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A discussion of the report of the AHA-OAH Joint Committee on the Defense of the Rights of Historians under the First Amendment 
on the Yale-Aptheker controversy is mailed with this newsletter and will be found after page 8. Also, a ballot on a resolution 
regarding this matter passed at th OAH Business Meeting accompanies this newsletter as does a ballot on the proposed 
constitutional changes discussed below. 

PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL CHANGES 
Acting upon recommendations prepared by a subcommittee 

chaired by Betty Fladeland of Southern Illinois University, the Ex
ecutive Board endorsed proposals for changes in Article VI and 
Article VIII of the OAH Constitution. The changes in Article VI would 
enable the Executive Board to authorize the establishment offoreign 
and regional branches or affiliates, while the changes in Article VIII 
concern amendments, bylaws, and resolutions. To become parts of 
the Constitution, these proposals must be endorsed by a majority of 
the members participating in a mail ballot. THUS, A BALLOT IS 
ENCLOSED FOR INDIVIDUAL MEMBERS ONLY. 

Statements on the Issues 
Article VI: 

The Organization wants to encourage scholars in other countries 
to join our organization. At the last Business Meeting in New York in 
April, 1978, the membership voted a special dues category for 
scholars outside the United States, and the Executive Board has had 
one inquiry about the establishment of an affiliate. In rewriting the 
constitution to make this possible, it seemed like a good idea to look 
ahead to the possibility of the need for regional branches within the 
United States as well. 

Article VIII: 
The committee believes that since constitutional amendments, 

bylaws, and resolutions carry different weights in terms of structural 
change and permanence, they should have different requirements 
for passage: amendments should be the most difficult to change, 
bylaws less so, and simple resolutions should be the easiest to pass. 
On resolutions we decided not to give the Executive Board an abso
lute veto but to write in what we considered a safeguard: the Board 
may review a resolution adopted by the Business Meeting, and if it is 
then rejected by the Board the reasons for opposition can be submit
ted to the membership along with the mail ballot. We did not specify 
that a certain percentage of the membership must vote on any 
change because that might very well involve the expense and con
fusion of conducting repeated elections. 

Betty Fladeland 

We should think very seriously before we vote on the proposed 
changes to Article VIII (Amendments, Bylaws and Resolutions). 
Tucked at the end of Section 1 is a new provision requiring for any 
constitutional change the approval of two-thirds ratherthan a simple 
majority of voting members. Why are we asked to take such a 
cautious approach to future adjustments? Conservatism for its own 
sake is no answer at all. Have we been prone to wildly veering 
alterations in our constitution? The only possible justification forthis 
kind of charge lies in the recent referenda on a contested presidency, 
and one change of mind scarcely qualifies as proof of a giddy mem
bership. On our record, which includes a number of very close votes, 
we must assume that the new two~thirds provision certainly would 
block some amendments. Therefore, to support the proposed 
changes in Article VIII. we need reasons sufficiently persuasive to 
warrant frustrating a majority judgment. Neither logic nor our own 
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history seems to yield these special reasons. A simple majority is 
considered appropriate in deciding other important issues before 
the OAH, a simple majority has maintained our constitution in the 
past, and without strong evidence to the contrary, a simple majority 
continues to be our wisest and healthiest guide for the future. 

Robert Wiebe 

THE NEW YORK MEETING 
More than 2,450 people registered for the meeting in New York 

City, the first OAH meeting held there. About 900 more than the 1976 
attendance in Atlanta, the registration figure was one ofthe largest in 
the history of the Organization. Undoubtedly, the location was the 
decisive factor, and the success of the meeting suggests that we 
should return to the nation's largest city sometime soon. The meet
ing succeeded in spite of the lack of attention paid to it by the media, 
and the media ignored it even though the program contained fea
tures that deserved wide attention and the Publicity Committee 
worked very hard. Enthusiasm for the program seemed to be un
usually high and the program and publicity committees generated 
an unusually large amount of interest in secondary schools. Well 
over a hundred students attended with their teachers from Scarsdale 
High School. Fanwood High School in Scotch Plains, Abraham Lin
coln High School in Brooklyn, and Weston High School in Weston, 
Massachusetts. They were able to register at a reduced rate, and we 
hope that this, like the Visiting Scholars program, will become a 
regular feature of our meeting. 

OUTCOME OF THE ELECTIONS 
More than 1,500 ballots were received on the three constitutional 

amendments before the membership. This vote represented a turn
out of 18.4 percent compared with about 4 percent when these 
issues had been put before OAH members earlier. The proposal 
concerning the Nominating Board was defeated 727 to 764, while the 
others were passed, the one on the President by vote of 806 to 695 
and the one dealing with the Executive Board 846 to 650. 

In voting for OAH offices, the following members were elected: 
President: Eugene D. Genovese, University of Rochester; 
President-Elect: Carl N. Degler, Stanford University; Executive 
Board: Francis Jennings, Newberry Library; Nathan I. Huggins, Co
lumbia University; Jane De Hart Mathews, University of North 
Carolina, Greensboro; Nominating Board: John H. Bracey, Jr., Uni
versity of Massachusetts, Amherst; Herbert T. Hoover, University of 
South Dakota; and Rudolph J. Vecoli, University of Minnesota. More 
than 2,235 ballots were cast in the election for a turnout of 27.3 
percent, somewhat higher than the 22 percent who voted in the 
elections two years ago. 

SLATE FOR 1979 
President: 
Carl N. Degler, Stanford University 
President-Elect: 
William Appleman Williams, Oregon State University 



Executive Board: 
Robert Bremner, Ohio State University 
Martin Duberman, Lehman College, City University of New York 
W . Eugene Hollon, University of Toledo 
William McLaughlin, Brown University 
Pauline Maier, Massachusetts Institute of Technology 
Moses Rischin, San Francisco State University 
Arvah Strickland, University of Missouri, Columbia 
George Tindall, University of North Carolina 
Joan Hoff Wilson, Arizona State University 
Nominating Board: 
John Buenker, University of Wisconsin, Parkside 
David Montgomery, University of Pittsburgh 
Carol Bleser, Colgate University 
Mary Young, University of Rochester 
Nell Painter, University of Pennsylvania 
William Tuttle, University of Kansas 
John Bodnar, Pennsylvania State Historical Commission 
James Henretta, Boston University 

Candidates for the Nominating Board have been paired; those for 
the Executive Board have not. Voting members ofthe Organization 
will be asked to vote for no more than three candidates for the 
Executive Board, and the three who receive the largest number of 
votes will be declared elected. 

One hundred members of the Organization may present a petition 
for an additional candidate for any office open for election, such 
petition to be presented to the Executive Secretary by October 15. 
The names of persons so nominated shall be placed on the official 
ballot, being identified as "candidates by petition." Petitioners need 
not prepare and circulate a form. A letter nominating a member and 
signed by one or more members will be counted. 

NEW EDITOR OF THE JAH 
In August, Lewis Perry will become Editor of the Journal ofAmer

ican History and also Professor of History at Indiana University. A 
native of Somerville, Massachusetts, Perry graduated from Oberlin 
College in 1960 and received the PhD from Cornell University seven 
years later. A member of the History Department in the State Uni
versity of New York at Buffalo since 1966, he specializes in American 
intellectual history, has written Radical Abolitionism: Anarchy and 
the Government ofGod in Antis/avery Thought (Ithaca: Cornell Uni
versity Press, 1973) and edited with Leonard I. Krimerman, Patterns 
ofAnarchy: A Collection of Writings on the Anarchist Tradition (New 
York: Doubleday Anchor Books, 1966) and, with Michael Fellman, 
History and the Abolitionists: A Collection of New Essays (Baton 
Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, in press). He has also pub
lished in American Quarterly, Church History, Reviews in American 
History, Civil War History, and History and Theory, among other 
journals. At present, he is completing a book on Henry Clarke Wright. 

Perry's appointment as editor was made by the Executive Board in 
April following a year-long search, conducted chiefly by two com
mittees. E. David Cronon chaired one that represented the OAH and 
was composed of Noble Cunningham, Nathan Huggins, Winthrop 
Jordan, and Jane De Hart Mathews, while Donald Carmony chaired 
the second, a group representing Indiana University's History De
partment and including Charles Jelavich, Irene Neu, and David 
Pletcher. The Organization is indebted to them for their hard and 
successful work. 

The Organization also owes a vote ofthanks to Robert G. Gunder
son for his work as Interim Editor during the past year. Taking over 
after Martin Ridge's departure, he moved the work along very effec
tively while the search for a new editor went forward. Now, with the 
same strong sense of professional responsibility, he is helping Perry 
as the Journal moves into a new era. 

THE EXECUTIVE BOARD 
The Executive Board met in New York on April 12, 1978, with 

President Kenneth M. Stampp presiding. Treasurer Robert K. Murray 
reported that the OAH operated at a deficit of$22,000 during the past 
year. The largest loss in income came in Journal adversiting, which 

was down nearly twenty percent. Murray said that the budget for 
1978 is unrealistic. It should be at least $20,000 less than indicated. 
However, to accomplish such a reduction would mean seriously 
impairing the Organization's functions, reducing staff, or cutting 
publications. The easier, but more dangerous fiscal alternative, was 
to assume that at least $20,000 in new revenues could be generated. 
Murray stressed the need for the dues increase in 1980, assuming 
the inflation rate remains at six percent a year. He opposed a dues 
increase before that date fearing it might cause further decline in 
membership. Murray noted that membership income was particu
larly a problem in the $10,000 to $15,000 category. 

G.L. Seligmann, Jr. presented the Membership Committee report. 
He contended that there is a historical establishment based on geog
raphy. He observed that fifty percent of the participants on the OAH 
program came from five states. He was especially upset by those 
persons who participated in two roles on the program-as chairman 
and commentator. He suggested the Program Committee try to 
select individuals who have never before been on the program. 
Richard S. Kirkendall noted that only about one half of the persons 
on the OAH program were members of the OAH. Keith Polakoff 

contended that a more fundamental factor in OAH membership was 
the ending ofthe growth ofthe profession. Kirkendall proposed that 
he should make a major membership drive this year, supplementing 
the efforts of the Membership Committee. The Board unanimously 
approved his proposal. 

In an effort to stimulate the study of American history abroad and 
also to extend the reach of the OAH, the Board passed a recom
mendation to set up a special category for foreign scholars, with 
dues equal to the associate membership level. 

Robert G. Gunderson presented the editor's report and expressed 
his gratitude to the Board for the opportunity to be Interim Editor of 
the JAH. He also expressed appreciation for the genius and organi
zational ability of Martin Ridge, who had put together a very able 
staff. The Board unanimously passed a motion expressing its thanks 
to Gunderson for his service. Kirkendall stated that both the OAH 
search and screen committee and the Indiana University History 
Department committee had agreed on Lewis Perry of the State Uni
versity of New York at Buffalo to be the new editor oftheJAH. Later in 
the meeting Kirkendall introduced Perry to the Board. 

