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The Forum

FROM THE EDITOR:

THE RECENT HISTORY of the American
Archivist has been characterized by con-
tinuity. For over thirty years, the Society
of American Archivists and the National
Archives have cooperated to produce the
profession's scholarly journal; since
1949 the editor of the American Ar-
chivist has been an employee of the Na-
tional Archives. This mutually beneficial
arrangement provided publishing stabili-
ty and a foundation of staff and finan-
cial support for the journal. By the same
token, National Archives employees
who worked on the American Archivist
had a unique opportunity for profes-
sional enrichment; the NARS Library
benefitted, too, as the repository for
journal subscriptions and review copies
of books generated by the publishing ar-
rangement.

But the times are changing, and the
American Archivist is in transition. Ear-
ly in 1980, the Administrator of General
Services raised questions about NARS's
relationship with the American Archivist
and launched an investigation which
resulted in a "cease and desist" order
preventing the editor from further work
on the journal. In May 1981, the Coun-
cil of the Society authorized plans to
produce the American Archivist in-
dependently of NARS. We are in the
midst of that process now.

The Winter issue of the journal is the

first published under the new arrange-
ment. For at least the next three issues, a
series of special issue editors in coopera-
tion with department editors will pro-
duce the American Archivist. These
issue editors will be Eva Moseley,
Harold Anderson, and J.R.K. Kantor.
Our responsibilities are not much dif-
ferent from those of other editors: select
reviewers for submissions, choose ar-
ticles for publication, make editorial
suggestions, work with authors on revi-
sions, and help shepherd the volume
through production. We are extremely
fortunate to have Deborah Risteen at
SAA headquarters as managing editor
of the journal. She will help to provide a
thread of continuity during this period
of change. Collectively, we are learning
a great deal about the job of putting out
the journal. We probably have more to
learn, too.

What does all of this mean to you? If
you are a reader of the journal, it means
that the Society has taken the necessary
and appropriate steps to ensure that no
interruption in publication will occur. It
has worked closely with the designated
editors to set up timetables and to pro-
vide moral and material support. These
efforts will guarantee, I am convinced,
the publication of a useful, attractive,
informative professional journal.

If you are an author, the new arrange-
ment will require some patience. As
responsibilities shift from editor to
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editor, you may have to wait a bit longer
than usual for firm publishing com-
mitments. I suspect that editors will rely
more heavily on reviewers' comments,
too, since the benefits of a long associa-
tion with the journal will be missing for
the special issue editors. There will be
times—the authors included here can
confirm it—that the editor will be anx-
ious and demanding as the necessary
deadlines loom ever larger. For this issue
we had only about six weeks to evaluate
articles, make revisions, and get the
finished product to the printer. Under
these circumstances, authors will cer-
tainly appreciate the importance of sub-
mitting articles ready to print and in the
precise form set down by the editorial
guidelines.

At the same time, you can be certain
that we welcome your submissions with
open arms. The quality of the journal
depends ultimately on the nature of the
articles, and we constantly need to
replenish the supply. It is a healthy sign
that the backlog of submissions avail-
able to me contained several promising
articles on a variety of topics including
national archival priorities, microcom-
puter archives systems, and the state of
college and university archives. You may
see some of them in future issues. Keep
those articles coming; the procedural
quirks are not insurmountable.

It has been a personal and profes-
sional pleasure to work with the fine
group of dedicated and talented
people—the authors, reviewers, and
Society staff—who put this volume
together. I want to acknowledge par-
ticularly Virginia Purdy's substantial
contribution to the history of the
American Archivist. Her three and a
half year tenure marked new develop-
ments in the journal that we all ap-
preciate and respect. She set high stan-
dards for the American Archivist—hers
is a tough act to follow.

TO THE EDITOR:

DAVID CLARY'S ESSAY in the Spring 1981
issue, "Trouble Is My Business: A Pri-
vate View of 'Public' History," is marred
by serious misunderstandings. I hope I
may be allowed to comment upon them,
as someone who is both an academic and
a public historian.

Public history programs were not
devised in a frantic effort to shore up
enrollments and save tenured professors
their positions. A large new freshman
course with hundreds of students will
help in enrollment problems, but
tenured positions are not saved by add-
ing a few graduate students to the
department's load. Those of us who con-
ceived and created the public history
programs were not and are not in danger
of being dismissed.

Clary openly states that his is a cynical
view, as in fact it is. A broader and more
reliable theory of human nature makes
allowance for other motivations than
economic self-interest. In this case, even
academics have a desire to serve public
need. Exploring a new dimension, tak-
ing on a challenging and invigorating
new responsibility, offering training
which can equip students for a new and
important role in society: these were the
attractions which led us to take on a
large and (in career terms) unnecessary
complication in our lives. Promotions
can be gained by research and writing,
rarely if ever by department service or by
the labor intensive teaching required in
public history programs. The rewards lie
elsewhere. Clary's allegations may please
those for whom any attack upon pro-
fessors is a pleasing one, but they have
little to do with providing an actual ex-
planation.

