Project.

i

New England Document Conservation Center (NEDCC). The New England

Document Conservation Center, North Andover, Massachusetts, authorized

under terms of pﬁe New England Interstate Library Compact, was established

-~

i
.

]

B o . .
I . T




.

4 L3

and is governed by librarians. NEDCC is a regional approach to find a

“

solution for the problem of making conservation services available to
! .
.New England public libraries, state and local archival agencies, and

private, nonprofit historical, educational and cultural institutions on

an "at cost" basis. The primary purpose of the Center is to maintain a

workshop with facilities and staff to restore, preserve and maintain the

physical condition of books, prgnts, manuscripts, broadsides andVSimilar
documentary materials. One of its secondary purposes, subject to funding,

is to conduct seminars, workshops and other training programs for staff

.t
¢

of libraries and archives. . . .

-

Project Pﬁilosophy. Essential to the design for the Public Library

Materials Conservation Project %s the concept that a tripartite relation~

ship exists among scientists, cénéervators and librarians. This concept
defines the key member in this relationship as the 1ibraiiap for only

librarians ﬁéve the administrative responsibility and authority necessary

s

to ini;iate actions for preserving a library collection. Basic to this

‘concept are the propositions that: (1) librarians must have a knowledge

\

base in order to make conservation
3 \ *

establish and maintain effective preventive conservation

decisions; (2) librarians are able to

programs in their

libraries by modifying existing procedures and_correcting environmental
. ‘ ~
deficiencies; and (3) librarians can perform many simple restoration pro-

-

cedures. One element in educational programs based on these propositions
is providing the information necessary to asgist librarians to identify

and differentiate between restorative treatments which, with training,




'Objbctive #3 woulﬂ;be met through a program for NEDCC conservation survey

are within their capabilities to perform from tthé‘VhiQQ\rgquire pro-
fessional restoration methods'.

Project Planning and Develqpment. The Bureau of Librafy Extension

, N
invited a group of public librarians representative of different size

libraries thrcugbout thé Commonwealth to come together as a planning group
to further define public 1ibfary needs for conserving materials and develop

a program to meet the needs defined. At its initial meeting the Groﬁp

established three objectives for the Public Library Materials Conservation

Project: ,
AN
~

, 1. TO EDUCATE ADMINISTRATORS/LIBRARIANS/

TRUSTEES TO THE NEED FOR LONG-TERM

' PLANNING FOR COLLECTION PRESERVATION

AND USE . :

. 2. TO PROVIDE PRACTICAL TRAINING FOR

LIBRARIANS/TECHNICIANS IN SIMPLE
LIBRARY RESTORATION PROCEDURES

3. TO PROVIDE A FUNDING MECHANISM TO /
ENABLE PUBLIC LIBRARIES TO USE PRO-
FESSIONAL RESTORATION SERVICES OFFERED
BY NEDCC
The Groﬁp also formed an Evaluation Team headed by the Project Officer to
evaluététthé effectiveness of the Project in meeting these objectives.
The Planning Group designed four activity components to meet Project

objectives. Ah information seminar was designed to meet Objective #1,

and a practical, "Hands—on"‘workshop'expefiehce to meet Objective #2.

grants to assess enviornmental conditions in specific libraries as related

+
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to the known céuses for deterioration, and a program of grants for actual
iggtoration‘work to ﬁe done by the Center. Each compongnt.related to, and

depended upon, the pfévious activity component., -~ . s .

v

. . o The Worcester Program. The 1n1t1al Project activity was a two-day

information seminar held at the Worcester Public Library on October 2

. and October 31, 197&. The targe@ group for €ﬁ;s seminar was admlnlstrators,
, - 3
trustees and other "decision-makers." The seminar content explored the

.
-

causes for deterioration and alterpatives availabie to solve conservation

problems. Arm information packet o ipriﬁted material supplemented the
- 5(- B

lecture presentatlons.
11h people representlng 62 publlc 11brar1es, 8 academic or spec1al

libraries, the three Regional Public Library Systems and the Buregu of

P

" Library Extension staff attended the Worcester seminax. Results/from

/

84 .participant evaluation questionnai es indicated that this ac%ivity

-

met the program objective, to provide ?dﬁinistratops,A1ibrarians and

trustees with a basic informational co\tent to increase awareness of
conservation problems/issues/actions. 71% indicated that "a'lot" (90%)
Y . - \

of the information presented was new; 25; indicated ' some" (50%) was

new; 4% indicated they already knew most of the informational content,

\ A
!

