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CURRENT ISSUES—continued
Janet Carleton, Assistant Editor.

(Continued from page 29)

gether, an incredible volume of nearly four trillion gallons
of water, equivalent to about 30 days’ discharge of water
over Niagara Falls, flowed through the Miami Valley
during the resulting flood. While communities upstream
from Dayton, such as Piqua and Troy, suffered extensive
flooding at the time, the problem was more severe around
Dayton and downstream communities such as
Middletown and Hamilton. In Dayton, the flood cov-
ered about 14 square miles. This horrible flood took the
life of more than 300 people, including 123 in Dayton
alone, and caused widespread destruction of bridges, com-
mercial buildings, and dwellings amounting to more than

100 million dollars.

In the Dayton Public Library the water filled the central
building to a height of over 16 feet, from the basement
floor to over four feet on the main floor. Due to a short-
age of space, the entire two floors were lined and crowded
with books. There was total ruin of the basement depart-
ments, including the Children’s Library, the Medical Li-
brary, the Carnegie Branch book collection, federal, state,
and municipal documents, pamphlets, and picture col-
lections. On the main floor, the ruin included practically
all the reference books, portions of all the periodical sets,
and 20,000 circulating books. The total loss was
45,000 volumes. In addition, most of the card catalogs,
all of the shelf lists, and official records in offices and de-
partments were lost. The Board of Trustees at that time
conservatively placed the material loss in books, building
repair, and equipment at $85,000.

This brief description indicates the extent of the library
disaster in Ohio. But figures can give no adequate picture
of the havoc wrought in these libraries, and no one could
have any realization of the horror and desolation of those
scenes unless they lived through them. It was an experi-
ence unprecedented in library annals, and at that time
disaster treatment plans were not a part of library school
curricula and library literature. It is certain that the les-
sons learned from these floods contributed to the devel-
opment of disaster preparedness and treatment plans,
which are now a standard part of curricula. The lesson for
us today is that we must continue to place high priority
on such planning. As one visitor said, on secing a library
interior following such a disaster, “Oh, I have lost so much,
but I never dreamed I could losé the library. It has always
been my greatest treasure.”

Having learned from experiences similar to the ones dis-
cussed above, librarians and archivists today are address-
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ing directly the issue of disaster preparedness with a vari-
ety of plans written by their institutions. The focus is on
the prevention of and recovery from events affecting li-
brary and archival materials. The most fundamental con-
sideration for achieving this prevention is for the institu-
tion to be familiar with the types of disaster that are most

likely to befall it.

Human-related disasters commonly involve fire and/or
water damage; natural disasters may involve these two as
well as the possibility of wind or violent seismic distur-
bance. Knowing the options for recovery treatment helps
mitigate a disaster’s harmful effects and at the same time
control the financial loss attendant upon most such events.
Over the years, archivists and librarians who have been
confronted with collection emergencies have gained much
research and experience.

Today, disaster planning is an important component of
overall preservation planning. Underlying disaster plan-
ning and recovery’s central theme is that an effective di-
saster plan depends upon an understanding of the causes
and effects of disasters and upon familiarity with recovery
alternatives. A systematically organized, formally written
plan enables institutions to respond efficiently and quickly
to an emergency, minimizing danger to staff and damage
to collections and to the building.

The importance of having a written plan cannot be over-
stated. A building survey within and outside the building
is very important; within the building, fire protection sys-
tems, electrical systems, plumbing, and environmental
systems are of primary concern. Outside, the location of
the building is important. Is it on a slope? Is the basement
above flood level? Are there large trees near the building?
Are such things as utility poles and flagpoles secure? Is the
roof flat? Do gutters and drains work properly? Finally, it
is important to determine the vulnerability of the objects
within the institution’s collections. While these questions
may seem overwhelming, it is essential to know what risks
the institution faces.

To decrease danger, a careful approach can be taken. The
following can serve as a minimal guide. First, identify
sources of assistance in a disaster. Determine the supplies
you will need for disaster response and salvage efforts for
your specific collections. Identify all appropriate disaster
and recovery services. These can range from police, fire,
and ambulance services to maintenance workers, insur-
ance adjusters, and utility companies. Know what national
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