
 

NOTES 

Meeting of the London Museum Librarians and Archivists’ Group 

Thursday 16
th

 January 2003 

 

 
Present: Alastair Massie, National Army Museum 

  Beth Houghton, Tate Gallery 

  Caroline Warhurst, London Transport Museum 

  Christopher Mills, Natural History Museum 

  Elspeth Hector, National Gallery 

  Jill Davies, National Maritime Museum 

  John Flanagan, Kew Gardens 

  Kiri Ross-Jones, National Maritime Museum 

  Paul Evans, Firepower 

  Pauline Dingley, Science Museum 

  Richard Golland, Imperial War Museum 

  Sally Brooks, Museum of London 

  Vicky Stott, Victoria and Albert Museum 

 

Apologies: Peter Elliott, RAF Museum 

  Sue Breakall, Imperial War Museum 

 

1 Coffee and introductions. Elspeth Hector, Paul Evans and John 

Flanagan joined the group for the first time. 

 

2 Notes of the last meeting. Agreed. 

 

3 Matters Arising. New members: see above. JD circulated list of email 

contacts. JD reported that she had contacted Caroline Reed and Maggie 

Warburton of LMAL, who had in turn contacted CPART, LLDA David 

Murray and Jenny Warner, to inform these important networks that the 

LMLAG exists. 

 

4 Update Staff Exchanges. CW reported back on her work with the 

Exchange Directory and RG spoke to his paper on Exchanges. After 

debate, it was decided that: 

 Staff secondments would be more appropriate, exchanges where 

possible, RG’s 5
th

 point : “Benefit from specialist skill and 

knowledge not available in the host institution” was accepted. 

 The Directory is primarily a registration of interest to participate 

in the scheme – details would need to be finalised between 

individual organisations. 

 All members of the group are mandated to check on their HR 

(Personnel Division)’s commitment/policy for secondments. 

 CW will revise the Directory form as discussed and forward copy 

to JD for circulation. 



 All members of group to complete and return to JD for 

compilation for March meeting. 

 It was agreed that RG and JD would raise the scheme with 

NMDC personnel committee on behalf of the group. 

 

5 Issue Debate: remote storage & duplication of national collections 

 Offsite storage best for items that are rarely used, but form part of 

national collection . 

 NMM and SciM involved in considering Creative Planet. 

 Uncatalogued (manuscript) collections at the Tate are not issued 

for research. 

 Any duplicate collections are core library collections, with a 

subject expertise. 

 Collections need to be access-led with inspiring learning 

frameworks, therefore ratinalising collections is important, but 

need the tools to deliver the expectation. 

 NAL experience is that their cataloguing standards are higher 

than the BL (for subject), they will not collect translations – only 

original text. VS offered to ciculate copies of the NAL’s 

Principles of Storage Paper for Outstations. 

 Some storage units contain reading rooms e.g. Blyth House, 

which are staffed whilst staff are engaged in other work onsite. 

Could not sustain separate staffing / invigilation. 

 There has been a lot of cooperation with Serial Union Lists, 

working with BL and others – also noted that this area of stock is 

often the one highlighted for budget savings, yet the collections 

are very valuable in their own right. Art Libraries have been 

developing union lists for a long time and find maintaining them 

very useful. 

 CM reported that the NHM’s Masterplan includes redevelopment 

of the library as a key feature. 

 Since national collections are all under the auspices of Acts of 

Parliament, this is a sound argument for their future individuality. 

 Electronic records are throwing a new light on collections and 

future expansion rates. 

 DEFRA, formerly MAFF, fund Kew – it was interesting to note 

that as a government department the emphasis is on current 

information only – all historical collections are being disposed of 

from DEFRA’s own library system. 

 PE reported that Firepower (Royal Artillery) is a private 

regimental library and archive – though they will answer general 

public enquiries. They rely solely on donations, with no stock 

budget.  

 



6 Date of Next Meeting: Thursday 3
rd

 April 

 Venue:   Science Museum 

 Time:    10.00 – 12.00 

 

 RG will liaise with Sue Breakall to arrange a speaker from the PRO to 

lead a seminar on Freedom of Information – to run from 10.00 – 11.00, 

and be followed by matters of the meeting. 

 

 BH suggested a future matter for discussion could be the use of 

volunteers. Agreed to schedule this year. 

 

7 Tour of the Hyman Kreitman Research Centre at the Tate. 

 

  