covered. 95% of the participants responding indicated that the Worcester

» ’

I I A ’ '3 i '3 '3 I '
seminar had increased their awareness of specific conservation problems

The three persons responding that most of the informational content was

- in their own library. 86% indicated they were going to take further action. J
B . o

l

|

|

|
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‘familar to them also responded that the program had increased their

awareness of problem situations within their own library. The resbonse )
% . . w0

to a question asking the next action step a participant planned to take |, |

"was often in terms of "convincing the boss" vhich the Evaluation Team

interpreted to mean that, in several cases, the seminar was not attended
A “\ B

by the "decision;hﬁkef{"

The "Hands-On" Workshop. The follow-up activity to the Worcester
; : . \ -
seminar was seven sessions of a one-day practical, "hands-on" workshop

designed to meet Ogﬁectivé‘#Q. Registration for each wsrkshob session
was limited to ?iéteen participants- who woéged.iﬂigroups.of three or
fou} under the superyision 9f a profeséidné% staff%mem?er from NEDCC.

The workéhop emphasized restoration technique$ which can be performed
by-librarigns in the library, including cleaning procet. es for different

materials, testing for acidity aq methods for deac¢idification,.poly-

ester encapsulation, removal of presé%%e‘sensitive tape, and reinforcing

‘documentary material with thermop}astic nylon. An HEDCC.staff member

~

demonstrated each technique after which each participant.pérformed the
o .

operation on materiels from their own library. A "take-home" kit con-

taining written instructions for all restoration procedures performed,

samplés of the restoration supplies used, and a copy of Carolyn Horton?s

Cleaning and Preserving Library Bindings and Related Materials . formed a

valuable part in the woqkshop package.

99 people representing 64 public libraries, 3 academic libraries

-

and the Bureau staff attended the workshop. The participant evaluation

N




instrument was useful'in modifying workshop design but did not yield
evidence that the workshop,objective, to provide practical training in

. . e .
simple restoration procedures, was or was not effectively met. , The
\ i .

ability of partioipants to apply workshop skills to their library situation

seems the most significant indicator of workshop success, and this was

[

. ~ J L
not able to be measured. Final Pro}ect :Evalustion returns indicated

1

participating librarians felt the need for additional workshop experiences.’.

Conservation Surveys. T» meet the requirements of Objective #3,
\E* Y

the Plannlng Group designed two grant programs. The first of these,*.in-

tended to link the infozmatlon Lnd skills acquired at the Worcester seminar

and the "hands-on" workshop to khe specific conditions in a participant's

\

library, was a matchlng grant from the Project to have NEDCC cond?ct con-

i

servation SUI’V&}’S .
v

The Conse atlon Survey is gne of the standard services NEDCC offers.

Vo

The Survey evaluates a facility's ?nv1ronment and conditlons as related to

the known causes for deterioration of library materials, recommends in &

\

xkritten report neceaaary chanées,:and suggests treatmentsiand recomnended

%

priorities for professional restoration services needed. j'

Survey grants were admlnlstered under the follow1ng criteria:

|
|
1. grants were 11m1ted -to- Massachusettsipubllc
libraries; ! : ¢
2. priority was glven to libraries which had
) participated in the educational components

of the Project;




=,

L2

ments by improving the environmentel and storage oPnditiohs in which re-
[ \

'

-

3+ . the requesting library assumed respon-
sibility for fupding the=initial $100-

cost for the, su?vey and report; and

the Project assumed the remaining costs

($125). . . ,

Yoo
»

S m—— e

The Project awarded 37 survey grants,. amount;ng to $4,625 from the

Project, to Massachusetts public libraries. Addlt;onally, as a result of
. ; . i s
Project participation and/or information; one other Massachusetts public
' y : .
library,.one Rhode Island public library and one Massachusetts university
/ ‘ =

librery oontracted individually with NEDCC for 3 conservation survey.
H ’ \ .

Reetoration Grants. The second act1v1g{\desagned to meet Objectlve

- -

#3 was-a grant program for restoratlon servlces to ‘be performed by NEDCCh

~

The Plann}ng Group fei¥ this program component would enable partlcipating
1ibraries to begin to implement‘preventive conservation measures discussed

during the educational components and the specific recommendations for
vt ] . - R
action presenté@ in the conservation survey report.
v\ . -

The Group‘ﬁecided the focus for restoration grants would be to en- -
\ -\ .

