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This is to be an int er view with H. G. J ones, Director of t he Nort h Carolina 
State Department of Archives and History . Dr . J ones came to the Department 
as State Archivist in 1956 and became Director of the Department in 1968 . 
He has been active among the state archivists for a ll the time t hat he ' s 
been at Raleigh and has been active in the Society of American Archivists, 
o.f which he was president in 1968 and 69 . He is a l so the author of a book , 
Records of a Nation, in the cour se of the preparation of which he gave more 
attention to the history of the National Archives than most other people 
have done. Therefore, I think he is usually competent to talk about' the 
relations of the National Archives with other professiona l organizations , 
state archives, manuscript curators, and so forth, and its general position 
i n the archival and historica l field in the country . 

BROOKS: H. G., what was your first impression of the National Archives when 
you came here? How was the National Archives considered by the state archi­
vists? Did it have a good reputation? Had it done we l l in building up 
cooperation with the state archivists? 

J ONES: Phil, I'm not sure how it was looked upon by others , but I can tell 
you my own experience . I became the State Archivist without any qua lifica ­
tions whatsoeve~ for being state archivist, except for my graduate work, my 
teaching work, and my research. And so when I came here in June 1956 and 
Dr. Crittenden set me down at my desk--which was R. D. W. Connor ' s original 
desk--and put a large 

BROOKS: Do you still have the desk here? 

JONES: Yes, yes, we still have it .•• put a stack of books on my desk and 
said , "This is the budget for last biennium; you have 15 days in which to get 
your budget re.~dy for the next biennium," I knew that I had to learn a lot 
fast. One of the firs t things that I did, and Dr. Crittenden saw the need 
for this and arranged for it, he got Dr. Wi'lyne Grover to invite Nrs . Memory 
Mitchell, who wa s then Mrs . Memory Blackwelder who was in charge of our records 
center at that time, an iuvitation for Mrs. Illackwelder , as she was then, and 
me to go r-o Washington and take a tour of the Na tiona l Archives. This was the 
first time I 'd ever been in the building . I'd of course heard of it, but like 
most Americans I'd never been Lo it. And I was so impressed with what I saw 
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and awed by it because I simpl y had not seen t he workings of an organi zati on 
su~h as t hat . Some of the peopl e I met t here a t tha t t i me later became very 
close friends, of cours e , a nd col l eagues . I'm sitting and pointing out 
several developments because they will indica t e t he r ol e thj t the National 
Archives has pl ayed in not onl y North Carolina bu t I'm s ure in other stat es . 
The next surrnner , 1957, I went up and t ook t he Archi ves c ourse t aught then by 
Dr . Ted Schellenber g . And her e aga in 

BROOKS : Was i t the Summer I n s ti t ute ? 
• 

J ONES : The Summer Ins ti t ute , r i ght . It wa s 6 weeks I be li eve a t t hat ·time, 
was i t not? I t was much l onger than it i s now . It ' s been c ut down to maybe 
2 weeks now. At the Institute I had a chance t o work on some pr ojects under 
Neil Franklin i n the Nationa l Archives , pr ojects r e l ati ng Lo North Carol ina , 
and this made me feel rea lly a par t of s ometh i ng much bi gger than the small 
archival program in North Carol ina . I began meeting people f r om ot her pl ac es 
around the country and learning who was who in thi s· pr ofession, and one t hin g 
tha t I was p l eased to see wa s the ro l e t ha t several Nor th Carolini ans had 
played i n the Na tional Archives , starti ng of c ourse wi th Connor . Now from 
t hat time on, and perhaps even before then, our progr am has been consciously 
i nfluenced by the National Archives, consci ous l y on our part . As you know ~ 

we were one of the fi r st s t a tes t o go i n the direc tion of recor ds adminis t r a ­
tion . Morris Radof f says that our state records center h ere was the first 
sta te records center i n the ccuntr y. This fo llowed along the lines of the 

...... . 	 discussions in the Nationa l Archives . Our r ecords center opened in ' 53, so 
it came very s oon after the Nationa l Archives and Records Service had begun 
its r ecords ce n ter program , i ncluding the i dea of microfilming for economy. 
We have a lways h ad our eyes on the Na tiona l Archives becau s e we l ook at tha. t 
as the organiza tion with t he means t o investigate , with the means a nd per sonnel 
t o do the pre l iminary studi es, the t e sting , t he information from which can · 
be trans ferred on to us . 

