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f Using a Survey Tool to Establish Preservation Priorities:
Results from the Historical Folio Collection Survey at the Cushing/Whitney Medical Library, Yale University

Robin Featherstone, National Library of Medicine Associate Fellow, 2006-08*

T Sarah Burge, Preservation Coordination Librarian Cushing/Whitney Medical Library
= Methodology
— Before the survey began, a database was created using FileMaker Pro software to record the following information:

Objectives

To reveal the preservation needs of a unique collection of rare medical historical folios and
oversized anatomical atlases.

Dimensions (recorded for the purposes of ordering enclosures)

External status (condition of boards, spine, cover)
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Secondary objectives of the preservation survey included: ‘ P En TR - Internal status (cover-to-text attachment, paper)
. Collaborating with the curator to identify value and begin to set priorities for ==515 Attributes (covering material, binding type, inclusions, bookplate owner, decoration) Fig. 2: Surveying a folio for damage
!: conserva%tlon ' Value/damage (estimated value to the collection, damage summary, desired treatment)
= . Re-housing the collection . . . o
= : : Photographs (recorded for insurance purposes and to inform conservation decisions)
=5 . Producing an accurate inventory
E - Identifying errors in the online library catalog
- A preservation vocabulary was written collaboratively by preservation librarians working at Yale between January and March 2008. The vocabulary informed the table
=~ The objectives listed above could not be met prior to 2008 because two trained staff members and field names in the database and also the descriptive headers on data-entry pages. A standardized vocabulary increased usability of the survey database tool for other
= collections and, further, allowed for cross-collection comparisons. The use of Basecamp, a web-based project management tool, enabled cross-campus work on the

were needed to conduct the survey. With the presence of the National Library of Medicine

<3 . vocabulary list.

—_— Associate Fellow, survey plans could finally be 1mplemented. ¥

—

= The item-level preservation survey was conducted by two librarians over five months, between March and August 2008, to coincide with a re-shelving project. A few

— . . . hours each week were dedicated to surveying the items (see Fig. 2) and transporting them to new shelving space. The two projects were coupled to reduce handling of
= Fig. 1: Folios prior to the survey fragile materials. One librarian would handle and inspect the item for damage, while the other recorded information in the database survey tool (see Fig. 3).
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Fig. 3: Data entry pages from the survey tool

Results ST —— Conclusions
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Survey data revealed vital information for determining preservation priorities and making collection decisions. 13% Em-LeVEl SUIVEYS, SUCh 4s the one conducted at the LuShing 1tney lviedical Library in At
. . . . . . . . 2008’ allow librarians taSl<ed With preservation I'eSpOIISibﬂitieS to record Vital information Baird, B. J., & Schaffner, B. L. (2003). Slow fires still burn: Results of a preservation assessment of libraries in L'viv, Ukraine and Sofia, Bulgaria.
Information recorded about the Medical Historical Folio Collection included the following: b h fhi cally i Hecti College and Research Libraries, 64(4), 318-330.
about the status o 1storica y lmportant collections. Brown, K. E. K. (2006). Use of general preservation assessments outputs. Library Resources and Technical Services, 50(1), 58-68.
Evans, B. (1993). The Duke Humfrey's Library Project: Using an item-by-item survey to develop a conservation programme. The Paper
Estimated damage levels (Chart A) . L. . . . o . . .. Conservator, Journal of the Institute of Paper Conservation, 17, 39-44.
i ) ) ) ) N While initially time-consuming, the survey identifies preservation priorities and enables Gregory, T. R. (2007). Stacking up: A how-to guide to condition surveys. Collection Management, 3(3), 85100,
Approximated value of damaged items relative to the entire collection (Chart B) Poor g&zdltlon o quick decisions regarding the allocation of limited library funds. A survey, when coupled Pl et A el . it ML o), @emmarmn, e . ssrege exihifiors o e Miemrozemmn fifer, Fapen
Fair Condition o o o o . o . Conservator, , 1 , 26-35.
38% with a re-shelving project (see Fig. 4), allows for the collecting of vital preservation oneenaten 1999, 2655 _ 3 _
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Isenberg, L. (1994). Planning for preservation: A public health library conditions survey. Collection Management, 19(1/2), m.
A simple query of the survey tool allowed the preservation librarian to identify which items were the most significantly damaged information and maximizes the opportunity to handle fragile materials. Further, s L s el oy e s GG e s s e e e et o
and which, of those damaged items, were the most valuable to the collection. Chart A: Damage summary of the folio collection preservation information recorded in the survey reduces the need to re-examine objects at Librarianship and  Information Science, 24(1), 227.

Sobucki, W. (2003). Survey of the preservation status of the 19th and 20th century collections at the national library in Warsaw.
a later date.

Restaurator, 24, 189-189-201.

The survey also revealed which items required immediate treatment for concerns such as active mold that threatened the security Treasure S, W I G 5. S £ 1) R s A o ot el tsh ol RS 61 oy
. . . . . . . 20% . . . . Swift, K. (1993). The Oxford Preservation Survey. 1: The main survey. Paper Conservator, 17, 45-52.
of neighboring materials. The surveyors recorded attributes of interest to historians and researchers (provenance, unusual 6 Information collected during the survey also contributes to knowledge about the unique e N I
binding, the presence of hand-painted illustrations, etc...) which were used to identify items for exhibits. Special handling preservation needs of over-sized folios and anatomical atlases. Hlinois at Urbana-Champaign. Library Resources and Technical Services, 50(3), 200-213
instructions were also assigned to fragile items to prevent future damage. Finally, the folio survey resulted in a proof-of-concept for Great Scholarly Voeks, G. (1999). The importance of curatorial planning in condition surveys. Cultural Resource Management, 22(7), 38.
th ,t 1 1 f 1 bl 11 . Importance Walker, G. (1989). Notes on research and operations: Assessing preservation needs. Library Resources and Technical Services, 33(4), 414-419.
(0] er item-ieve SUI’VGYS OI valuable Cco eCtIOIlS. Very Important 204 Future plans include SUI’VQYing additional historical Collections at the Cushing/Whitney Walker, G., Greenfield, J., Fox, J., & Simonoff, J. F. (1985). The Yale survey: A large-scale study of book deterioration in the Yale University
o 0 o o o o o[ 0 Lib . Coll d R h Libraries, 46(2), m-132.
8% Library and using the information gathered to seek funding for identified conservation ity FoTlege and Researeh oraries, 401, 2
Once conducted, the survey prevented further handling of rare materials and resulted in concrete information needed to make needs. Other possibilities include publishing the database to the Internet to allow
preservation decisions. simultaneous access to the survey tool, and sharing the survey design with the greater
Chart B: Estimated value of items with either significant damage or in very poor library community.

condition

Fig. 4: The re-housed Medical Historical Folio Collection
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