* 3 - \ L '3 - ~ . b
courage libiarians to develop continuing programs 'for conservation of

~

1ibrery materials with definite policy and budget commitments.for these

programsw—~W1th .this p__pose in m1nd the requlrements for matchlng com-

mitments froQ libraries rece1v1ng restoration grants were purposely 1eft

s N
flexible. Many\librarlens took the opportunity to meet matching requlre—’

r
L}

. | . .
stored material would be housed. Most librarians responded favorably to

(1) the library would

°

this flexible matching policy indicating that:

. ' .
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probably not be able to qualify for restoration grants if required to
allocate matching money for actuel restoration work; and (2) the restp- =

tion "carrot" enabled library administrators to release funds for im~

— - y

. proving library envirohmental conditions{which governing authorities

previously had faiYed to approve.

&

The Project required all funds granted » ., ccmpcnent to be
i ‘ ' ‘ . .
?sed for NEDCC restoration services. The Center established accounts ‘
for each librafxvrecéiving‘a grant. Restoration grants were administered |
/" ) ,uhder‘the-follpwing criteria: . ‘ - o \' ]
/ . . ;-
: 1. grants were- limited to Massachusetts public T . -; :
libraries; ) ;
2. priority was given: to libraries which had

participated.in the educational components
o of the Projecty )
. 3. priority was given to libraries which had o/
complet~4 an NEDCC conservation survey; ' e :
4, the requesting library had to provide
evidence of matching fundsrwhiéh directly
W S epplied to the materials for whilch. NEDCC
5 restoration .services were required” (funds
-, did not need to be on afone-to-one matching ) )
basis -and. funds -for appropriate -conservation. -
. . .- equipment or in-kind services ‘gould be ( ‘ )
‘s , substltuted)“ \ T, . -
- 5. the requesting 11brary had %o have a Con- . : 2,(;
: ©, . servation Policy- Statement/Action Plan. ' LA
including specific .designation of stafﬁ : |
responsibility for materials conservat10n~" )
6. tle requesting library had to have adeguate *zc j
|
i

) facilities for preservation of restored
- . - materials, .or evidence.of a plan for
: bringing facilities to an- adequate state; -

e
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M\\“‘?mv Ythe requesting library had -to make materials,
restored through a Project grant, .accessible
to c11ents including azcess to knowledge of
’ their, existence; ‘and

8. unigueness, rarlty and value of items to be
restored was a condition considered by the
Plai.ning Group in reviewing grant applications.

i

The Project awarded 1l restoration grants for $40,410 in NEDCC

restoration services. a

Project Evaluation. The' Evaluation Team %eci&eﬁ Project evaluation

7

P .
would focus on any impact which the ProJject mig?t have on conservaticn pro-

grams in/gassachusetts pﬁblié}libraries. To provide this information,

and‘to assess the status of conseyvation programs in partxc1pat1ng ‘
fllbrarles, the Team de51gned two similar Project Evaluatlon Questlon~
naires to send to libraries participating in any component of the Pro—
-Ject. The first questiohnaire‘was sent on November 11, l97hito all
-llbrarles part1c1pat1ng in the Worcester semlnar' the second was sent '
on May 28, 1975 after the awarding of restoratLon grants.

h} libraries responded.toc the November guestionnaire. " Returns iq-

\\

dicated that: 27% had active, on-going pfqgrams for library materials
’ f

conservation; 20% had planned but not implemented a program; 41% had

appointed a staff member with responsibility for conservation; 5% had
contracted for an NEDCC conservation survey; and 22% had used NEDCC
restoration services. The @ata also revealed that some libraries had

. . \
implemented, or planned to implement, proérams but had no staff member
i

responsible for the prograﬁ, que libraries had a person,respcnsible

-

'for conservation but no program, some libraries had finds budgeted but -

- 34

/

/

/




oy I

3

. , . . oy
no program, some libraries had a program but no funds budgeted for it,

and many libraries limited their conservation programs to bindiné.

EY

Thirty-eight libraries returned the May‘questiOnnaire. Returns
indicated that: 3h7 had active on-g01ng programs for library materials ' .

conservation; 34% had planned but not ‘implemented a program; 55% had an

.

appointed staff member w1th respon51b111ty for conservation; 66% had

~. N
. 5

used NEDCC for a conservation survey; and 32% had used NEDCC restoration

services. The June questionnaire also found that 89% ofﬂthose responding .

¥

had shared information about\the problems of library materials consers

-vation with their trustees. hé% of these trustees then made a definite

policy commitment for preservation of valuable library materials, 3h% did

not. As a result of the Project, 39% of the responding libraries initiaued
z

- . _

" or strengthened programs‘for materials conservation; 37% decided not to
v -
take action. Tlp of those responding felt the. Project or parts of 1t,

s

should be repeated. - N .