Kirkendall presented the Executive Secretary's report. Evelyn L. 
Leffler stated that pre-registration was higher than at any other 
meeting since the Chicago convention in 1973. Kirkendall observed 
that there were fifty-seven job openings at this year's job registry 
compared to fifty-six last year and 131 applicants this year, 239 last 
year. 

The Board discussed support of the National Coordinating Com
mittee. Kirkendall asked the Board to consider an assessment 
whereby each OAH member would contribute one dollar toward the 
NCC. Frank Freidel noted that the NCC has an important role to play 
in helping find employment for historians. 

George Farr and Gale Peterson were introduced to the Board. Farr 
discussed the decision of the National Endowment for the 
Humanities regarding the United States Newspaper Project, explain
i ng that NEH plans establish its own newspaper project and that the 
advantage of this new arrangement would be a formal commitment 
by NEH to this project that would free it from the frequent need to 
apply for funds. Peterson expressed concern that under the new 
arrangement there would be no central coordinating office like the 
OAH has developed to act as a clearing house for the project. He 
hoped the OAH could continue its office, at perhaps a reduced level 
of operation, at least until the NEH had its program in place. The 
Board authorized Peterson and Kirkendall to explore the possibility 
of continuing such an OAH office and to have President-Elect Eugene 
Genovese appoint a three-person subcommittee to which they 
would report and which would be empowered to make a final deci
sion. 



Kirkendall dealt with other matters in his report. He discussed his 
office's interest in congressional legislation concerning presidential 
papers, reporting that he had testified on this matter before Repre
sentative Richardson Preyer's subcommittee on March 2 and that 
Preyer's staff had requested additional testimony. On Kirkendall's 
recommendation, the Board unanimously voted to reaffirm its inter
est in the establishment of a historical advisory committee for the 
Department of Energy. Kirkendall said he would write again in behalf 
of the NARS budget and that he had been informed by David Brody 
that changes in the Humphrey-Hawkins bill rendered it essentially 
useless from the OAH's point of view. Kirkendall also informed the 
Board that if a major development takes place in the Library of 
Congress the OAH would be in a good position to reconsider the 
bibliographical work of the JAH. He noted that letters received re
garding the Board's decision on ERA were now somewhat larger 
from those individuals approving the action than from those criticiz
ing it. 

One of the most controversial issues discussed by the Board was 
the Yale-Aptheker report made by the AHA-OAH Joint Committee on 
the Defense of the Rights of Historians under the First Amendment 
(see January Newsletter). An account of this discussion is in the 
special section dealing with the Yale-Aptheker controversy. 

The Board considered other business. It voted to accept the "Re
port of the Committee on the Wiebe Proposal," drawn up by Brody, 
Murray, and Allan G. Bogue. This report dealt with the scope of the 
OAH's activities. The Board voted to cosponsor the Thomson Prize. 
The Board voted to appoint a memberto an International Committee 
on the Study of America Abroad, although it withheld a $500 ap
propriation. And the Board made two changes in the rules governing 
the Frederick Jackson Turner Award competition. 

In other business, Kirkendall said he would write to the Archivist of 
the United States on behalf ofthe Board commending the decision to 
open the 1900 census. Wiebe expressed concern about the futu re of 
the Thelen proposal for a pamphlet on innovative teaching and 
stressed the need for a strong and knowledgeable editor that would 
be appointed by the Executive Board. The Board turned down a 
resolution that would have increased the Program Committee's 
budget and discussed Eric Foner's suggestions for increasing par
ticipation by black historians in the OAH. A resolution expressed 
thanks to Indiana University. Stampp also expressed the Board's 
gratitude to the outgoing members of the Board: Betty Fladeland, 
Herbert Gutman, John Hope Franklin, and Allan Bogue. The meet
ing, which had begun at 8:30 a.m., adjourned at 4:40 p.m. 

1978 AWARD WINNERS 
At the New York meeting the following awards were conferred: 

The Frederick Jackson Turner Award to The University of Chicago 
Press and Daniel T. Rodgers for Work Ethic in Industrial America, 
1850-1920. 

The Louis Pelzer Memorial Award to John R. Nelson, Jr., a doctoral 
candidate at Northern Illinois University for his essay "Alexander 
Hamilton and American Manufacturing: A Reexamination." 

The Binkley-Stephenson Award to Burton I. Kaufman of Kansas 
State University for his article, "Mideast Multinational Oil, U.S. 
Foreign Policy and Antitrust, the 1950s," published in the March 1977 
issue of the JAH. 

1979 FREDERICK JACKSON TURNER AWARD 
Competition for the Frederick Jackson Turner Award is now un

derway and the award will be made at next spring's meeting of the 
OAH in New Orleans, April 11-14. 

Only manuscripts accepted for publication by university presses 
will be eligible forthe competition. Each press can enter one manus
cript and only one each year. 

The other rules and terms of the competition are as follows: 
1. 	 Manuscripts must be scheduled for publication in the calendar 

year 1978. 
2. 	 The manuscript must deal with some significant phase of Amer

ican history. 
3. 	 The manuscript must be the work of an author who has not 

previously published a book-length study of history. 
4. 	 If the author has the PhD, he/she must have received it no earlier 

than seven years before the manuscript was submitted for publi
cation. 

5. 	 Copies of the work must be submitted by the presses and mailed 
to each of the three judges. The prize committee consists of the 
immediate past OAH president and two other members chosen 
by the current president. The deadline for submitting entries is 
July 1, 1978. The judges will announce their decision by February 
1,1979, and the outcome will be announced and the award con
ferred at the annual meeting. The prize for the author will consist 
of a medal, a certificate, and $500. In addition, the university press 
that publishes the manuscript will be given a subsidy of $3,000 to 
be used for the publication of another manuscript in American 
history by an author who has not previously published a book
length work of history. Also, the Journal ofAmerican History will 
publish a full-page advertisement on the winning manuscript 
without cost to its publisher. 

Award Committee members are: Professor Kenneth M. Stampp, 
Department of History, University of California, Berkeley, CA 94720; 
Professor William R. Hutchison, 966 Memorial Drive, Harvard Uni
versity, Cambridge, MA 02138; and Professor Ann J. Lane, 1517 
Beacon Street, Boston, MA 02146. Copies of the manuscript should 
be sent to these historians. 

1979 MERLE CURTI AWARD 
The Merle Curti Award in American intellectual history will be 

awarded for the second time at the April 1979 meeting ofthe Organi
zation of American Historians. Books published by university or 
commercial presses in 1977 or 1978 in any subfield or period of 
American intellectual history are eligible. Three copies should be in 
the hands ofthe committee no later than October 1,1978, and earlier 
submission will be appreciated. Final page proofs may be used for 
books to be published after October 1 and before January 1, 1979. 

The Award will consist of $500 to the author, plus a medal and a 
certificate. A copy of each entry should be mailed to: 

Henry F. May, Department of History, University of California, Ber
keley, CA 94720. 

Gordon Wood, Department of History, Brown University, Pro
vidence, RI 02912. 

George Frederickson, Department of History, Northwestern Univer
sity, Evanston, IL 60201. 

THE THOMSON PRIZE 
In response to an invitation from the Archivist ofthe United States, 

the OAH has become the cosponsor, with the National Archives, of 
the Charles Thomson Prize in American history. Designed to honor 
Thomson, the first Secretary of the Continental Congress, and to 
encourage archival research, the annual award was begun in 1975. It 
is given to an author of a previously unpublished essay that reflects 
significant research in NARS and consists of publication in Prologue 
and $250 from the National Archives. The editor of Prologue will 
serve as administrative assistant for the work ofthe prize committee, 
which will be selected by the Organization. Members will receive 
additional information in the next issue of the Newsletter, the JAH, 
and a special mailing. 

PROGRAMS FOR 1979 AND 1980 
The Program Committee for the 1979 New Orleans meeting, 

chaired by Michael Greenberg of The College of Staten Island, 
CUNY, is now in the late stages of its work. 
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The work of historians has broadened markedly in the last twenty 
years, with regard to the methods used, the groups of people con
sidered, and the questions asked about their behavior, their work, 
their ideas, and the quality of their lives. Therefore, for the 1980 
meeting, to be held in San Francisco, the Program Committee in
tends to highlight this "New American History" by developing a 
series of core sessions that reflect the theme "To Study the People" 
(working class, immigrants, Afro-Americans, Native Americans, 
women, Chicanos, middle class, Marxists, elites, homosexuals, the 
aged, artists, intellectuals, and so forth). The committee especially 
wishes to hear from those historians whose scholarship and teach
ing is related to this theme. It has in mind not only papers that report 
new research but also papers that analyze and reflect upon some 
dimension of the evolution of historians' work in the last twenty 
years. Since your collective interests extend further than the com
mittee's, it has resisted the temptation to be more specific. If you 
believe your work reflects this thematic interest, please write de
scribing either a session you wish to arrange or a paper you would 
like to present. 

The committee also welcomes and encourages proposals for pa
pers, workshops, and panels which are independent of the theme 
and asks that each project be described in a two-page resume that 
summarizes its thesis, methodology, and significance. Because the 
committee plans to meet at the AHA meeting in December, it would 
be particularly grateful for proposals submitted this fall. The dead
line for receipt of proposals is March 1, 1979. Two copies of each 
proposal should be addressed to the Committee Chairwoman, Linda 
K. Kerber, Department of History, University of Iowa, Iowa City, IA 
52240. 

Other members of the Program Committee are: Leon Litwack, 
University of California, Berkeley; Willie Lee Rose, The Johns Hop
kins University; Martin Sherwin, Princeton University; Kathryn Kish 
Sklar, University of California, Los Angeles; Daniel Scott Smith, 
Newberry Library and the University of Illinois, Chicago Circle; and 
Louise Wade, University of Oregon. 

THE 1979 MEETING 
Next year's meeting will be held April 11 to April 14 in New Orleans 

at the Hyatt Regency. The Executive Secretary regrets the conflict 
between the meeting and Passover. He made arrangements for the 
meeting soon after taking office in 1973; at that time, the bylaws 
instructed him to schedule meetings between April 1 and May 15 and 
to do so at least two years in advance. His predecessor's experience 
suggested that meetings must be scheduled five years in advance to 
guarantee access to adequate facilities at a busy time of year for 
conventions, and the rules and customs of the Organization did not 
instruct him to avoid conflicts with the religious holidays. In fact, 
during the years since its founding in 1907, the MVHA-OAH had 
scheduled six meetings that conflicted with the Easter holidays and 
seventeen that conflicted with Passover. Now, the practice has been 
changed, and the Executive Secretary avoids conflicts with these 
holidays in scheduling meetings. By the time the change was made, 
however, it was too late to reschedule the 1979 meeting. 