Let me give a specific c>:ample, a nd I ' 11 hop around here becaus e they occur 
t o me as we go along . Just r ecently we ha d s ome t hing of a crisis in document 
r estorat i on. The ce llulose ace t a t e which we use i s be i ng di scontinued by a ll 
manufacturers and t he question is how are we going to con!:-1.nue restoring 
documents by t he Bar row method ? All right, the va rious sta'te a rchivists began 
f>ett i ng all exci t ed over t his . We ha d ca lls fr om various people . Fred Coke r 
came in v ery upset. I said , "Fred look, you ge t on the phone and you ca ll 
J im Gear up at the Nat i ona l Archives and see what he thi nks about this s itua­
t i on, because this can he worked out if someone coord inat es , de t er mi nes what 
the.needs ;ire , and then contacts manufacturer s who would be willing to manu­
facture it . 11 So I'm sure th::it this probl em i s going to be worked out . We 
t urned immediately t o the Nationa l Archives as a point at whi ch this probl em 
can be solved. 
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BROOKS: This emphasizes to me the opposite, it isn ' t j ust a matter of t he 
National Archives wanting to impose its way on everybody . The National 
Archives has a responsibility beca use of its resources, because it necessarily 
has a larger staff to pave the uay and i t should do that. 

JONES : Of course it does , and its faci l ities of course in the 1930' s when 
the Nationa l Archives was opened, these facilities were the outstanding 
fac i lities in the world ; and when we needed to des i gn facilities , we simply 
got our friends at t he National Archives to furnis h t he specifications . Let ' s 
t ake an examp le . In this new building tha t we ' re i n r ight now we needed a 
c leaning table, vaccuum cleaning and so forth • . And so, let 1 s see who did 
t hat--as wel l as I know him his name s l ips my mind now--in your agency sent 
me the specifications of the one in the Nationa l Archives . We needed map 
t ables with those i nteresting slots so the map cou l d go down i n , and so your 
map man 

BROOKS : Herman Friis . 

JONES: Herman Friis , drew this personally--a penciled copy- -and sent i t to 
us and we gave it to our a rchitect, who had the tables built . These are 
things that we woul d waste so much time on and _probab l y come Ot•t with some­
thing unuseable if we had to do it b y trial and error in all instances . The 

-
microfilm blemishes, Phil, would be t,n excellent example. You know what the 
furore was, the excitement in the country over this. And I think perhaps 
more than anyone , the National Archives calmed us down and sa id , "Look , l et ' s 
study this thing and work it out." And working with the Na tional Bureau of 
Sta ndards and the various other large users , I thi.nk it has been taken care 
of. 

BROOKS: Now most of the examples that you ' ve mentioned are technical mat ters. 
Would you say that t he same kind of pavi ng the way and e~-perimentation and 
guidance has t aken place in the matters of archival processes ? 

JONES: Oh certa inly. One has only to l ook at the American Archivists, the 
journal , and look at the Bulletins of the National Archives . Now as you 
remember in my book, one of my most critica l parts concerned the discontinuance , 
or the slow down, of the output of this type of materia l. But t he American 
Archivist is studded with articles frori1 people on the National Archives sta ff, 
the special:.i.sts in various areas. 

BROOKS : In fact at t imes I've heard peopl e outside the Archives say that the 
National Archives hogged the show; tha t most of the articles i n the American 
Ar chivist were by people from the National Archives and that tha t was unfair 
domination. Well, we had more pe~le to write art icles . 

J ONES : Of ~ourse , and you h ad competent people . Phil, it ' s only natural . 
I've lived long enough to see thaL those who don ' t produce are j ealous of 
those who do , and I think it's only natural. But y our question i s a valid 
one--and l et me try to answer it--and t ha t is whether in my view the Nationa l 
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Archives has attempted to dominate, or to over ly influence the states and 
so forth. I've never seen it. As you know, in my early days in the society 
I was very close to a number of state archivists . We tended to have more in 
common perhaps in our day-to-day activities and so we would tend to gravitate 
together and I'm sure that I sometimes felt, you know, that because we had 
two vacancies on the council of the American Archivist, ore of them had to 
go.to the National Archives and one of them had to go to the states. This 
was not done because of some set formula or something . But I think it was 
only a r easonable arraneement because when we turn, t ake a look at the member­
ship of the Society, the membership itself was very heavi ly people in Federal 
Government. 