37% of the 67 public libraries participating in the Project answered
i v
both the Octoher and June questionnaires. Comparison of these returns -

-
-

show. that: 20% had an active conservation program; 28% had no programj

1 -~
20% had planned but not implement a program. - The following chenges in

{ «

x : ‘
conservation program status in responding libraries was noted: one library -

had changed from no program to an active, on-going program;. two libraries -

had‘implemented a ‘program which.was previdusly‘in the planning stages three ', R
libraries redefined their program status from active to‘planned;Atwo’

libraries who had no programs in Qctober had programs in the planning stage:

in June. Several 1ibraries with no program indicated they won&d~be_con- -

-~ - -

sidering library materials conservation in developing their next budget

~

requests.. '




Related Activities.

-

As either a direét‘or_tangential result of the

-

e ' (1)

o (k)

(5)

. ’ (6)

. have taken or are taking place.

"of Manuscripts"

~,

~N . R
Public Library Materials Project, several related programs and activities

/

" Amohg the most significant are:

- the Project Officer presented a talk odtlining

a planning process ‘for public library de-~
cision-making for local history collections, and
programming at the dnnual conference of the
Massachusetts Library Association;

-

'Clgrk University, Worcester, sponsored a

six session program on the "Care and Feeding
designed, in party-to meet- the
informational needs - -expressed by public-
1ibrarian§/and the Project Planning ‘Group;

the Assistant-Direchdr's Group, representing:

public libraries in the metropolitan‘Boston

area, imulated_gpe Project workshop at ~
their February -5 1975 meeting and devoted

the meeting agenda to discussing practical

aspects of preventive conservation programs;

the Project Officer prepared an article out-
lining a planning sequence for implementing

a library materials conservation program which -~
has been submitted for publication; :

the Project Officer coordinates=a New England.-:-._
Subcommittee' of the Preservation Methods Com- .
mittee of the Society of American- Archivists;. .
the Preservation Methods Committee is chaired
by Geoxrge M.- Cunha, Director, NEDCC, and is.
cresting an information package for archives’
administrators to assist in conservation.pro- !
gram development and implementation; o

. . . i
the Preservation Methods Committee, borrowing - |
from the ProJéct.experience, will-sponsor .a
one-day workshop on October 3, 1975 at “the - 'j
annual conference of the Society.of Amerlcan
Archivists in Philadelphia. °

* i~




~commitment remains to be Judged by their continuation and the passégé of -

Jbut which was constantly‘emphasized,by,Projéct—participants is a need for

needs as defined by public 1ibrarians*ip’the Commonwealth.

T 13-

¢

B -

Conclusions. The Public Library Materials Conservation Project grew

out of an expressed heed by librarians for information and advice in dealing
- . g .
with deteriorating library materials. The Project focused on these needs k

-~

and designed an activify sequence ih an attempt to meet them. Evaluation

results'indicate a definite increased awareness of the problem and alternative

L

courses of action which‘cgn be taken. Evaluatiqn,fesults also indicate

that many public_iibrary administrators in Massachusétts‘are taking action

: - N\
based on their increased awareness. The significance and scope of action.

A

time.

N

One need which the Planning .Group felt inappropriate to this Project

information. and techniques for determining what library materials should:
be preserved as part of a library's colleétion. The ?roject focus was

how to preserve, not what to preserve. This need remains to be met.
B

The problem of deteriorating library collections exists everywhere; oo 4

Lige - e®
the Public Library Materials.Conservation: Project design offers one alter-
native to help librarians 1odk at the problem and ways to successfully deal
with it. Its adaptability for others as a program ‘model depends on 1oca3::rﬁn

needs and available resoﬁfces{ In Massachusétts, the Project, generalliy’, =

met the objectives which the Project Planning Group developed to meet the —~-.

.




g . . FOOTN TES

L1 ' ' , \
Permanence/Durability of the Book - VII: Physical and Chemical - \
Properties of Book Papers, 1507-1949 (Richmond, Virginia: W.J. Barrows
Research Laboratory, Inc., 19Th), 32.