Members should be reminded that holding the meeting in New 
Orleans does not conflict with the Executive Board's recent decision 
concerning OAH participation in the boycott of states that have not 
ratified the proposed Equal Rights Amendment. The Board was not 
urged nor did it decide to break contracts. The decision that was 
made means that as long as the ERA remains an issue, the Executive 
Secretary will not make new contracts in states that have not ratified. 

NEH ABSORBS NEWSPAPER PROJECT 
On March 7, 1978, the OAH learned that its grant proposal to the 

National Endowment for the Humanities for continuin'g the coor
dinative office of the United States Newspaper Project at the OAH 
had not been funded. Instead, the Endowment plans to build on the 
work that the OAH has done and establish its own newspaper pro
ject, in effect, "institutionalizing" the newspaper bibliographic and 
preservation effort under its own aegis. 

George Farr, ofthe research materials program atthe NEH, spoke 
about the Endowment's decision at a meeting of the project's advi
sory panel on April 3, 1978, to the Executive Board ofthe OAH in New 
York on April 12, and before another meeting ofthe advisory panel of 
the USNP in Iowa City on May 23-24. He went into some detail in 
explaining the Endowment's review process that led to the decision 
not to fund the OAH office. 

Because the Endowment wished to continue what it deemed an 
extremely worthwhile effort and because it did not wish to sacrifice 
the momentum which the OAH had achieved, itwas decided thatthe 
NEH would set up its own program, with the guidelines to be estab
lished through consultation with scholars, librarians, archivists, and 
states that have already achieved some measure of bibliographic 
control through their ongoing newspaper programs. Preliminary 
plans for the program include the availability of outright grant 
money for states which want to hold a planning conference to launch 
a project to achieve bibliographic control and holdings information. 
Some money might be available for states that already have a pro
gram but want to explore particularly the connection between their 
effort and the national effort to record such data in a national data 
base. 

A second component ofthe NEH's projected program will allow an 
individual state to apply to the Endowment for funds to develop a 
comprehensive bibliography of newspapers published in that state 
and to survey the state for the location of files. Modeled closely on 
the USNP's Iowa Pilot Project, these efforts will be funded primarily 
through the Endowment's gifts-and-matching mechanism with 
some outright money, possibly averaging $20,000 for each state, 
made available. When a state has brought its bibliographic work to a 
satisfactory level, it will become eligible to apply to the Endowment 
for funds to finance microfilming of selected files for preservation 
and access. Because of the high costs of microfilming, states would 
obtain this money totally through the gifts-and-matching procedure. 

A special board, loosely resembling the USNP Advisory Panel and 
composed of scholars, representatives from societies most con
cerned with these research materials, archivists, and librarians, will 
be created for the newspaper project. It will help develop and im
plement the guidelines for the new program, making funding rec
ommendations about applications from states, and advise the En
dowment about future policy needs. Farr emphasized, in this con
text, that the Endowment understands that its commitment to this 
effort is a long-term one, extending at least for a decade and prob
ably longer. 

Although the configuration of the national project is experiencing 
important changes, in recent months the USNP has been gaining 
momentum in each area of its concerns. Since the beginning of the 
year, the Iowa Pilot Project staff has completed the collection of 
historical data on Iowa's newspapers, expanded holdings data to 
include selected non-Iowa institutions while working on the survey 
of the State Historical Society of Iowa's holdings, and continued to 
merge the two types of data into tentative bibliographic entries. In 
the absence ofthe Library of Congress coding and editing manual for 
newspapers, the Iowa project could only prepare compilation forms 
summarizing the collected holdings and historical data. Only since 
mid-May has it been able to begin to complete worksheets compati
ble with the new format. With the project slated to end by June 30, 
1978, the staff is on schedu Ie in every aspect of its work except for the 
coding and editing that must precede the conversion of data to 
machine-readable form. The State Historical Society continues to 
support the Iowa Pilot Project by encouraging microfilming of files 
discovered around the state. This work is funded by an annual 
$25,000 appropriation from the state legislature. 

State planning conferences continued to prove a useful mecha
nism for developing collateral state projects during the second year 
of the USNP. Conferences were held for New England at the Amer
ican Antiquarian Society in December 1977, in Maine in February 
1978, and in South Dakota in March. Generally, the agendas included 
a review of existing newspaper bibliographic sources in the state, 
evaluation of the scope and quality of the state's preservation pro
gram for newspapers, discussion of an appropriate coordinative 
agency to work with the national effort, an estimate of required 
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funding, and consideration of likely private and public funding 
sources. Also, detailed analysis ofthe Iowa Pilot Project was used to 
illustrate priorities and procedures recommended by the USNP. A 
state planning conference, however, does not necessarily result in 
an immediate application to the NEH for assistance with bibliog
raphic or microfilming work. Conferees frequently preferto carry on 
some specific activity in their state that will build upon what was 
achieved at the planning conference to maintain awareness and 
enthusiasm for a state project. An application to the NEH is always 
regarded as a future activity. States which have submitted proposals 
for bibliographic projects within the past six months are New York, 
Illinois, and Rhode Island. State planning conferences are currently 
projected for Vermont, Arizona, Indiana, and California before the 
end of September. 

Work on the Library of Congress MARC-S coding and editing 
manual for newspapers has now been largely completed by Elaine 
W. Woods, a consultant to the USNP retained by the OAH under the 
auspices of a grant from the Carnegie Corporation. This manual, 
which will be published by the end of the year, will enable newspa
per bibliographers to complete worksheets and prepare bibliog
raphic entries for incorporation into developing national and re
gional serial data bases. Until now there have been no national 
standards or rules addressing specifically the cataloging require
ments of newspapers. Facilitating the preparation of the manual 
constitutes one of the principal accomplishments of the OAH coor
dinative office of the USNP over the past two years. 

Gale E. Peterson, who has been director of the USNP since he 
conducted the original feasibility study in 1973-74, will leave the 
OAH in order to assume the directorship of The Cincinnati Historical 
Society in mid-July. He will continue a limited involvement with the 
project as a consultant until the expiration of the NEH grant and is 
scheduled to speak at a number of state planning conferences in the 
fall. 

NCC: THE FIRST YEAR 
The National Coordinating Committee for the Promotion of His

tory is now a consortium of seventeen organizations representing 
professional historians, with the most recent additions being the 
Society for History Education, the Conference Group for Central 
European History, the Coordinating Committee on Women in the 
Historical Profession-Conference Group on Women's History and 
the History of Science Society. Recently a new category of institu
tional membership was created to draw into the NCC network both 
corporate and non-profit institutions interested in promoting his
tory. The Agricultural History Society was the first organization to 
apply for and receive institutional membership. Officers of constit
uent members have met concurrently with meetings of the AHA last 
December and most recently at the New York meeting of the OAH. 

Organized in response to the general worsening of history's posi
tion in the schools, as well as the alarming decrease in employment 
possibilities for individuals with advanced training in history, the 
National Coordinating Committee has now developed initiatives on 
two major fronts: the creation of organizations for promoting history 
at the state level and the preparation and dissemination of informa
tion directly related to potential new areas of professional employ
ment for historians. In addition NCC functions as an information 
clearinghouse for a number of developments related to the promo
tion of history. For example, the Coordinating Committee is cur
rently surveying all history departments to obtain information on 
new training programs at both undergraduate and graduate levels. 
Results of this questionnaire will be ready by fall. The NCC pamphlet 
on CETA funding, which has had wide distribution among historians 
and historical agencies, museums, archives, and the like, is being 
expanded and revised for circulation by the new Federation of Public 
Programs in the Humanities. 

Initially the NCC had targeted approximately a dozen states in 
which to form committees of historians. Several ofthese built on the 
already substantial work of numerous individuals working on the 
OAH Committee on the Status of History in the Schools. Others have 

resulted from the effort of individual historians who have volun
teered to extend the work of the NCC to their state. In a few cases an 
existing organization has provided sponsorship. The established 
committees and their chairpersons are: 
CALIFORNIA MINNESOTA 
William H. Pickens Edward J. Pluth 
California Postsecondary Edu Department of History 

cation Commission St. Cloud State University 
1020 12th Street St. Cloud, MN 56301 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

MISSOURI 
COLORADO Robert V. Schnucker 
Maxine Benson Northeast Missouri State Uni
Curator of Documentary Re versity 

sources Kirksville, MO 63501 
Colorado State Historical Soci-

NEVADAety 
John M. Townley, Director1300 Broadway 
Nevada Historical Society Denver, CO 80203 
1650 North Virginia Street 

CONNECTICUT Reno, NV 89503 
Bruce Stave 

NORTH CAROLINA Department of History 
Larry Tise, Director University of Connecticut 
Division of Archives and HistoryStorrs, CT 06268 
State of North Carolina 

FLORIDA Department of Cultural Re-
Maurice M. Vance sources 
Department of History Raleigh, NC 37611 
The Florida State University 

OHIOTallahassee, FL 32306 
Harris L. Dante 

ILLINOIS Department of Secondary Edu
Michael H. Ebner cation 
Department of History Kent State University 
Lake Forest College Kent, OH 44242 
Sheridan and College Roads 

PENNSYL VANIA Lake Forest, IL 60045 
Mahlon H. Hellerich 

KANSAS Archivist of Lehigh County 
Joseph M. Hawes, Chairman 455 Hamilton Street 
Department of History Allentown, PA 18105 
Kansas State University 

TEXASManhattan, KS 66506 
Glenn Linden 

MICHIGAN Department of Education 
Charles A. Gliozzo Southern Methodist University 
Department of Humanities Dallas, TX 75275 
Michigan State University 
East Lansing, MI 48824 

VERMONT 
Marshall M. True 
Department of History 
University of Vermont 
Burlington, VT 05401 

With regard to employment, those working with the coordinating 
committee have faced the reality that any significant expansion of 
career choices for young historians will have to come outside the 
university and will necessitate an extended outreach program on the 
part of academic historians responsible fortheirtraining. Tothat end 
resource groups have been attempting to determine what are realis
tic career choices for persons with training in history and what 
adjustments might be made in history education programs to 
develop these possibilities. NCC now has resource groups in federal 
government, state and local government, business, historic preser
vation, agriculture, and the media. 