Clary suggests that the concept of
"public history" has been dreamed up by
academics and—in their usual imperial,
arrogant fashion—thrust upon histori-

FRANK H. MACKAMAN
The Dirksen Center
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ans outside of the academy against their
will.

Here I must with apology turn to
some personal references, for the terms
"public history" and "public historian"
were devised by me. I have been teaching
at UC Santa Barbara since 1955, but
before then I was a civilian historian in a
major Air Force headquarters. Begin-
ning in 1963,1 have served as a consult-
ing historian and expert witness in a long
series of lengthy trials involving the
water resource management history of
the Sacramento Valley in this state. This
extended experience over many years as
a "public historian" outside of the
academy taught me how powerful the
historical method is in explaining com-
plex public issues currently in dispute,
and how rarely those in public life think
historically. In 1975 my university ap-
proved my proposal to establish in our
department a Graduate Program in
Public Historical Studies. The first
students began their work in the fall of
1976, and since then we have trained
about fifty students.

The response was surprising, national-
ly. Letters and phone calls informed us
how pleased many people in non-aca-
demic positions were that their field,
hitherto without a handle, finally had a
name. Reading the first issue of The
Public Historian, the quarterly launched
by my colleague G. Wesley Johnson, an
historian working for an eastern state
legislature exclaimed to us, "you have
told me what I am." Now public history
progams with experienced public
historians as professors exist in many in-
stitutions including Indiana University
and the University of South Carolina.
The National Council on Public
History, a non-profit corporation com-
posed of major public (and some
academic) historians from around the
nation, is in vigorous operation, having
sponsored the well-attended third an-
nual national conference on public

history. We even hear now that the term
has come into international usage. To
say, as Clary does, that "virtually all of
us so recently branded by academics as
'public' historians find the term offen-
sive" only indicates a misconception of
where the term came from and reveals as
well how far from the main stream of
what is going on nationally Clary has
placed himself.

What, then, does "public history"
mean? My purpose was only to indicate
location. I did not try to define the kind
of work being done. I certainly did not
want to set up hostile exclusions. Thus
the term "professional historian," which
Clary favors, by implication writes off
the thousands of teaching historians as
not professionals, an irritating absurdi-
ty. The term "public historian," then, is
aimed only at denominating a person
who did his or her work in the communi-
ty at large, rather than within teaching
institutions. They worked for clients,
they consulted, they were on historical
research staffs, they developed historical
parks, they wrote history as their full
time professional employment.

Clary is quite right to sound the warn-
ing that programs in public history must
be well designed, well taught. He issues a
number of valuable admonitions as to
the things they should bear in mind.
Regrettably, so valuable a communica-
tion from so important a person as the
former chief historian of the U.S. Forest
Service—and now a prominent con-
sulting historian—is burdened with
animus, bitterness, and cynicism, not to
speak of hyperbole so gratuitously in-
sulting that the credibility of the entire
statement is lost. One hopes that the
dialogue over public history can proceed
with more largeness of spirit.

ROBERT KELLEY
University of California, Santa Barbara
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TO THE EDITOR:

I HAVE JUST HAD TIME to finish reading
the two articles on archival theory by
Frank G. Burke (Winter 1981) and
Harold T. Pinkett (Summer 1981). I am
very glad to see such fine articles in the
American Archivist!

Burke's intensive and expansive
"gestalt" lecture on archival theory raises
many excellent questions. One can easily
see why Schellenberg et. al. did little by
the way of formulating theory, but none
can be terribly blamed for not doing so.
They had practical problems to solve.
Burke's comments on the sad lack of in-
terest by archivists in reviewing
documentary publications is highly in-
structive. Yet, his general remarks
reflecting upon cultural relativism and a
Hegelian view of philosophy raise only
further points of debate, not conclu-
sions. Waiting for the academy to give
us archival theory, however, may be on-
ly waiting for manna from heaven that
never comes.

Pinkett's sharp review of certain ar-
chival interests was useful in terms of
analysis and well done. I disagree with
him, nevertheless, when he says that
there is just one mode of typically
American thought, but that is a minor
point. Both articles and more are need-
ed.

My major point goes far beyond both
of these articles. I think that new ar-
chives theory and principles are needed
now, not in some vague, unknown
future time. I know that there are many
problems with such a thought, e.g., who
will pay for pure research, etc. But
nothing of real value is gained cheaply.
A few of my many reasons, given brief-
ly, are as follows: the nature of "record"
media is rapidly changing; the a priori
reasoning of records management
already invalidates present theory and
principles; some archivists are now act-
ing, thinking, upon unmentioned theory

and principles; there are obvious
technological advancements in regard to
documentation qua information added
to the effects of appraisal on documen-
tation. Also, one can observe the
"denaturing" and "neutering" of ar-
chives materials before presenting them
to researchers—the passive nature of
present archives theory and principles
versus active information and activist ar-
chivists.