4

2 .
) Gordon Williams, "The Preservation of Deteriorating Books,"

Library Journal 91:51-56; 189-19% , (Januery 1 and January.l5, 1966). .
3 " f

’ Frazer G. Poole, "PreserVgtion a:E\Cosp Standards," Special
Libraries 59:614 (October, 1968). )

Y

N Warren J. Hass, Preparation of Detailed Specifications for a
Ngiional System for the Preservation of Library Materials: Final Report
(Washington: Association of Research Libraries, February, 1972), 19.
(ERIC Document ED 060 908j. /

\ _
5
Handout materials adapted from: Cunha, George M. and Norman
Tucker, eds., Library and Archives Conservation (Bostgn: The Boston R
Atheneeun, 1972); Cunha, George M. and Dorothy Grant Cunha, Conservation ‘
of L%bfary Materials, 2 vols. (Metchuen, N.J.: The Scarecrow Press,JIqé.,
1972). 7 “

6

\\l .

~

N Carolyn Horton, Cleaning and Preserving Bindings and Related
Materials 2nd ed. (Chicago: American Library Association, 1969).
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_ APPENDIX

Public L1brary Materlals Conservation Project
Planning Group

LY

Ananmith Reference Librarian
Wlnch?ster Public Library

AY

Robert Loud, A351stant Director
Céncord Free Public L1brary
,\
/Grace Comes, Librarian .
ILancaster Town Library

f
! Quentin de Streel Director
Jones Library, Inc., Amherst

Susan Hay,"Assistant D1rector' -~
Bedford Free Public- Library ~ -

Karen Day ,-Community_Services Librarian
Watertown Free Public Library.

George Cunha, Director/Conservator

New England'Documenthonservation Center

Charles Brandt, Field Serv1ces Coordlnator
New England Document Conservation Center

Mary, Burgarella,. Project Director, LSCA "~
Massachusetts.Bureau of Library Extension

"
1

ProJect_Offiéer:

Howard Lowell, Educational Specialist
Massachusetts Bureau of Library Extension
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LI
Project Budéet
"+ Educational Components:
Worcester Seminar "$ 1,239.57
Workshops (7) < 5,16h4.57
Taxes and Overhead ' 3,758.66
'$10,162.80
Grant Component :
i, Conservation Sufveys - $ 4,625.00
Restoration Services - 40,410.00
Restoration Contingency - o
Account (127+) 4 ,802.20
) ) . $49,837.20
TOTAL PROJECT BUDGET $60,000.00
| \
¥~ /j
<2
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#1

Session
9:00 ~ 9:30
9:30 - 10:00
10:00 - 11:00
11:00 - 1X:30
130 ~ 12:00
12:00 - 1 00
1:00 -~ 3 00
3:00 - 3:30
3:30 - 4:30
Session #2
9:00 - 9:30
9:30 - 10:30

10:30; - 11:30
11:30 '~ 12:00

~19-
WORCESTER SEMINAR AGENDA

Registration and Coffee
Introduction and Wélcome
The Scope of the Problem
Review of Materials™
Discussion’

Lunch

Causes. for Deterioration
Coffee 3
Discussion and Evaluatl %

3
3 L
)

3
#
s

Registration and Coffee ‘
Préeventive. Conservation-vs. 'Restoration

Environmental:-Controls

Discussion
Lunch

s

“

Routine Care of Materlals

Coffee

]

12:00 - 1:00
1:00 - 3:00
3:00 3:30
3:30 - k4:30.

Discussion. and Evaluatlon

<3




4

Section #1
Section #2

Sectlon #3

. 6.)
Section #4 ™~

Section #5
Section #6

Section #T

-~
¥
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"HANDS-ON" - WORKSHOP SCHEDULE

November 16, 19Th

New England Document Conservation Center

November 23, 1974
Jones lerary. Inc.,, Amherst

December T, 197h .
Aﬁburn-Public Library - o

December lh 197k
New England Document Conservatlon Center

January 11, 1975
New England Document -Conservation-Center

January 18, 1975 =
Centennial School, Norfolk

April 12, 1975
New England Document Conservation Center

24

(<]




A,M, Session:

P.M.. Session:. .

|

21—
WORKSHOP AGENDA

Cleaning and Dressing Jeather bindings
(bring one or two leather bound volumes)

Cleaning and s1mp1e repairs to clothbound volumes
(bring one or two delapidated cloth bound volumes) -

Cleaning with soft erasers and ground art gum:
frontis pieces, soiled fly leaves and soiled texts,
plus simple mending techniques.