Resource groups have used a wide variety of techniques to 
develop career information. Most important, has been the identifi
cation of a number of historians who currently are pursuing careers 
in business or public service and who are willing to share their 
experience with the Coordinating Committee. The results of investi
gations so far lead to several constructive conclusions. First, there 
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are a number of areas where historians can and should be employed 
and where they are able to use their professional skills with con
siderable success. We may, however, have to begin to train a histo
rian who can work comfortably with other social scientists, who can 
serve as part of a research team or who can meet an arbitrary 
deadline. It is of critical importance to the future of the historical 
profession that we develop structures for retaining young historians 
who seek careers in these areas for the number of historians occu
pied in exclusively academic pursuits will clearly continue to decline. 

NCC's recently published Directory and Survey of Historical Of
fices and Programs in the Federal Government offers several useful 
insights into the kinds of work performed by federal historians, as 
well as information related to the kind of preparation necessary to 
perform this work. We know that in the nearfuturethe numberof job 
openings in these offices will grow only modestly, but we have also 
learned that many areas of the federal government-the House of 
Representatives and several cabinet level departments, for 
instance-have virtually no organized historical office. The data ac
cumulated by the Fedearl Government Resource Group in the course 
of conducting the 1977 survey has provided an impressive body of 
evidence from which to argue for the extension of federal historical 
activities and the recruitment of history students for education and 
internship programs. 

Suellen Hoy, who chairs the State and Local Government Re
source Group, reports continuing progress in efforts to locate histo
rians employed by state and local governments, and the business 
resource groups have also begun to identify an encouraging number 
of historians practicing their profession in the corporate world. In 
Washington the resource group has conducted four seminars bring
ing together history graduate students and faculty w ith representa
tives of the business community to discuss general career informa
tion as well as techniques of job search, patterns of advancement, 
resume writing, internships, and a variety of other specific concerns. 
An evaluation of the seminar experiences will hopefully shed some 
light on what courses of programs would be appropriate for inclu
sion in the graduate curriculum to enable interested history students 
to obtain the skills and information needed to pursue careers in 
business. 

Historic preservation is an area that demands immediate attention 
from organizations representing professional historians. Preserva
tion activities are currently in receipt of considerable public interest 
and good will and provide an opportunity for bridging the gap 
between historians and public that should not be ignored. Many 
historians have been active in this field but by and large they have 
been isolated from academic departments. The dramatic growth of 
state, federal, and even private funding for preservation activities in 
the last decade has resulted in the need for a new kind of history 
professional, although only a few history departments are beginning 
to address this curriculum need in their training programs. In order 
to do this effectively there needs to be better communication be
tween academic historians and historians who have experience and 
expertise in preservation work. 

Furthermore, current plans to reorganize the federal govern
ment's preservation activities merit careful attention. Slightly more 
than a year ago President Carter announced plans for a national 
heritage program that would consolidate programs involving natu
ral, cultural, and historic resources. The completed study has pro
posed an Historic Conservation and Recreation Service combining 
both recreation and historic preservation activities from the Depart
ment of the Interior. The current Advisory Council on Historic Pres
ervation would become the Council on Heritage Conservation, and 
would include oversight of natural, as well as cultural, resources. 

A new Teaching Resource Group has also been formed. Chaired 
by Richard H. Brown, Director of Research and Education at the 
Newberry Library, the group will function as an informal network 
among the several agencies already working in the field of history 
education and as a conduit of information to NCC State committees 
and constituent members. Represented on the resource group will 
be the AHA Teaching Division, the OAH History Education Center, 
the Society for History Education and others. A first project will 
involve cataloging the various resources available to historians 

wanting to learn more about teaching techniques, innovations, or 
problems. 

The first year's work of state committees, resource groups, and 
NCC staff represent a beginning. We have drawn into the Coordinat
ing Committee's work an encouraging number of dedicated histo
rians who have begun to develop ideas and programs of dissipating 
the general malaise in wh ich the discipline finds itself. Equally as 
important we have begun to develop structures for stimulating a 
dialogue between historians inside and outside the university. Both 
painful adjustments and exciting new directions appear on the pro
fessional horizon. Whether historians face more of the one than the 
other can be a result of choice as much as circumstance. 

Arnita Jones 

NCC Publications 
The DIRECTORY AND SURVEY OF HISTORICAL OFFICES AND PRO

GRAMS IN THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT is now available. Pub
lished survey administered by NCC's Federal Government Re
source Group, the DIRECTORY lists and briefly describes 118 
historical units in the federal government. Additionally it contains 
a statistical analysis ofthe range of federal historical activities as 
well as a name index of historians in the units covered by the 
survey. $5.00. 

CETA FUNDING FOR HISTORIANS-A ten-page guide containing a 
description of how history departments and other historical or
ganizations can create innovative programs based on CETA fund
ing, as well as a summary of the various provisions of the Com
prehensive Employment and Training Act of 1973 and its expan
sion as a result of the Carter Administration's economic stimulus 
program. Included are a model proposal and a summary of De
partment of Labor suggested steps in applying for CETA funding. 
$.50. 

AL TERNA TE OCCUPA TIONS FOR THE ENVIRONMENTAL 
HISTORIAN-Leonard Crook has written a brief description of his 
position with the Federal Power Commission. It is reprinted from 
the Environmental History Newsletter. NCC Supplement #4. 

A GUIDE TO HUMANITIES FUNDING-This report includes infor
mation on recent changes in the law that should facilitate histo
rians' access to state-based humanities funding, a description of 
how applications may be made, along with several innovative 
programs which are excellent models of bringing history from 
the university to the public. NCC Supplement #5. 

NEWBERRY LIBRARY-Many of you will have seen notices of New
berry programs in various professional newsletters. A number of 
the programs of the library relate quite specifically to the goals of 
NCC. Richard Jensen, ofthe Newberry Library and the University 
of Illinois, Chicago Circle, has summarized their activities for us. 
NCC Supplement #6. 

CAREERS FOR HISTORIANS-Georgiana Davidson, PhD candidate 
at the Berkeley campus, University of California, has prepared a 
report on an innovative effort by one graduate department to 
institute a program of workshops and seminars designed to in
crease vocational awareness among history graduate students. 
NCC Supplement #7. 

CAREER ALTERNATIVES BIBLIOGRAPHY-NCC may be unique as 
an effort among academic disciplines, but our concerns are qu ite 
familiar to other professional organizations and societies. The 
AHA staff has prepared a brief bibliography of articles and books 
discussing the employment crisis and career alternatives in 
humanities and social sciences. NCC Supplement #8. 

HISTORICAL ANAL YSIS: A NEW MANAGEMENT TOOL FOR PUBLIC 
WORKS ADMINISTRATORS-Suellen M. Hoy, Executive Secre
tary of the Public Works Historical Society has co-authored an 
article with Michael C. Robinson describing the use of historical 
skills in this and other public service fields. NCC Supplement #9. 

HEIDELBERG COLLEGE: HISTORIC PRESERVA TlON 
APPOINTMENT-Barbara Howe's description of her faculty po
sition at Heidelberg College. She is an Ohio state regional preser
vation officer in a faculty position created by matching funds 
from the Ohio State Historic Preservation Office. NCC Supple
ment #10. 
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HISTORIANS' SKILLS AND BUSINESS NEEDS-Robert Pomeroy, 
chair of the Washington Area Business Resource Group, has 
written a brief description ofthe ways in which historical training 
can be applied to business research. NCC Supplement #12. 

THE HISTORY GROUP, INC.-Darlene Roth, President of the 
Atlanta-based private research and consulting firm sketches the 
problems and opportunities in doing historical research by con
tract. The History Group has conducted numerous research proj
ects in planning, urban development, historic preservation, and 
has assisted in the development of some historical spe
cializations in the growing tourism industry in Atlanta, Georgia. 
NCC Supplement #13. 

HISTORY WITHOUT HISTORIANS-Federal Government Resource 
Group member Anna Nelson's analysis of 1977 survey returns 
from federal government departments and agencies having no 
historical program. NCC Supplement #14. 

All orders should be sent prepaid to: American Historical Associ
ation, 400 A Street, SE, Washington, DC 20003. 

An Appeal for Funds 
The bad news on the NCC concerns the fund-raising drive. In 

response to our mailing last fall, we received less than $3,500, and 
the American Historical Association pulled in a comparable amount. 
Thus, we will soon run out of funds and be forced to bring to an end 
the good work conducted by Arnita Jones unless we locate new 
funds. Other constituent members will tide us over for a few weeks, 
and special appeals are being made for substantial contributions. 
Yet, the NCC needs and deserves support from every member of the 
OAH. 

If every employed historian in our Organization would contribute a 
dollar a year to the NCC while members of other groups made 
comparable contributions and a few historians and others continued 
to make substantial ones, the work could go forward at the present 
level. Consequently, we have considered the possibility of imposing 
a special assessment of $1.00 per year on members of the OAH and 
AHA, but time and discussion are needed before such a policy could 
be established. As a stopgap, bills for dues will be stamped "add $1 
for the NCC." Thus, when you write your next check for OAH dues, 
add a dollar to the total. 

Request for Information 
The Resource Group on State and Local Government is attempting 

to locate historians (preferably individuals with master's and doc
toral degrees) presently employed by state and local governments. 
This Resource Group is particularly interested in historians who hold 
non-traditional historical positions in, for example, planning de
partments, public works agencies, or on state legislative research 
staffs. (The Resource Group on State and Local Government is not 
interested in collecting information on historians who work solely as 
historic preservationists for state and local governments.) 

If you are, or know of, a historian of th is kind, please send the 
following information to Dr. Suellen M. Hoy, Executive Secretary, 
Public Works Historical Society, 1313 E. 60th Street, Chicago, IL 
60637: name, position, address, telephone, and general description 
of job responsibilities. 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION AND THE 

NATIONAL HERITAGE PROGRAM 


Historic preservation programs at the federal level are complex 
and currently changing. A brief overview of them for informational 
purposes requires both the abstraction of many details and the risky 
insertion of certain emphases. It also tempts some concluding ob
servations. 

Broadly speaking, preservation has been the primary concern of 
two organizations, the Office of Archeology and Historic Preserva
tion (OAHP) and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP). The former was a subpart of the National Park Service until 

recently; the latter is a small, independent agency within the Execu
tive Branch. Each has significantly different functions and respon
sibilities. 

The mission of OAHP is to provide for the preservation of architec
tural, historic, archeological, and cultural resources. In turn, thattask 
is subdivided into seven categories of activity. Perhaps the best 
known of these is the maintenance of the National Register of His
toric Places. Though the office ofthe Register has a variety of related 
interests, it is chiefly concerned with determining the eligibi lity of 
properties nominated for inclusion in the national "inventory." De
terminations are made on the basis of continually refined criteria and 
professional standards for assessing the significance of those nomi
nated properties. 