BROOKS: And necessarily so because there simply were more archivists. This 
is something that use<l to worry nie when I was Secretary of the Society from 
'36 to 1 42. It's quite natural because w-e had the biggest organi zation. We 
had a large segment of members of the Society and contributed to the journal 
and so forth, and occaoionally I would hear somebody in the state archives 
field say well, the National Archives was hogging the show, as I said. It 
was difficult to avoid but at the same time it did entail, it always has, a 
responsibility for leadership. What I rea lly am getting at is whether or not 
the National Archives has carried out the responsibility fairly and well. 

JONES: Let me give an exampl.e of the American Archivist itself. What private 
institution or state agency could afford to devote to a professiona l organi­
?.ation the time and manpower to edit that magazine other than the National- Archives? It 1s only natural. Now undoubtedly some of those who like to 
criticize have said, "We ought to move the American Archivist out of the 
National Archives because it' s dominated by National Archives people. 11 But 
they don ' t, what they haven't stopped to reali~e was that we would have no 
Americ.a n Archivis t if it wasn't for the suppor t; given by that ins ti t ution. 
You know, in my s tudy of the National Archives I was a lways impressed with 
what happened aft er 1900. We had the formation of archival programs in a 
number of s·tates , and the development of an embryonic professional group, 
people like Connor and Leland and Owen ; the early archivi sts, not only those 
who were interested like Jameson, but those who actually worked at it, even 
on the Federal and state l evel, but we had no national program, of course. 
Now gradually it was these people who with, of course, a ll sorts of help and 
finally through congressional action, led to the development, the establish­
ment of the National Archives. Then.with this marvelous new building, marvel­
ous equipment, and what we think in North Carolina was a good Archivist of 
the United States , R. D. W. Connor, and the accident of the times, the 
depression period , when so many young historians were available at l ow 
salaries to join the staff of the National Archives. I've always thought 
tha t this was one of the lucky breaks of the National Archives, You yourself 
came in. 
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 BROOKS: Very definitely. The ·salaries weren 't so low a nd t hey were better 
than a lot of us could have got teaching . I used to be bothered by people 
who said that the Nationa l Archives staff was made up of a lot of frustrated 
histor ians t hat just couldn ' t get jobs anywhere else becaus~ I insisted that 
some of us were really interested in archives as such and were glad to go 
t her e for tha t r eason . But what you s a y is neverthel ess true, that at that 
time they were abl e to recruit a lot of people that they wouldn't any other · 
time. 

JONES: Now as I r ead the story, Connor did not go out and rob the sta tes of 
the few peopl e who had some experience. 

BROOKS: Th : is correct. 

JONES : Ins tead, t here in Washington an inexperienced group , in effect , who 
developed out of a hodge-podge of things that we ' ve gotten handed down to us, 
l argely from Europea n archivists, began developing .a professiona l at titude, a 
professional procedure , the theories , it seems to me that t hough not always 
origina t ed were coordinated and tnade to f it into our Amer ican experience there 
at the National Archives. So f ew--there were so f ew- -people outside who have 
contribu ted signi ficantly in this area--of course people like Margar.et Norton 
one would recogni ze immediate l y for her contribution and Ernst Posner who was 
not connected official ly with the National Archives --but it seems to me that 
there ~n the beginning towards the l ate 30 ' s we have a body of literature , we 
have the bringing together of many ideas and putting them into some cohesion,- .. some understandable P.resenta t ion. 

BROOKS: It was a painful process and as you say most of the people didn ' t 
have rr.uch experience and didn't know much about European archives . There were 
very few people t hat really knew the European archives , the l essons of their 
experiences, and this is one thing I want t o g~ t at in this project, how the 
original organiza tion and procedures of the National Archives were devised . 
Many of them were done by people that had no archival e>..'Perience nor historical 
training. 