(materials will ‘be provided)
S

Deacidification and Testing for Acidity:
books -—. Interleav1ng

(deacidification materials will be prov1ded)
newsprint — Spray -deacidification.
(matérials will be provided) °

documents — spray deacidification vs soda water procéss
(materials wil} be‘provided)‘ :

Polyester Encapsulatlon of documentary material \
(materlél will be provided) :

Removal of pressure sensitive tape from” books and documents
(matérial will be provided) -

Re1nforc1ng documentary material. with thermoplastlc
nylon and nylon webb
(material will .be provided)

. - i/

\ e
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Studént Kit Contents :

yET.

o—//

\..: e

S
[ B

1 bottle of \Potassium Lactate®
1 Jar of Lea‘ioher' Dressing:™ ‘
% pieces of ¢heesecloth ’
1) one for each of above
= 2) one for book cleandr’ - ' ' '

s
34 one fior mylar
1

1, types of era%ers *
a. Pink Pearl - - . -
b. Ruby R\d v o : .
c. Magic:Rub . - .
S, d. Art Gum.> : -
A\ . —— - > -

i

1 Opaline pad#* ... .
Samples” of Usugami & lens tissue -
" Jar-of Methyl Cellulose* .. ’ )
- Kraft paper . B : )
2 paste, bgushes . 3 . : S
bone folder-- . : , - ’
»  Scalpel and blade . o .
+ --Spatula . R
" -Scissor - : - ) )
- 18" metric ruler

1 bottle Wei T'o Spray Deacidifierw ] .y
1 box Merck strips - pHsrange=5.0 - 10.0 ¥ s <
Club soda . ' ) e
Milk of Magnésia tabs-and emulsion ' . ,
Q-Tips - - \ . -
¢ Tetrahydrofuran , g
Heat set tissue . . -
Nylon Webb ~ _ /1
Silicone Release. Paper ... . , / W
Scotch tape sample - . _
Mylar samples ' .
Facial tissues .
Waxed paper . .
Graph paper

Reference- Material:

"Cleaning & Preserving Bindings and Related Matérial" by Carolyn Horton - :
LC #7 701 H-79 1959 -
' Mylar Encapsulation.by Jane Greenfield, Yale. Conservation Lab :
Nylon Webb ‘Reinforcement by Charles Brandt, NEDCC ‘! :
Cleaning Procedures for Book Stacks, NEDCC ™ !
Milk .of Magnesia Deacidification .Process by ReD. Smith.
List of Suppliers -by NEDCC' ) .
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# . y
Conservation- Survey Grants

e - Acton Memorial Library
' The Jones Library, Inc., Amherst
Memorial Hall Library, ‘Andover
The Sturgis Library, Barnstable.
Bedford Free Public Library o
____PBridgewater Public Lidbrary
. e T Canton Public Library -
S Concord Free Public Library
. East Bridgewater Public Library
Fitchburg Public Library )
Sawyer Free Library,. Gloucester
Hollis+on Public Library
: Holyoke Public Library
. Linccln Public Library ‘
Malden Public Library
Medway Public Library
Melrose Public Library
"Milton Public Library.
Monson Free lerarg/and Reading Room Assoc1at10n
- New Bedford Free Public Library
N Norfolk Public lerary
Forbes Library, Northampton
Thomas Crane-Public:'Library, Quincy
Sherborn Library
Shrewsbury Free Public Library
South Hadley Library System
Waltham Public Library
Watertown Free Public Library
Wayland Free Public Library
Beaman Memorial Public Library, West Boylston
Westborough Public: Library
' The Westfield Athenaeum, Westfield

Forbush Memorial Library, Westmlnster \
Tufts Library, Weymouth
Winchester Public Library .
. Winthrop Public Library
Pt Worcester Public Library ' :
®
o ,




VA R
. i
-2k
- ) ‘ég‘
Restoration Grants
¥
R
. Memorial Hall Library, Andover $ 1,035
_ The Sturgis Library, Barnstable pending-
. , Bedford Free Public Library 600
-0 ) ‘Concord Free Public Library i 10,000
. .Haverhill Public Library 10,000
L Lancaster Town Library . 1,500
| - Lawrence ‘Public Library ' 5,000
- . Medway Public Library 350
- Melrose Public Library 1,000
Monson Free Library and Reading Room Ass n 500
New-Bedford Free Public.Library 3,000
’ Watertown Free Public LiBrary -- 4,000 \
% Westborough Public Library : 100
. ; Tufts Library, Weymouth 400
Winchester Public Librery ’ 2,800
Loeert
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PUBLIC LIBRARY MATERIALS
CONSERVATION PROJECT