Similarly, the Historic Sites Survey identifies and evaluates histor
ical properties of potential significance as National Historic Land
marks. Once designated as a "landmark" in the light of historical 
themes ranging from prehistoric man to the 20th century, the prop
erty is automatically enrolled in the National Register of Historic 
Places. 

Two other areas of activity within OAHP, the Historic American 
Buildings Survey and the Historic American Engineering Record, are 
involved with the identification and documentation of the design 
and construction of historically or architecturally important struc
tures, and the nation's engineering and industrial heritage, respec
tively. HABS research can range from the lapstrake siding of a 17th 
century New England cottage to the footpath patterns of a Pueblo 
cliffdwelling; HAER considers such th ings as early water control 
systems on Long Island and cast iron bridges in rural Ohio. 

The archeological counterpart of HABS and HAER is the office of 
Interagency Archeological Services. It conducts a national program 
for the preservation of archeological remains, develops policies and 
standards, disseminates information on research methods and sal
vage techniques, and issues permits for archeological exploration 
on most federally-owned or controlled lands. 

Finally, the offices of Grants-Administration and Technical Preser
vation Services provide wide-ranging administrative and technical 
assistance to federal and state agencies, and local parties. Technical 
Preservation Services, especially, develops various means, often 
scientific, for physical preservation and restoration work. The 
choice, for example, of the proper detergent used to scrub a stone 
wall , rather than sandblast it, will be made there. 

All ofthese offices encourage increased public awareness through 
projects carried out in cooperation with state and local governments, 
preservation gorups, educational institutions, historical societies, 
and private individuals. Taken together, they represent highly spe
cialized and professional efforts to identify, classify, and evaluate the 
nation's material past. In a word, OAHP performs essential research 
and inventory functions. 

In contrast, the Advisory Council is charged with planning and 
protective review and compliance responsibilities. Advising the 
President and Congress on policy matters, encouraging public inter
est and preservation education, conducting or recommending 
studies relating to state and local legislation, developing special 
reports on issues of importance to preservationists, and guiding 
United States participation in international preservation activities, 
all are duties charged to the ACHP by the National Historic Preserva
tion Act of 1966, as amended. 

Section 106 of that act, executive order, and subsequent environ
mental legislation further empower the ACHP to review and com
ment upon federal and federally-assisted or licensed undertakings 
that affect properties included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the 
National Register. This exhaustive review is conducted according to 
the Council's "Procedures for the Protection of Historic and Cultural 
Properties." Its larger purpose is to ensure that preservationist con
cerns are duly integrated into the federal planning process. It seeks 
wherever possible to avoid any adverse effect upon a recognized 
historic or cultural resource. Where conflicts occur between such a 
resource and a proposed federal undertaking, the ACHP attempts to 
resolve them with the broad public interest in mind. 

Federal preservation programs currently underway, in other 
words, have acquired a sophisticated and diversified character. An 
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impressive level of technical and organizational maturity has been 
developed in little more than ten years. Now, having reached that 
point, those programs are experiencing a significant overhaul. 

President Carter's request in early 1977 for the development of a 
comprehensive National Heritage Program led the Secretary of the 
Interiorto convene a National Heritage Trust Task Force. A large and 
widely-based group, its responsibility was to conduct a thorough 
review of both existing programs and anticipated needs. "Heritage" 
was understood to include both cultural and natural resources. 

The results of the Task Force review, subsequent presidential and 
secretarial decisions, organizational changes within Interior, and 
proposed legislative action combine to make a complicated bundle. 
Not everything envisioned and discussed has been or will be ac
complished. The process of implementing a National Heritage Pro
gram is still going on, and the final shape of its particulars may yet be 
modified in the course of congressional scrutiny. 

But the overall thrust of the Heritage plan is to combine preserva
tion goals with natural conservation ones, and to place both within 
the existing framework of outdoor recreation programs. The na
tion's cultural heritage was defined by the Task Force as historic or 
cultural places, collections and objects, arts and skills, and folklife 
and contemporary cultures. The natural heritage was understood to 
mean areas of ecologic, geologic, wild, and scenic value. This trian
gular preservation-conservation-recreation arrangement is meant 
to be organizationally and conceptually integrated at the federal 
level, and it is to extend vertically down to the state and local levels, 
as well. 

A major step toward implementation ofthe Heritage plan occurred 
early this year with the creation by Secretarial Order of the Heritage 
Conservation and Recreation Service (HCRS). As a new agency 
within the Department of the Inerior, HCRS now houses the Office of 
Archeology and Historic Preservation described above. In addition, it 
has parallel responsibilities for the natural heritage and recreation 
resources. Apart from water resources development and administer
ing the National Trails System and Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, for 
example, HCRS is charged with performing a variety of specialized, 
natural heritage functions akin to those in OAHP. Establishing 
criteria and guidelines, and conducting identification/classificationl 
evaluation studies, will enable HCRS to inventory natural areas 
deemed of national significance. A National Register of Natural 
Areas, comparable to the National Register of Historic Places, will be 
maintained. Resources included in either register are to be desig
nated National Heritage Landmarks. 

The other half of the coin is the proposed legislative conversion of 
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation into a Council on 
Heritage Conservation (CHC). In effect, the ACHP will have its current 
planning and protection responsibilities at least doubled as natural 
areas come within its purview. All registered heritage resources
historic, cultural, natural-will automatically be covered by the 
Council's protective review and comment procedures, as modified 
appropriately. Federal agencies will be legally obliged to consider 
and report the effect of a possible undertaking upon a recognized 
resource, and to afford the Council a reasonable opportunity to 
resolve any possible conflict. 

Both organizations, the HCRS and CHC, will continue to cooperate 
closely with one another, with other federal agencies and programs, 
and with the vast network of non-federal activities elsewhere. One 
hallmark ofthe National Heritage Program is to be the development 
of a strong partnership among private citizens and local, state, and 
federal governments for heritage resource identification and pro
tection. 

The implications of all of this for historic preservation cannot be 
assessed fully at this early stage. Even after the Heritage plan is 
implemented completely, many of its programmatic aspects will 
take several years to show results. But some organizational advan
tages may have been gained. Creation of the HCRS effectively lifts 
historic preservation out of the direct custody of a huge land man
agement department. In so doing, it may enhance the chances for 
more adequate funding . Federal budgeting often includes the tend
ency to rob monies from one corner of a department for allocation to 
another. The higher visibility of historic preservation within the new 

HCRS will perhaps assure that the amount of funds appropriated 
resembles the amount authorized. 

It can also be argued that benefits of a more abstract kind will 
occur. Historic preservation has long since become a complex and 
broadly-conceived enterprise, not a static or lifeless one. Nonethe
less, it has been comparatively isolated. Uniting preservation and 
conservation promises to reduce that isolation and to foster a 
greater awareness of the national heritage in all its aspects. In
creased public benefit can result as the "in house" professionalism 
of preservationists and conservationists becomes more mutually
informed. 

Indeed, the points of contact or overlap between preservation and 
conservation are numerous and sometimes dramatic. It is already 
the case that an archeologist, surrounded by environmental impact 
statements stacked from the floor, may read about the marine life 
killed by thermal shock per 24-hour period in the course of assessing 
the effect of nuclear power plant construction upon Indian burial 
mounds. An architectural historian with special expertise in the 
Greek Revival style may have occasion to become well-versed in the 
pros and cons of strip mining or the support systems of off-shore oil 
rigs. 

If consolidating historic, cultural, and natural resources concerns 
in a comprehensive heritage program is comprehensible, then, it is 
still unclear how the program is to relate to recreation. There is not 
necessarily a confusion of objectives here. Nor must it follow that 
recreational priorities will compromise the proper development of 
preservation and conservation programs. The formal links with re
creation may even provide those programs with an added educa
tional capability not otherwise available. At the moment, however, 
recreation appears to be that part of the National Heritage equation 
not yet f igu red out. 

Those ambiguities aside, the Heritage plan on the whole marks a 
welcome recognition of cultural interests and needs. A growing 
emphasis upon plain bureaucratic efficiency is in the wind, to be 
sure, but so too are various indications of a fresh concern for the 
quality of our national life. Cultural and public affairs programming, 
for example, may soon receive a substantial boost from a pending 
bill for the support of noncommercial broadcasting. A proposed 
Department of Education may emerge from the tangle of HEW in the 
coming year. And a major re-examination of Arts and Humanities 
priorities is scheduled to take place in a series of nationwide and 
White House conferences by 1980. 

These and similar indications of a rising cultural consciousness in 
general support the hope that more will be done to preserve and 
nurture our heritage in the broadest sense. Historic preservation 
programs at the federal level will probably remain focused, perhaps 
properly, upon problems of identification and protection. At other 
levels, much needs to be done to expand and refine educational and 
interpretive activities. The material past can sometimes speak for 
itself eloquently, but more interpretive excursions into its signifi
cance need to be made. Preservationists themselves are the first to 
acknowledge that there comes a point when the restored Corinthian 
columns of an old statehouse, for instance, should be understood in 
terms of the enduring values which they objectify. 

The values dimension that animates or attends any concern for 
heritage can be addressed more satisfactorily. The next step is im
proved coordination, informational ties and cooperative efforts 
among the many cultural resources already in being, preservationist 
and other. And central to that larger task should be the enlightened 
and imaginative use of those generalized skills and habits of mind 
that distinguish the historian. 

Todd S. Phillips 
Programs Development Officer 
Illinois Humanities Council 

OAH MEDIA COMMITTEE 
The OAH has a new Committee on Television, Film, and Radio 

Media, chaired by Professor David H. Culbert, Department of History, 
Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70803. Professor 

(continued on page 9) 
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BALLOT ON AMENDMENTS 


I. 	 Foreign and Regional Branches or Affiliates 
The Executive Board should be empowered to authorize the establishment of branches or affiliates in other 
countries and regional branches in the United States. 

YES D 	 NO D 

II. 	 Amendments, Bylaws, and Resolutions 
A. The title of Article VIII should be changed by inserting the word "business" and become Amendments, 

Bylaws, and Business Resolutions. 

B. Section 1, which now reads: 
Amendments to this constitution may be proposed by the Executive Board or by a petition of 100 members 
submitted to the Executive Secretary, or by a motion passed at the Annual Business Meeting. All proposed 
amendments shall be submitted to the members by mail ballot. 
Should be changed to read: 
Amendments to the Constitution may be proposed by the Executive Board, by the Annual Business Meeting 
through a motion adopted by a simple majority, or by a petition signed by 100 members and submitted to the 
Executive Secretary. All proposed amendments, along with clarifying information and pro and con 
arguments, must be submitted to the total membership through a mail ballot, and for ratification require a 
favorable vote by two-thirds of the members voting. 