JONES : Some of them had no published works. J enkinson ' s book, you know, was 
only revised I believe in 1937 and so although it had some influence the Dutch 
manual wasn't trans l a ted until 1940 and , excep t for those who could read 
foreign l angunges , there wasn ' t much available. 

BROOKS: We all got busy and read those things but much of what they said 
wasn't applicable. 

JONES: Right. It had to be fitted into 

BROOKS: The language was a problem . 
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 JONES : But the bul letins of the National Archives, those little blue ba ck 
bulletins, we go back to them nO'i~ . We ' ve got the bound set, you know, and 
we go b a:k to them constantly, even the one on document r estoration which is 
so out of date and yet it ' s basically 

BROOKS: Ade l aide Minogue ' s. 

JONES : ••• it ' s basically good. That's a long way of getting around 
though to a nswer your question very simply, and tha t is has the National 
Archives done t oo much? That ' s not what you asked but the i fll>lication was , 
has it tr ied to do t oo much and force i tself upon other agencies? My critic ism 
of the National Archives, as you know, i s that it hasn ' t done enough . As a 
state archivist I would like t o see it do more . 

BROOKS : And I gather you fee l that it ' s done l ess proportionately in the 
l ast 20 years or so than it did before. 

JONES : Certainl y in the way of publications . I have a feeling that there 
wa s scme loss of mission. I think that you fellows there in the 30's and 40 ' s 
knew wha t you wer e doing. That you were charting something new. That you 

·d idn't h ave a precedent to go by. You were a di sti nct organization that every­
body was looking at--not many people knew anything about , but they were looking 
at you anyway and wondering what was going on up there in that big build ing

• 

-
with a l l th::>se records in there. But I don ' t know, I maybe misread the spirit 
of the times but it just seemed to me there that you were aware of your 
uniqueness and you were proud of it, and not that the staff itself has e'-ter 
lost that. But I think that when you get to be only a part of a pic~ure , fewer 
people see you than when you form the entire picture itself . 

BROOKS : I think that a certain fairly l arge portion of the staff has tended 
to lose that sense of mission as the place got bigger. 

J ONES : Yes, this would sort of be natural .· 

BROOKS: And in a sense more stratified. Thjs is one thing that has disturbed 
me a bit. That "sense of mission " is perhaps a good term . 

JONES: Nobody can be a good archivist 

BROOKS : Except at the top levels . We certainly had it continued it there. 

JONES: To be a good archivist, a person has to have a sense of mission, because 
the work is not fascinating to enough people. And il takes that person who 
gets an excitement out. of seeing or feeling or smelling sanething that has an 
intrinsic value . Something that carries a message. I ' ve seen it here as we 
try to train new archivists. You can never predict \ ·helher a person ' s going 
to be a.good archivist or not. But you can soon find out when you watch him. 
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'!'here' s a certain respect for the document and I suspect that as we grow, 
as each institu~ion grows in size , and as we try to di vide up the labor, 
you know--let one do this and one do that--and no one ha s a·sense of having 
completed this thing , " this was my project and I ' ve done i t from beginning 
t o end," we do lose a lot . And maybe that sense of mission will be more 
difficult. 

BROOKS: You know I 'm afraid that ' s true . 

I think tha t maybe we 've had more problems in r elation to people that called 
thems elves , quite proper ly, manuscript curators traditiona lly, than with 
state arch!\ .:.sts as such. Of c ourse, we ' ve tended t o feel that t he term, 
and this was true a t the time the Society of Amer i c an Archivists was estab­
l ished, that the t erm "archivist" was broad enough to encompass al l of them, 
and some of the manuscript cura tors have not welcomed tha t . I think tha t 
most of the state archivists are i n even more of the same p os ition t hat the 
National Archives is, that it has a responsibi lity both for what in the ol d 
traditional sense we were regarded as public archives as distinguished from 
personal papers. Certainly her e you have both ~nd t o some extent we do in 
the National Archives, certainly in the presidential libraries . So I think 
maybe the state archives people und er s tood the problems of the National 
Archiv es better than some of the manuscript curators in priva t e agencies and 
agencies outside. But still I always felt when I was Secretary of the Society 
of American Archivists that there were people among the state archivists who- felt that the Nationai Archives was r eally not quite fair with them in this 
whole busines s of domi nance and J.e<idership and so forth . 