Lastly, the increasing invalidation of
the nineteenth century European
"organic" analogy concerning the past
reality of archives should be recognized
as a fact. The reflections of Burke and
Pinkett, though very valuable, are too
tame for me. Radical thinking is needed;
new archives theory and principles are
needed!

JOSEPH ANDREW SETTANNI

TO THE EDITOR:

CONGRATULATIONS to Ruth W. Helmuth
for her imaginative concept of the faith
factor. She uses this term on the Presi-
dent's Page of The American Archivist
(page 285, Summer 1981) in her discus-
sions of user studies and of the
variegated steps involved in archival
searching. In coping with studies show-
ing holdings not used, she would call
upon a faith factor in rendering deci-
sions to discard. Records of intrinsic
value to an institution she believes
should be preserved.

Brooklyn College of the City Univer-
sity of New York provides an excellent
example. The advent of a new president
and the celebration of the college's fif-
tieth anniversary set off an un-
precedented number of requests for
hitherto unused resources.

Robert L. Hess, historian, appointed
in 1979, provided dynamic leadership as
president in the preparations for the
1980/81 anniversary celebration. Vir-
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tually every department of the college
responded with some form of exhibit,
seminar and/or special event. A volume
entitled Brooklyn College - The First
Half-Century was prepared by a pro-
fessor emeritus of history and a com-
position for the occasion from a col-
league in the music department was
commissioned.

The Special Collections Division of
the Brooklyn College Library, as a
result, became recognized as an exciting
source of information about the
college's and the borough's past. In
response to requests, the division re-
trieved pictures, old and rare books of
poetry and prose, sermons, manuscripts
and scrapbook clippings up to that time
little-used.

This archivist endorses the principle
of the faith factor and thanks Ruth W.
Helmuth for her formulation of the con-
cept.

ANTOINETTE CIOLLI
Former Chief,

Special Collections Division,
Brooklyn College

TO THE EDITOR:

CERTAIN PROBLEMS related to archival
sampling were not discussed in Frank
Boles's "Sampling in Archives," which
appeared in the Spring 1981 issue. The
application of sampling to the Stearns
Salt and Lumber Company Papers dem-
onstrates these problems. First, data
from the entire collection (1207 ac-
counts) was converted into machine
readable form in order to determine the
mean, standard deviation, and variance
needed for calculations of sample size
required. The time and related expense
this process involved would no doubt
have been sufficient to process the entire
collection several times. This procedure
obviously could not be applied to a col-

lection of accounts representing two
hundred cubic feet of records instead of
two cubic feet. A decision to forego this
data conversion eliminates the easy crea-
tion of sample parameters and the iden-
tification of the unusual cases.

Second, no efforts apparently were
made to alert future researchers to the
retention on a non-sampling basis of
twenty-five unusually large accounts
which were removed from the sampling
universe in order to reduce the sample
size that was required. Without iden-
tification of these accounts as being
selected on a non-random basis, a future
researcher might add them in with the
sampled accounts and derive misleading
statistics.

Boles should be commended for rec-
ognizing a basic problem in the sampling
of archival material: the need to preserve
the unusual case. The decision to treat
separately the larger accounts of this
firm can be followed when appraising
correspondence files or case files. The
requirements of modern records selec-
tion do not absolve archivists of their
responsibility to examine, identify, and
preserve records of permanent value.

MICHAEL F. KOHL
City Records Center

City of Milwaukee

AUTHOR'S RESPONSE

I AGREE with these two points. Regard-
ing the second, I assumed researchers
would be informed of sampling method-
ology through the finding aid and thank
Mr. Kohl for stating explicitly the
necessity of this.

As to the first point, I did not intend
to imply that variance be determined by
converting entire data sets into machine
readable form. As I stated cyptically on
p. 127, one of the difficulties in mathe-
matical sampling is estimating variance.
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I specifically ruled out discussing prob-
lems such as this, as well as any general
discussion of the mathematics involved
in footnote 3, p. 126. This was done for
the sake of brevity. Since the subject has
been raised, however, let me clarify that
in estimates of variance the mean is ir-
relevant and standard deviation is a
specific mathematical measure of vari-
ance, not a separate value. As I sug-
gested in footnote 3, those interested in
mastering the details can find the infor-
mation they seek in the sampling litera-
ture of statistics and sociology.

My point in converting the entire data
set into machine readable form was to
carry out the third objective of my
paper, to demonstrate the validity of
sampling techniques by applying them to
a data set of known values. I apologize
for any lack of clarity on this point.

FRANK BOIES
Chicago Historical Society
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