C. Section 2, which now reads: 
Bylaws and Resolutions presented by the Executive Board to the Business Meeting become effective when 
voted by the meeting. Bylaws and Resolutions may also be proposed by a majority vote at the Business 
Meeting or by a petition of 100 members submitted at the Business Meeting. These proposals will be 
submitted to the membership in a mail ballot. 
Should be changed to read: 
The OAH must adopt bylaws to specify any added conditions of membership, procedures for holding annual 
meetings, duties or terms of officers, requirements for fiscal responsibility, to constitute and empower 
permanent or recurring committees, and to make other changes in operational procedures as necessary. 
New bylaws, or amendments to existing bylaws, may be proposed by the Executive Board, by the Annual 
Business Meeting through a motion adopted by a simple majority, or by a petition signed by 100 members 
and submitted to the Executive Secretary. Such proposed bylaws or amendments to bylaws must be 
submitted to the membership through a mail ballot, and for adoption each requires a favorable majority of 
those voting. At its discretion, the Executive Board may add to such mail ballots clarifying information or pro 
and con arguments. 

D. A new section should be added that reads as follows: 
Proposals for action by the Organization, consistent with Article 11* of this Constitution, which do not involve 
changes in the Constitution or bylaws shall be made in the form of ordinary motions or resolutions to be 
submitted to the Annual Business Meeting. Motions or resolutions presented by the Executive Board 
become effective when carried by a simple majority vote of the meeting. Motions or resolutions originated 
by members and adopted by a majority vote of the meeting, and Executive Board motions or resolutions 
amended on the floor may be reviewed by the Executive Board at its next meeting, but if rejected by the 
Executive Board must be submitted to the full membership in a mail ballot accompanied by a summary ofthe 
pro and con positions as developed in the debates within the Business Meeting and within the Executive 
Board. Such a motion or resolution is adopted by a favorable majority vote of the members voting. 

*Article I~bject: 

The object ofthe Organization shall be to promote historical study and research in the field of American history, and to do all things necessary and properto 
accomplish this purpose. 

YES D 	 NO D 

THIS BALLOT TO BE COUNTED MUST BE POSTMARKED NO LATER THAN OCTOBER 15, 1978, AND MAILED TO THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, 
ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN HISTORIANS, 112 NORTH BRYAN AVENUE, BLOOMINGTON, IN 47401 



ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN HISTORIANS 
112 N. Bryan Avenue 
Bloomington, Indiana 47401 



THE DEBATE OVER THE REPORT ON YALE 

UNIVERSITY AND DR. HERBERT APTHEKER 


The AHA-OAH Committee on the Defense of the Rights of Histo
rians under the First Amendment distributed its report in January, 
1978, and that report has now become the focal point of the contro
versy. Members are urged to read the full report which appears in the 
January OAH Newsletter. Members will recall that the controversy 
erupted in the fall of 1975 after Yale's History Department declined to 
sponsor the appointment of Herbert Aptheker to teach a college 
seminar. He eventually taught the seminar under sponsorship of 
Yale's Political Science Department, but before that happened the 
members of the OAH in a mail ballot voted for an investigation ofthe 
matter. Thus, the OAH was authorized to join in this investigation by 
its membership, not by decision of its Executive Board. In response 
to requests, the American Historical Association joined in the inves
tigation, being so authorized by the AHA Council rather than by the 
AHA membership. The investigation was conducted by the joint 
committee that had been established in the 1960s. The committee 
invited Aptheker, as well as the Yale History Department, to respond 
to the report, and he chose to do so in the statement that follows. 
This supplement to the Newsletter also contains summaries of the 
discussions of the report by the OAH Executive Board and the OAH 
Business Meeting in April of this year, a statement by Marvin 
Gettleman-a spokesman for resolutions critical of the report, and 
the committee's response to the critics of the report. Finally, mem
bers are called upon to vote upon a resolution that was endorsed by 
the Business Meeting. 

COMMENT ON THE REPORT 

BY HERBERT APTHEKER 


The report consists of two parts: through page 14* it summarizes 
the main facts concerning the Aptheker-Yale controversy; through 
page 26 it evaluates those facts and offers conclusions. Within the 
space limits placed at my disposal, I shall deal only with the second 
portion of the report. 

Here we are informed (p. 18): "Defenders ofthe Yale position, and 
especially Woodward, have insisted that the judgement was based 
exclusively on deficiencies in Aptheker's scholarship." Further(p.22) 
that Aptheker "did not meet the high scholarly standards expected at 
Yale"; that the maintenance of such standards "particularly con
cerned" Yale in connection with "courses primarily appealing to 
black students"; and that, "Woodward again stressed the scholarly 
issues and referred students to book reviews of the first volume of 
the Du Bois Correspondence." 

We observe in the report itself, however, thatthe objections raised 
by Woodward (especially) and by Blassingame were not persuasive 
when presented on two occasions before the Davenport College 
Seminar Committee, twice failed to convince the Political Science 
Department, and failed to convince the Joint and Terms Appoint
ment Committee in October, 1975. Only once, in December, 1975, 
were Woodward and Blassingame successful in convincing one of 
Yale's committees to reject my appointment. This occurred when the 
Joint Boards agreed to oppose the appointment-in an action with
out precedent. That, however, occurred when twenty-five voted for 
Woodward-Blassingame and seven for me, out of a total mem
bership of 325. And of the twenty-five votes against me at that time, 
ten came from members of the History Department. 

When the Joint Boards met again, in April, 1976, with over ninety 
members present, it rejected Woodward-Blassingame by a recorded 
vote of 53 to 34; again votes adverse to Woodward-Blassingame 
came from an Executive Committee in April, 1976 and from the Yale 
Corporation itself in May, 1976. 

The record shows, then, that Yale personnel themselves re
peatedly found Woodward-Blassingame other than convincing

*Ed.: The page numbers refer to the typescript of the report. 

and these people felt this way after hearing and reading the ob
jections from the two professors. (The change in the approach to my 
course, announced by Political Science the second time around
that I was to teach the seminar on the basis of my personal knowl
edge of Du Bois-was something I viewed as done to assuage 
Woodward-Blassingame and in the interest of collegiate harmony; 
certainly when I was asked, on the telephone by a reporter from the 
Yale Daily News, if this was done with my previous agreement I 
replied negatively and when I was asked ifthis would alter the nature 
of my seminar I again replied negatively. The approach and content 
of my seminar on the life and work of Du Bois was exactly as I had 
contemplated it in the original proposals.) 

The members of the OAH-AHA committee making this report have 
not had access to records of discussions nor to the papers presented 
by Woodward and Blassingame. (Of course, I also have been denied 
such access.) Yet, the Board's report appears to uphold the actions of 
the Yale History Department. I write "appears to uphold" because 
the actual wording of the report does and does not uphold those 
actions. 

Thus, the report states(p.20): "The evidence available to us [we 
have noted how limited that was] suggests that the Yale History 
Department simply decided that a candidate for a position did not 
meet its standards." On the other hand, the report affirms that it does 
not know and cannot say whether "ideological or political grounds" 
existed forthe department's act. The report adds: "We find it difficult 
to respond to this question" and in fact since "we have no means of 
prying secret information from Yale University" the report offers no 
opinion at all on the question of whether or not "ideological or 
political grounds" existed for the disputed action. 

But, of course, this is the question! Without access to the discus
sions held in the various committees and the written objections read 
by Woodward and Blassingame and without interrogating in person 
principals involved, how could the report deal with the question 
before it? 

No wonder that while on page 20 the report seems to absolve the 
Yale History Department of all blame or suspicion, on page 23 we 
read: "Needless to say this committee neither approves nor disap
proves the decision by the Yale History Department on the Aptheker 
appointment." 

The press may then be execused if with this obfuscation and 
abdication, it reported, quoting the headline in the New York Times 
(January 15, 1978): " Panel of Historians Backs Yale Denial of Job to 
Aptheker," with the lead paragraph bluntly declaring that the com
mittee, "has supported the refusal of Yale University's history de
partment to sponsor a teaching appointment of Herbert Aptheker, a 
Communist educator." 

With that in the Times one is not surprised thatthe Yale Daily News 
(January 17, 1978) gave its first page this headline: "OAH Clears Yale 
Historians in Aptheker Seminar Dispute," and published an en
thusiastic endorsement ofthis "clearance" from the chairman of the 
History Department. The page also contained a photograph of me 
above this legend: "Rights Not Violated" with a pious note that 
"Aptheker could not be reached for comment,"when, as a matter of 
fact, no effort was made to get any comment from me. 

So far as pu blished objections to my appointment exist, they come 
to three points : 

1) that Woodward did not approve of my alleged editorial practices 
in connection with The Selected Correspondence of W.E.B. Du Bois 
(Vol. I, 1973; Vol. II, 1976; Vol. III, to appear June, 1978, all by 
University of Massachusetts Press, Amherst). 

2) that the reviews of this work were critical. 
3) that my scholarship was questionable or inadequate. 

There is no evidence in the report that any evaluation of these 
objections was undertaken. I turn to each: 

1) Mr. Woodward put his objections to my alleged editorial prac
tices in a letter to the Director of the above-mentioned press and 
another to me, in 1974. I replied on March 1, 1974, and pointed out 
the errors and misapprehensions in Mr. Woodward's letter. The 
Director of the press, Leone Stein, and its Editor, Malcolm Call (now 
Editor of the University of North Carolina Press) found Mr. Wood
ward's objections unsubstantiated and my own response persua
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sive. The press, therefore, has gone on with the Correspondence 
project, now nearing completion. I made it clear at the time of the 
Yale dispute that I would welcome an examination of that exchange 
between Mr. Woodward and me. If Mr. Woodward has no objection, I 
again urge that this be done; if Mr. Woodward does object, I affirm 
once more that my own correspondence in this matter may be 
examined. 

2) The report notes Mr. Woodward's comment on reviews of the 
Correspondence but does not seem to have asked Mr. Woodward 
which reviews he had in mind. The fact is that when Mr. Woodward 
referred to unfavorable reviews he was quite mistaken-as the Yale 
Alumni Magazine (February, 1976) made a point of noting. The 
reviews which had appeared as of that date were all favorable and 
those in Nation and in Journal of American History were enthusias
tic. 

. Some months after Mr. Woodward's comment, a critical review 
did appear in Journal of Negro History by Elliott Rudwick. Mr. 
Woodward's capacity to analyze the past is celebrated, but up to this 
point his prophetic powers had gone unnoticed. It is unfortunate that 
those preparing this report did not question Mr. Woodward as to 
what reviews he had in mind. (I should add that letters critical of 
Rudwick's review have appeared in subsequent issues of the above 
journal and that a recent issue of Journal of Southern History pub
lished a most favorable review.) 