JONES : Don ' t you guess , though, t hat ' s a natural r eaction to a s uccessful, 
a large agency? One that could, if it so chose , dominate the v ot i ng , say i n 
an election for officers at an annua l meeting, And I suspect at times it was 
done, but I wouldn ' t be critical of that because I would certainly understand 
i:f most of the representatives of one ins titution voted the same way. I know 
that here in our l ocal state elections we tend to vote for people that we 
know and that we have learned to depend on. This i s only ·natural. And it ' s 
true it was particularly bad, Ph51 , back in the ear l y 60 ' s . There were several 
archivists who were forever making hay by accusi ng the National Archives of 
trying to take over our programs and saying, "if we don 't watch , we ' ll be under 
their complete dominalion. " It never bothered me because the t hings tha t I 
saw going on at the National Archives I liked a lot better than the things I 
saw going on in the states of those who were making Lhesc charges . It was a 
political maneuver. These were people wh0 were either in power or sought 
power, and so you tend to try to unite others around you on the grounds of 
thal grc<>t big enemy over yonder. '~.J'e 1 ve a ll got to ban together." It ' s 
natural and it's just part of the game that goes on in any institution, I'm 
sure . 
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,,- But on the matter of manuscript curators and archivists, this is a very 
difficult one. It hasn ' t been solved yet, and I don ' t know.whether it ever 
will be solved . It is true that those who ha ndle small quantities of .manu­
scripts or even 'those in the institutions that hand le exclu~ively private 
manuscripts--their procedures are not strictly archival pr ocedures in most 
instances . They do feel tha t records management there i n the 40 ' s and 50 ' s 
became too significant; too much attention was given to records management · 
insofar as they were concerned . But that's because they were not concerned 
with that particular problem, arrl of course when they picked up the program, 
say of the SAA, they saw there were severa l sessions on records management . 
"Well I don ' t want to attend those; I don ' t have t hose pr oblems ." Bu t on 
the other hand I ' ve heard the same criticism by t he recor ds managers in the 
Society of ft~erican Archivists--that not enough attention was being given to 
records management. 

BROOKS: That ' s true . 

J ONES : Here again I think it ' s the way one l ooks at t h ings . But the problem 
of manuscripts and archives , the different procedures , and here would you 
repeat 	your favorite saying on manuscripts and archives? 

BROOKS: Oh, I told you the other day that I remembered saying fairly early 
in my time at the Archives when we talked about the defini tion of archives 
that all archives are historical manuscripts but not all historical manuscripts 
are archives. And I remember this so vividly that I even came to believe that 

--.. 	 perhaps I ' d invented it; but I found during l as t week in l ooking in the papers 
of R. D. W. Connor that that appeared in an article by Charles McL~an Andrews 
written years before the Archives was ever set up. 

JONES: Well, there is a difference and I can give you two examples of this. 
As you know, I had great respect for Dr. Schellenberg . He was a great deal 
of help to me in my training and I had just tr~mendous respect for him. But 
his last book was a tragic mista ke. Not in content so much as in title. He 
wrote a book called The Management of Archives. That entire book, practica lly 
the entire book, related to t he management of historical manuscripts. I ' m doing 
him an 	injustice there because it would take too long to explain this . Wha t 
he was trying to show was tha t archival principles could be .applied to modern 
manuscr.ipt accumulations that no longer had the attributes of the old miscel­
l aneous collection but had an organic charac ter. But the title of his book, 
The Manar;ene nt of Archives, wa~ a terrible mistake. 

BROOKS: It just rubbed people t he wrong way, didn't it? 