/

Bvaluation h

Worcester Training.Program

1. The content of this. wo—se331on.Program .gave me - -
no new information —- I already knew of 90% of this 1nformatnon

some new information -~ I knew about 50% of this information

a lot of new information — 90% of this information was new to me
2. I found the slides and demonstrations \\

helpful

not helpful

had no effect

.3. ‘The most useful part of the Program for me was ‘
the, information-giving segments

the .discussion segments

information sharing and dialogue with colleagues at lunch and coffee

the hand-out materials

Other (please specify)
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L. Dld you feel the physical set-up of the room and’or the number of participants

-

enhanced
detracted from
Please comment:

-

did not affect
the oresentatlon and, yOLr understandlng of the Program content.,

o

5. Have these two sessions increased ydur%awareness of library materials

conservation problems existing in _your Library?
Yes, o
No ‘
;-

6. Do you plan to take action?
Yes

No )
N

If "yes", vhat is your next step going to be?




1.

5.

-
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PUBLIC LIBRARY MATERIALS \\\\\
CONSZRVATION PROJECT -

Evaluation

Practical WYorkshop Session .

Did you come to this workshop expecting to learn specific sk11
Yes

AN

. No
If "yes". what skillsg?

)

Are there skills vhich you expected to learn which were not covered?
Yes

pen

NG .
If "yes“; what skills?

Can you now better differentiate between preservation problgﬁs you can
handle. and those which require professional attention?
Yes ) s~
No . \
. 2
Do you feel sble to apply the skills learned today in your: L:.brazl:'y’>
-Yes
. No . )
If "no", why? . } ‘ .
Do you feel the need for additional Workshops and skllls tralnlng° )
Yes
No

If "yes", in what areas?

)
DAY




.PUBLIC LIBRARY MATERIAL
CONSERVATION PROJECT

~ .
. . )
-

:  Project Evaluation Questionnaire

1. Does your Library have an active, o

n—goingjprééram for library
materlals conservation? .
. Yes . e
4 A
’ * No - :
{ N ) ! « .
Planned but not-implemented - . , i : -
2.‘Has one person been appointed to plan and be responsible for preservatlon V
and protecilon of all materdgls in, ‘or to become parit of your library -
collection?
Yes
No ' *
Person's Iﬁtle or Job Functlon. ‘
.3. Does your Library have a sum SpElelcally budgeted .for 11brary
materials conservation? o
Yes i -
. - S P
No |
Amount $
. L. Are these funds limited to binding? .
. : Yes,
;: No
\ b
P e ‘
v' . “' 1 ~
. ‘%. 4 l‘ !
. . O
~over- -
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. Conservation Center?

. Yes _

No

If "yes", for

6. Comments:

Library:

5. Has your Library used the services of the New England Document

a Survey

Restoration Work

Head Librarian:

Address

7ip

Telephone

o




»

: ] P \
) ) . .
}

"~30-

) /:;?J5&%35%%20%2%%&1/6%99¢57/4%Z;mh7 .deZZl

) al%%&@%ﬁ%%%&&e%fzfz&caz20ny'
é%znmwwygfizé%aqufégﬁ%m&ﬁmy

6Eﬂff3%anezmv.(tbwaé J35%mﬁwz;e/i§5ﬁ&204ZUaa9162%24f

N ’ 3 > . . -/.’ \
Y " PUBLLCLIBRARY MATERIALS,
. . o . , "‘CONSERVﬂTION PROJECT
Project Evaluation Questionnaire ' , )

1. 1Does your library hdve an active, on-going"’ program for .
. library-materials conservation?

R AR

-

) Yes B
_ No ] -
I %flagped bug'not,implemeﬁted “ T
-“2.|«Has one person been appointe} to-plan and be responsible
. for- preservatlon and protection. of materials in,,or to
become part of your library collection? : .
Yes LT ‘ i
Ne R ‘
Person's Job Title or Fenction: - .
3. ,Does your library have mone'y specifically budgeted for
library materials conServaticn7
Yes - '
DT No . S ’ ' '
LY Aﬁount: $ ' ~ B

4. Are these funds limited to binding?

Yes ’ . S

No

34
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5."Has your librafy used the services offered by the New
England Document Conservation Center?

\'—Yes . . L M > .‘_ ,
> No
Sa. If "yes", for - : .
a Survery - funded from the Project
T not funded -
Restoration funded from the Project
Work not funded

5b. XIf your library had NEDCC conduct a Survey. which was
funded from the Progect did you find the Survey Report
of value? .. ..- L L P -

~ 7

Yes . N

No.