3) There remains the charge of inadequate scholarship. Response 
here is obviously awkward but must be undertaken, and it does not 
appearthatthe authors ofthe report were ready to offer an opinion in 
this regard. 

Of course evaluation of scholarship is difficult and inexact and 
subjective. Still I think ittrue that certain objective criteria exist, such 
as: 

a) Degrees held: In this case, PhD from Columbia University in 
1943. 

b) Honors conferred: In this case, Guggenheim Fellow, 1946
1947; history prize, Association for the Study of Negro History 
and Life in 1939; Heritage Award of the aforementioned asso
ciation in 1969 for: "Pioneering and Profound Research in 
Black History." 

c) 	 Positions held: From 1939 to 1969 no faculty position obtained 
though efforts made (except 1942-1946 because of military 
service during the war). The failure here based on anti-radical 
and anti-Communist prejudices of which I had clear-at times, 
explicit--evidence. Finally, visiting lecturer in history at Bryn 
Mawr College 1969-1972, teaching Afro-American history and 
a seminar on "The Life and Work of Du Bois." Thereafter 
lecturer at Hostos Community College, CUNY, 1973-1977, 
teaching introduction to history, introduction to political 
economy, Afro-American history and lectures on historiog
raphy for the faculty; first Du Bois lectureship, University of 
Massachusetts (Amherst), 1971-1972, giving ten lectures for 
the university population (one a month) under the auspices of 
the W.E.B. Du Bois Afro-American Studies Department. (In 
this connection, the report notes that I submitted three rec
ommendations as requested by Yale. These were from Arthur 
P. Dudden, head of Bryn Mawr's History Department; Peter 
Roman, head of Hostos's Social Science Department; and 
John Bracey, head ofthe Afro-American Studies Department, 
University of Massachusetts. All offered to have these rec
ommendations read by any investigating committee and even 
published. I have not seen these recommendations, of course, 
but I would welcome their inspection by the committee.) 

d) 	Professional meetings addressed: I have given papers at or 
served as commentator at or chaired probably a score of 
annual meetings of such societies as: American Historical 
Association, American Studies Association, Organization of 
American Historians, Southern Historical Association, Asso
ciation for the Study of Afro-American History. This began in 
1939 and has continued through 1977. 

e) 	 Publications: My reviews and articles have appeared in most 
leading scholarly journals related to history since 1937. This 
includes: American Historical Review, Journal of Negro His

tory, Journal of Negro Education, Political Science Quarterly, 
Annals of the American Academy, Pennsylvania Magazine of 
History, Phylon, Science & Society, Black Scholar, Journal of 
Human Relations, American Quarterly, Nation, Journal of 
American History. 

f) 	 Books: I am the author of over a score of books in the fields of 
U.S. history, foreign policy, Black history, philosophy, and 
sociology. These have been published, since 1938, by such 
firms as Columbia University Press, Harper & Row, New Cen
tury Publishers, Humanities Press, Citadel Press, International 
Publishers. My books have been translated into French, Span
ish, Portuguese, German, Slovak, Russian, Japanese, and 
Hungarian. 

I am the editor of over a score of books in above fields and 
especially of the works of W.E.B. Du Bois. I have contributed 
chapters to at least a dozen volumes edited by others and 
published by Harcourt-Brace-Jovanovich, Crowell, Macmil
lan, Appleton-Century-Crofts, Random House, Beacon and 
others. 

g) 	Evaluation of work by other scholars: In addition to reviews 
-which overall have been quite favorable-there are esti
mates such as the following: 

John Hope Franklin, From Slavery to Freedom: A History of 
Negro Americans (4th edition, New York: Knopf, 1974), p. 514: 
" volumes documenting the general history of Negro Amer
icans have not been numerous"; Franklin then mentions three 
as " outstanding" of which one is by me. 

p. 527 : " The best account of resistance to slavery is Herbert 
Aptheker, American Negro Slave Revolts (1943). [His] 'Ma
roons within the Present Limits of the U.S: I,.!ournal of Negro 
History, April, 1939) is also valuable." 

p. 530: My Negro in the Abolitionist Movement (1941) is 
" noteworthy." 

p. 531: My Negro in the Civil War (1938) is a "brief, but 
valuable work." 

p. 532: My study of "Negro Casualties in the Civil War" 
I,.!ournal ofNegro History, January, 1947) is "the best study of 
the su bject." 

Leon Litwack, Negro in the Free States, 1790-1860 (Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press, 1961) : 

p. 281: "The best sourcebook of Negro history is Herbert 
Aptheker, ed., A Documentary History of the Negro People in 
the U.S. (1951), rich in original material and invaluable for any 
student of Negro history." 

Gerda Lerner, ed., Black Women in White America (New 
York: Random House, 1972, Vintage, 1973): 

p. 616: of my Documentary, it "remains an indispensable 
collection of documentary sources. It is remarkably rich in 
materials pertaining to women." 

These examples are representative; they could be multiplied 
many times. The fact is that from Melville Herskovits' Myth of the 
Negro Past (1941) through the work of John Blassingame, Eugene 
Genovese, and Ira Berlin of the 1970s, there are few books (or arti
cles) dealing with slavery in the United States, the Abolitionist 
movement, the history of Afro-American people--or any aspect of 
the life and workofW.E.B. Du Bois-which do not feel it necessary to 
deal explicitly with my published writings. 

I think the above record establishes a good case for the conclusion 
that the opposition to my appointment at Yale, from the History 
Department, reflected political bias. In that connection, I noted that 
the two presidents of Yale preceding Mr. Brewster, had assured 
government committees that Yale would never knowingly hire a 
Communist. Relevant is not my political preferences, which the 
report gives with specificity; relevant would be inquiry into the 
political preferences of Messrs. Woodward, Blassingame, and Blum, 
but there is nothing in the report hinting that this was even contem
plated, let alone done. 

Finally, as to scholarship and my adequacy to teach a seminar at 
Yale--or anywhere else--on the life and work of Du Bois, there is his 
own judgment of me. In the preface he wrote for the first volume of 
my Documentary History, Du Bois commented on "the painstaking 



and thorough scholarship of Herbert Aptheker," and he "hasten[ed] 
to greet the day of the appearance of this volume, as a milestone on 
the road to Truth." 

Specifically, in terms of editing his letters, he chose me forthis task 
late in 1946. When I met repeated rebuffs from publishers and knew 
these to be largely politically motivated, I wrote him early in 1948 
that perhaps he should invite a less controversial person to edit his 
correspondence. Du Bois wrote to me, on January 8, 1948: "I think 
that you are by far the best fitted person to edit my letters and I hope 
you will not consider giving up the job, although, as I said before, it is 
going to be difficult." This letter is on p. 177 of volume 3 of the 
Selected Correspondence which will appear in June, 1978. 

* * * 
Confidentiality is precious; but the good name of a scholar also is 

precious---even if he or she is a Communist. 

Herbert Aptheker 

EXECUTIVE BOARD DISCUSSION OF THE REPORT 
When the Executive Board met in New York on April 12, 1978, a 

significant portion of its time was spent discussing the Yale
Aptheker controversy and the report ofthis matter made by the joint 
committee. President Kenneth M. Stampp moved that the incoming 
president be instructed to appoint a three-person committee to con
sider changes in the composition ofthe Committee on the Defense of 
the Rights of Historians under the First Amendment and to report at 
the Board's next meeting in November. The motion was seconded 
and passed without opposition. 

Much of the disagreement among Board members over the 
AHA-OAH joint committee report centered on the "Comments" sec
tion. Stanley N. Katz and Robert H. Wiebe opposed that section and 
were concerned that the OAH membership and the interested public 
would not understand the Executive Board's relation to the report 
and would interpret the Board's failure to comment as an endorse
ment of that report. Katz and Wiebe offered two resolutions to be 
taken to the Business Meeting: 

Resolution 1: 
The Executive Board of the OAH neither sponsored, re

viewed nor approved the report of the AHA and OAH Commit
tee on the Defense of the Rights of Historians under the First 
Amendment entitled, "Yale University and Dr. Herbert Ap
theker" and dated December 1977. Because the report has 
been distributed as an insert to the OAH Newsletter of January 
1978, it is now a public document. The Board makes the 
following comments in regard to this document: 

1) The Board accepts the conclusion of the AHA-OAH 
Committee that, on the basis of the available evidence, Yale 
University's Department of History as a collective body did not 
violate Herbert Aptheker's academic freedom or his rights 
under the First Amendment. 

2) The Board believes that important issues relating to the 
rule of confidentiality have been raised in the Yale-Aptheker 
controversy. If, in considering academic appointments, confi
dentiality is a university right, it is equally a university re
sponsibility. In this instance partial disclosures about a confi
dential procedure left, in the language ofthe report, "an array 
of tantalizing... clues about Aptheker's alleged professional 
inadequacies...." Yet the rule of confidentiality was invoked 
to forestall a public exchange overthe meaning of these clues. 
When members of a university who are operating under the 
rule of confidentiality step outside its boundaries, justice re
quires that the candidates who are affected have a full oppor
tunity to contest any matters that have been disclosed. 

3) The Board believes that the rejection of Aptheker's pro
posed course on December 8, 1975, by the Joint Boards of 
Permanent Officers of Yale College and the Graduate School 
was an extraordinary action. 

If substantial grounds existed for rejecting the course, none 
has been revealed . Apparently no issue of departmental su
pervision over Yale's College seminars was at stake because 
the Department of Political Science sponsored the course. 
Apparently no issue of academic standards was at stake be

cause, as the report indicates, the College seminars operated 
in a pluralistic world of many departmental standards, and the 
Department of Poltical Science was abiding by its normal 
standards in sponsoring Aptheker's course. On the basis of 
the available evidence, special but unstated criteria were em
ployed in vetoing Aptheker's course, and therefore a special 
shadow was cast over Aptheker himself. 

Resolution 2: 
1) All votes by the Board on the contents of Resolution 1 

shall be taken by secret ballot. 
2) The Board's decisions on Resolution 1 shall be distributed 

as an insert to the OAH Newsletter, following the example of 
the distribution of the report. 

The Board discussed the first part of Resolution 2 and agreed to 
vote by secret ballot. 

Kenneth M. Stampp offered a substitute resolution which read: 
"The Board accepts the conclusion ofthe AHA-OAH Committee that, 
on the basis of the available evidence, neither Yale University's 
Department of History nor individual members of the department 
violated Herbert Aptheker's academic freedom or his rights under 
the First Amendment." 