JONES : Right, because archives wasn't what his book was about; it was intended 
for in.mt.script cucators. Now at Lhe present moment I 'm a member of a committee 
of the American Association for State and Loca l History to advise Kenneth Duck ett 
at ' Southern Illinois University who is to write a book on the care and 

8 

1· 



preservat i on of historical manuscripts , and I have cautioned Ken in advance 
of our first meeting to be prepared for crotche ty old H. G. J ones to hammer 
away at this point . Make your, clarify your definitions, because here we ' r e 
going to be dealing with ma nuscript materia l s , some of which, much of which 
perhaps , will be adaptable to archiva l procedures because of the organic 
nature of the collections. But we are not talking about public archives; 
and I think in the public mind the word archives is usually a ssocia t ed with 
government, though of course it includes organizat i onal records and many types 
of organically-created r ecords . This is a r ea l problem because the way that 
one handles historical manus cripts of a miscellaneous na ture and archives of 
an organic na ture are so different. We have the pr oblem right here in the 
Department oecause we go along with the idea of provenance and respect de fonds, 
and so for tl1, and then we come to a priva te collection . The archivist working 
on t hose say, ' 'Well , it doesn 1 t make sense , you c an ' t apply it here. " And 
this is true. But there is some feeling a nd ther e is ·a place in the Society 
of American Archivis t s in particular f or the coverage of the interest s of a t 
least three closely related groups: Archivists in "t he terms of state archivists 
or archivis t s of the National Archives , manus cript curators i n terms of the 
staff of the Library of Congress a nd the pri vate manuscript repositories, even 
our own staff member s who work in private collections ; and third records 
managers. 

BROOKS: I have a feeling this whol e probl em of whether or not manuscrip t 
curators should be encompassed under the broad tit le of archiv i s t in the 

-..-.. 	 r e l ationship of al l these people has been greatly complicated in the l ast 
25 or ~O years by the mass of materials, and by the who le deve l opment that 
l ed t o the presidential libraries . I won 1 t say the presidentia l libraries 
th emselves , but the difficulties that publ ic of f icials have with their own 
materials. The whole bus iness of definition has become more difficult as the 
materials have become more complex . I shoul d l et Dr. Posner speak for himself; 
and I shall because I 1rn going to interview him; but I well r emember his saying 
one ti.me a good many years ago that he was going to l ead a movement to abolish 
the term "historical manuscripts. " I think it was when he worked on his book 
on state archives . And in more recent years he said that . he 1 s not sure that 
organization of a body of materials is essential to its definition as archives. 
The development of Dr. Posner's own thinking has been quite. interesting. 

JONES: Phil, you mention presidential libraries , and I suspect that is one 
area of criticism that has more justification than these petty things that 
we 1re accustomed to hearing in groups. One area that ' s a concern on the part 
of people out in the states has been the presidential l ibraries . As you recall 
on several occasions, manusct· ipt curators in particular· have i.ndicated a great 
concern over the practice.of the presidential libraries seeking out a nd accept­
ing what you in the National Archives agree , and I disagree on, are private 
papers--of cabinet members and people who might be associated with a particular 
president. I don 1 t _know whether it 1 s true--and I 1d like to have it corrected 
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now if it' s not because it's widespread--that Hemingway ' s papers will go to 
the John F . Kennedy Li brary. If this is the cas e, thi s type of relat ionship 
is so tenuous that I c an understand the concern of some of the manuscript 
people arOJnd the country. They feel that they ' re a t a gre~t disadvantage 
as opposed to the Pres idential Library system where there would be much 
greater prestige for one's papers to go , say to the Kennedy Library, than to 
the "X" sta te reposi t ory . 

BROOKS: Well, it is true that a l arge quantity of Hemingway manuscripts , 
which I think are largely unpubli shed manuscripts of his writings, are going•t o the Kennedy Library . This was a very persona l t hing on the part of the 
Kennedys and t he National Archives a nd the Presidential Library didn ' t have 
anything to do with it . 

JONES: You have to t a ke the blame for it, of course . 