What parts were most useful? -

{

Wh%t'parcs vere-least useful?
| :

-

Please make Specific comments-and suggestions on ways
NEDCC might make the Survey Report a more useful-document:
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6. Have you shared information about the problems of library
materials conservation with your Trustee? o . s
Yes

N . No

.+  6a. Lf "yes," 'did the Trustees make a nolicy commitment to
(I preservation of .valuable-library materials?.

<

e

i

.

~We already had our official policy/commitment -
for conservation of library materﬂals

. . . /
- . . e

7. Was a library matefials conéervatibn progra 4implemented
~ in your-library .as'.a result :of your participatian in, the
Public Library Miteitals Conservation Progect’**'

Yes,
.
A No /
3 el - n 3
R We already had an active materials conservation
* =~ . é
program

/o

8. Do you feel tﬁig Project, or parts of it, should be

repeated: /

i

s Yes

/

L. ' /

No

If "yes," what activities and for whom?

i

/

-

9., Are you satisfied with the way in which this Project was
" administered?

Yes <

No .-

Suggestions for changes or improvements:

v




E

10. Comments: '
11.-Library: -~

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

RIC

—
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.

‘New England Document Conservation Center

- 800 Massachusetts.Avenue - .
North Andover, Massachusetts 01845 L -
+ Library Conservation Materials .. & .

.

List of Suppliers

TALAS . .
Division of Technical Library Services |

. 104 Fifth Avenue . ’

\ New York, New York 10011l . . g -

(general supplies)
} ) °
Process Materials . s
. 1329 Veterans Boulevard

Carlstadt, New Jersey O7072‘l

(miscellaneous papers,.angd--- -.
nylon webbing, heat set nylon)

James River Paper Company
Tredegar Road

Richmondy Virginia 23217 -
(blotters) - -

Tranéilwrap~Corporation - -
2751 North Lth Street-
. Philadelphia, PA _ (3 & 5 mil Type S Mylar)

Pratt - Spector Inc.
16 Merrick Road

—

. Rockville Center, New York - SN = ' ‘ (
" . (Scotch Double Coated. Tape #415) -

Mail Order Plastics . "

56: Lispenard Street '

New York, New York 10013 . (.. (plastic bottles & containers)

Picreator Enterprises : '

L} Park View Gardens .ot

Hendon, Ldndon Co .

NWlL 2PN, England - ) (conservation & maseum materials)

-

Aiko's Art Materials Import . . c. :
71l North Wabash - : : , . ’
Chicago, Illinois 60611 . (orientalipapers)

“

28




Charles T. Bainbridge's Sons
20 Cumberland Street ’
Brooklyn, New York 11205

Charrette o )
2000 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02140

Gallard-Schlesinger
581, Minedla Averue *---
Carle Place, L.I., N.Y. 11514

Hollinger Corﬁgration

3810 ‘S. Four-Mile Run Drive - -
Arlington; Virginia 22206

Interleaf, ]:'nc.

2300 East -26th Street .
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55406

Stn - X International,-Ince -
4125 -Richmond Avenue
Houston, Texas 77027 .

Washi No Mise
2583 Turk Hill Road.

‘Vietor, New York 14564

e

N

(glass tifiting) |

(mat & mounting board)

*(chemical & laboratory supplies) -

(Pérma]:lfe folders; boxes~etc. ) ‘:;"‘

.
(Sl : ’

(general supplies)

e

=

1

i

(vapor phasé deacidification -papers

<

4

-

(miscellaneous papers)r .

-
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Selected Readings ) . Y

A

Barrows, W.J. Manuscripts and Documents: Their Deterioration and
Restorgtion. 2nd ed. Charlottesville: University.-of Virginia

Press, \1972.

“

Cunha, George
Materials.
1971,

. and Dorothy Grant Cunhd. Conservation of Library
2nd ed. Metchuen, N.J.: The Scarecrow Pxessﬂ Inc.,

Cunha, George M. a\d Norman Tucker, eds. Library and Archives

Conservation.\ Boston: The Bostoh Athenaeum, 1972,

Horton, Carolyn. Cleaning and Preserving Bindlngs and Related Materials.
Chicago: Amerlcan Library Association, 1969.-

Kane, Lucille. A Gulde to the Care.and Repaiz of- Manuscrlpts. 2nd ed,
Nashville: American Association for State and Locgl History,

1972. \ A

‘Tauber, Maurice F., ed. Libtary Binding Manusl..  Boston: Library
Binding Institute, 1972.

.

Winger, Howerd W. and Richard Daniel Smith, eds., Deterioration and .
Preservation of Library Materials. Chicago: Univer51ty of |

Chicago- Press, 1970.
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