BROOKS: There are a number of things , j ust by the .nature of the situation 
in the pres idential l ibraries , that we ' ve not been able entirely t o plan 
ourselves and somet imes they don't always exac tly go along with our thinking 
as to how things should be . I think, hwever , that it ' s safe to say that 
something like t he Hemingway situat ion should not be t aken as representative 
of the policy of the National Archi ves and Records Service. I can see where 
it would disturb people, and I don ' t think it fits the pattern myself, but 
our policy on this we have tried to make fairly clear. I don ' t know whether 
we ' ve been always successful or not.-
There was some disturbance , some feeling of uneasiness on the par~ of t he 
manuscript curators when the Roosevelt Library was set up, but a much grea ter 
expr ession of uneasiness when the Truman Library was set up . At the joint 
meeting of the State and Local History Association a nd the Society of American 
Archivists in Columbus, Ohio , 1957. This was brought to a head and expressed 
on both sides quite fully a t a meeting on pre·sident ial libraries . I think 
Herman Kahn did most of the t alking for us and Howard Peckham f or the State 
and l ocal peopl e. Howard was one of the peop le who was most disturbed about 
this . And the manuscript curators said , and gave the impression, that 
presidential libraries were g~ng around to rival manuscript collecting agen~ies 
in all the states. Well, what we have always fe lt is that .i f a man, no mat ter 
where he came from, was closely related to a presidential administr ation tha t 
that perhaps was the most important phase of his career and there was a very 
good argument for putting his papers in the presidential library i f he so chose . 
Now we have always been absolu tely consistent in simply laying before a 
prospective donor the possibilities of his putting papers in the presidential 
1 ibl.'."ary; the historic:ll society or some priv:tLc manuscript collection would 
also lay the choice before him and it would be up Lo too donor to choose . And 
there arc some papers of Truman Administration , that we would very much like 
to have out there that have gone other places; not many collections since the 
l ibrary was set up, .some before the library was set up. Bu t I'm sure that in 
some cases prominent officials of an administrat ion would rather pµt their 
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papers in their states than they would in a presidential library. The idea 
of the unity of the presidential (;ldministration and the papers of people 
relating to it we've always thought was a valid concept, and it's proved 
useful to researchers. 

JONES: · I would agree with you and we use - the -same reasoning here for governors . 
· See, our Governor's papers, Governor ' s records rather, are official record~ and 

therefore come to us automatically. But we use the argument that your child­
hood papers, your career papers, and the things that you create after you are 
governor ought to be in the same repository for convenience . So, it' s a good 
point and I bring it up only because there has been criticism of the competi­
tion--the feeling that the National Archives should be concerned only with the 
official records of the nation. Now, you can appreciate then the concern of 
those of us who disagree with the idea that the presidential records are 
private records, because if that is true then the National Archives is con­
cerning itself with private papers also; and you can imagine then the Library 
of Congress, which supposedly has a concern for private papers, saying, "Well 
the Nationa l Archives is taking over our responsibility." There are some 
defini tions there that get crossed up. 

BROOKS: I read the other day in the Connor papers at Chapel Hill a very 
entertaining address by Archibald MacLeish, who was Librarian of Congress, at 
the dedication of the Roosevelt Library . He had to recognize both the long­
standing interests of the Library of longress and also what the Roosevelt 
Library intended to do. Mr. Roosevelt was more than I realized involved in- the planning of what they were trying to do. And I don 't want to be contentious 
but the National Archives and Records Service is fully authorized by law to 
accept private papers. There have been one or two other cases in which I 
think perhaps in delicate situations the National Archives may not have succeeded 
en t irely in its public relati ons . One was in the case of the Lewis and Clark 
papers 

,JONES: Yes, this was another concern of the manuscript people. 

BROOKS: • and l ater the "Sender papers 11 from New Mexico . From those t wo 
cases, particularly the one involving the Clark journa l, I know the manuscript 
curators, some of them , develop ed a horrible bogey that the National Archives 
was going around and taking things from private collections. 

" JONES: Exercising the act or l aw of replevin-- I r ecall a meeting in New York 
..)n thal. Bert Rhoads tried to rcassur·e the' Manuscript Society people that 
this would not often happen. They were afraid that Lhe National Archives would 
indiscriminately use the right of replevin. 

BROOKS: Right . Whereas the Nat ion.al Archives never had the intent of so 
doing. I talked about this a great dea l with Wayne Grover, that the only 
time the Archives would enter a situation of this sort would be where it 
appeared Lhe papers were going to be lost to public research . 
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JONES: I was impressed by Bob Bahmer ' s explanation of this and I accepted 
his word completely. 

BROOKS: There 's a more entertaining and much l ess significant, but it 
probably was i rri t ating , example of our pub+ic r e l ations that I must look 
up before I tell anybody e l se about this story , but in the early days of the 
first 2 or 3 years of the Na tiona l Archives a bulletin was issued, a little 
pamphl et , about the Nationa l Archives that said among the hazards to records 
or archives were fire, and atmospheric conditio ns, and bugs, and autograph 
collectors. This r ea lly set the autograph collectors and the kin:i of people 
tha t • 

JONES: I can i magine member s of the Manuscrip t Society were upset over that. 

BROOKS : That was before the establishment of the Manuscr ipt Society . It was 
just that group was irrita t ed . Just one little thing like that c a n do a lot 
to . • • 

J ONES: We ll, you can see though, if an individual or a group of in~ividuals 
want to find something to be afraid of they could say, "Look- -in how many 
districts now ar e there records centers located?" I've forgotten the nurrber 
of districts . 

• 
BROOKS: Ten records centers, and then there a re a lot of what used t o be 
annexes . I think there are 14 now, altogether. 

JONES: But a person could say, " Look, down a t East Point , Georgia, is a 
Federa l Records Center . If we don't watch they ' re going out a nd start com­
peting with us in getting things , priva te papers. " But here again I think 
we ' re dea liug in human na ture . I don ' t believe that the Natio na l Archives-­
I think it ' s well tha t the Nationa l Archives is aware of the possibility of 
the things tha t you have mentioned . But I don·• t think that there ' s been any 
sign of excess i ve inf l uence. As I say, my cr iticism i s not of the National 
Archives so mu ch as just of Congress for failing to provide the wher ewithal! 
to get it done, a nd maybe occasiona lly the l eadership in not putting what I 
would thi nk is priority in the right pla ce . It's wha t has not been done, arrl 
my book cal l s for more things t o he done r a ther than f ewer . So, we here in 
Nor t h Car ol i na cer tainly have not had t:his experience, and I suspect that we 
have been as close over the yea r s--Connor, News ome , Crittenden--as close t o 
the Na t ional Ar chives :1s any Sta le in the Union. 

BROOKS : I'm s ure that ' s true . 
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JONES: We certainly have had cooperation and I don ' t say that simply to be 
complimentary because we couldn 't have operated otherwise. Now I learned 
long ago that the way to i mprove things i s to steal ideas, and I love to 
steal ideas, and then take them and if they don ' t fit my situation adapt 
them to my situation a nd improve on them . O.ur local records program that 
we're so proud of here, the germ of tha t I had simply by seeing what was · 
happening in courthouses . But much of the substance came from Mary Bryan 
in Georgia. When I first heard he r ideas I thought, ' 'Well this is a woman 
trying to put ideals into a practical situa tion." But we steal these things 
and adapt them to our own use. And we've stol en everything we ca n from the 
National Archives. 

BROOKS: Well I 'm sure the Nationa l Archives stole a great deal from other 
people. That's the way you make progress. 

JONES: One other point you might be interes ted in . You recal l that we had 
an event called the Civil War back over a hundred years ago, and as Sherman 
marched on Raleigh all of our State records had to be piled on wagons and 
taken over. to Durham Stat ion, put on the r ailroad, and taken west. Eventually 
mos t of those records came back, but two volumes didn't come back. These were 
Governor Vance's letterbooks . The current l et t erbooks , you know . They were 
captured and taken to Washington . And we couldn 't even get cc.pies of them, 
even a fter Vance went to the Uni ted S~a tes Senate after we got admitted to 
the Union. We couldn ' t get copies for many years, but even after we finally 
did we cou l d not get the originals back. 

BROOKS : The War Depar tment ·had them. 

JONES : The War Department had them and were holding them, you know, for 
evidence. But in 1961--it was 97 year s l ater', so that would be. 1962 I guess 
it was-~we happened just to casually mention to Wayne Grover, "Wayne , when 
are you going to give our records back?" Of course they were in the National 
Archives at that time. He said, "Do we have a ny of your records?" We said, 
"You have Governor Vance ' s let terbooks. 11 He said, "Well why don 't you write 
me a l etter?" And we wrote him a letter and short ly thereafter unde r the 
National Archiv es Act, we received back the l etterbooks of Gover nor Vance, and 
had a little ceremony of the presentation. 

BROOKS: Very good . That ' s a good illus tration of the kind of cooperation 
that we certainly a l l want to achieve . 
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