-Stampp and others contended that the Katz-Wiebe resolutions 
implied that C. Vann Woodward had political, idological, or 
personal-rather than professional-reasons for opposing Ap
theker's appointment. Stampp maintained that in response to mas
sive attacks on him, Woodward had stressed that his opposition to 
Aptheker was on scholilrly and professional grounds. Woodward 
consistently refused, Stampp stated, to violate the confidentiality of 
discussions in his ad hoc committee, in his department, in the Joint 
Boards of Permanent Officers in Yale College; there was no evidence 
that Woodward ever stepped outside the bounds of confidentiality 
or violated the responsibility that those rules impose. Indeed, the 
one serious breach of confidentiality that was committed was not by 
Woodward but by a member of the Davenport College Seminar 
Committee, who revealed that Woodward had discussed with the 
Davenport Committee his resignation from the advisory board ofthe 
Du Bois Papers. Except to correct what he regarded as 
misstatements, Woodward himself never spoke publicly about his 
resignation. Hence, he was not personally responsible for one of the 
most tantalizing clues about Aptheker's scholarship put before the 
public. Woodward was in a no-win situation. Had he refused to 
speak, he would have exposed himself to charges of arrogance. By 
making general statements, he failed to satisfy his critics and merely 
provoked demands that he violate the rules of confidentiality and tell 
all. Stampp observed that the system of confidentiality works well 
when a decision is accepted quietly by all parties but seldom works 
well when a decision results in public demonstrations and protests. 
Although Woodward did not violate any of the rules of confidential
ity, he did not conceal from the public his opinion of Aptheker's 
scholarship. Stampp noted that Aptheker received and took full 
advantage of many opportunities to contest publicly Woodward's 
opinion in interviews, public speeches, and newspaper columns and 
not only defended himself but fired a volley of charges at Woodward. 

Both Katz and Wiebe denied that their resolutions were an attack 
on Woodward. 

The committee's report was criticized by others on several 
grounds. Herbert G. Gutman was bothered by the fact that the nine 
faculty members in the Yale History Department who supported 
Aptheker were not interviewed. While it might have been true that 
the evidence used by the committee revealed no political or ideolog
ical bias in the rejection of Aptheker's appointment, such interviews 
might have provided a different perspective, Gutman suggested. 
Eugene D. Genovese was troubled by the committee's failure to hold 
on-site hearings. David Brody thought the report was not sufficiently 
clear about what there was in the evidence that gave the committee 
confidence to say that there was no political motivation involved in 
Aptheker's rejection. 

Stampp explained that the committee had been able to gather a 
great deal of evidence but that due to the rule of confidentiality there 
were some important materials not available to it. Verbatim records 
of Woodward's discussion of the case with the Davenport College 
Seminar Committee, his arguments submitted to the Yale Junior 
and Term Appointments Committee, and the debate at the two 



meetings ofthe Joint Boards of Permanent Officers would have been 
helpful, Stampp admitted. Still, he argued, even though the commit
tee d id not have records of certain meetings, these meetings were 
often leaky and none of the information which leaked from them or 
any of the testimony from those people who had been involved-on 
both sides of the issue--suggested political or ideological reasons 
had been used in denying Aptheker's appointment . Stampp said it 
was doubtful such arguments would have been used openly even if 
the participants had had other than professional motivations. 
Woodward, Aptheker, and Aptheker's supporters may have had 
political and ideological motives, he suggested, but committee 
members could not read their minds. All the report said, Stampp 
contended, was that on the available evidence one could not attri
bute other than professional mot ives to those individuals who op
posed Aptheker's appointment. Stampp also argued that if the prin
ciple of confidentiality was to be overruled the circumstantial evi
dence must be a great deal stronger than it was in this case. Kirken
dall supported Stampp's arguments by describing the evolution of 
his own thinking on the controversy and some of the evidence that 
seemed crucial to him. 

Most Board members accepted the report through the section 
entitled "Findings," but Katz, Wiebe, and others objected to the 
"Comments" section, believing that very different conclusions could 
be reached from the facts presented in the report. Stampp revealed 
that there had been disagreement on the AHA-OAH joint committee 
over the "Comments" and that two of the members had opposed 
attaching them, while two others had been on the fence. The Board 
made several attempts to draw up a resolution acceptable to all 
members and suggestions were made by Gutman, Paul M. Gaston, 
and Robert K. Murray. Finally, Murray presented a resolution which 
read: "The Board of the OAH recognizes that the many issues in
volved in the Yale-Aptheker controversy are extremely complex. The 
Board also recognizes the severe limitations under which the com
mittee worked, the most significant of which was the principle of 
confidentiality. And although some members ofthe Board rejectthe 
'Comments' the Board believes that on the basis of the data sought 
by the committee and made available to it, its 'Findings' are reason
able." Katz and Wiebe withdrew their resolutions, and Stampp with
drew his substitute resolution. Katz stated that while he believed this 
resolution was as close as the Board could come to an agreement 
that he nevertheless would vote against it. The resolution passed by 
vote of eleven to four. 

THE BUSINESS MEETING 
At the Business Meeting on April 14, 1978, President Kenneth M. 

Stampp read a resolution passed by the AHA Council which sup
ported the conclusions of the report on the Yale-Aptheker contro
versy made by the joint committee. Stampp also read the text of the 
resolution passed by the OAH Executive Board. He noted that both 
sides had agreed that Paul Conkin should act as parliamentarian 
during the Business Meeting debate. He then turned the chair over to 
President-Elect Eugene D. Genovese. 

Genovese recognized Mark Naison of Fordham University w ho 
introduced the following resolutions : 

In light of gaps in the record as assembled by the Commit
tee, we believe that this Committee would have been only 
justified in a fi nd ing that it w as not possible to reach a conclu
sion one way or the other on the question of the reasons for 
the two sets of actions at Yale. We believe the Committee was 
not justified in go ing beyond this. 

The inadequacy of the Committee's Report on Herbert Ap
theker's case at Yale necessitates the appointment of a bal
anced and representative Committee of the Organization of 
American Historians fully empowered to give this and other 
academic freedom cases the attention they deserve. 

Marvin Gettleman of the Brooklyn Institute of Technology, sec
onded th e resolutions and spoke in support of them. He thanked the 
OAH and its Executive Secretary for their fa irness in faci litating open 

discussion on this issue. He emphasized his respect for scholars and 
scholarship at Yale and said that opposition to the report was on 
principle rather than on personal grounds. He maintained that in a 
time of academic retrenchment it has been too easy for academic 
departments to dismiss radicals, Marxists, women, and minority 
teachers on questionable charges like those leveled against Ap
theker, of charges of inadequate scholarship or often no charges at 
all and then retreat behind the convenient but highly ambiguous 
principle of confidentia lity. You need not, he said, be a member of 
the Communist party or even a Marxist to perceive that a reserve 
army of academic apprentices forming at the gates and hiring halls 
of colleges and universities guarantees that people with unpopular 
political ideas can then be dismissed or passed over in appointment 
positions with a certainty that other candidates of less controversial 
opinions will be waiting to take their places. He stated that the 
supporters of Aptheker were seeking to get the historical profession 
to dedicate itself more urgently to the neglected task of defending 
academic freedom for its own members, a task which cannot be 
entrusted solely to such outside agencies as the ACLU or the AAUP. 
The mere existence of an earnest watchdog committee would act as 
a deterent to many who would trample on academic freedom. 

Gettleman then referred to Staughton Lynd's critique of the report 
which contended that the investigating committee had strayed from 
acceptable standards of historical research. Lynd's brief criticized 
the composition of the investigatory group. Gettleman contended 
that when this group first took shape he suggested to the then 
president-elect of the OAH that unless the committee was repre
sentative a whitewash might result. His advice, he said, had not been 
taken as the committee consisted of two presidents of the OAH and 
AHA respectively, of two executive secretaries from those bodies, 
and of one historian from each organization. The Lynd report noted 
that one of the investigators had received both his BA and PhD from 
Yale and then wonders what the reaction would have been had a 
committee member been trained in the other institution implicated 
in the investigation-the Communist Party. Lynd's critique noted 
that the majority of the committee, made up of the four highest 
officers ofthe OAH and the AHA, was in the very nature ofthings less 
free to follow the evidence wherever it m ight lead than a less elite 
committee would have been since such high officials must placate 
groups and cannot alienate important people. 

Lynd's brief, Gettleman noted, also crit icized the committee for not 
going to Yale to collect relevant data as Aptheker had suggested and 
as standard procedures in cases of this sort usually require. Thus the 
views of members of the Davenport College group that invited Ap
theker to teach in the first place, the views of members ofthe various 
Yale bodies who were treated to such allegedly damaging critiques 
of Aptheker's scholarship as to reject him, of the Yale junior history 
faculty whose opinions were disregarded throughout the whole 
affair, and those of Yale's officials were not reflected in this report 
whose authors perceived to be " baffled by the elusive issue of 
hidden motives." It may be fairly asked, Gettleman said, whether 
what was elusive to the investigating committee was precisely what 
it preferred not to look for. Limiting itself to written evidence the 
committee further restricted itself to using (to quote from Lynd's 
report) "the least reliable variant of such evidence, self-serving 
statements written after the events with the investigating committee 
as the intended audience." Offered correspondence in connection 
with Aptheker's editing ofthe papers ofW.E.B. Du Bois, the commit
tee never responded . Yet it is Aptheker's alleged deficiencies as 
ed itor that prompted the opposition to him by Yale's senior histo
rians. That opposition was expressed not only when the seminar 
committee of Yale's Davenport College asked the History Depart
ment to sponsor Aptheker's course on Du Bois, but even when 
another Yale department offered to sponsor that course. On these 
occasions, the History Department filed written statements which 
the OAH-AHA joint committee failed to obtain. Writing to the com
mittee on th is matter was Thomas I. Emerson, emeritus professor at 
Yale Law School and a leading authority on the First Amendment, 
who urged t hat " fairness to Dr. Aptheker requires that the material 
collected include every statement made atthe time in which the Yale 
Hist ory Department explained why it objected to Dr. Aptheker's 



appointment." Emerson explained, "the importance of this class of 
documents cannot be overestimated. Obviously when the motives 
of a decision-maker are at issue it is essential to consider such 
statements made by that decision-maker at the time the decision 
was made. Post hoc rationalizations will not do. There should be no 
objections to the production of these documents," Emerson con
tinues, "they were discussed at meetings attended by large numbers 
of persons and can hardly be said to be private communications." 
The committee never answered this letter, Gettleman said. He noted 
that all of these points and others are raised and analyzed in Lynd's 
critique of the report. 

Particularly important, Gettleman argued, was the device by 
which opposition to Aptheker's teaching were called official History 
Department in one context and individual actions in another. An
other subtle but cogent point is the way in which the report puts the 
burden of proof on Aptheker's side to demonstrate that the Yale 
historians were invidiously and politically motivated and then exon
erates the History Department when insufficient data was produced, 
partly, perhaps even mainly, Gettleman contended, by the commit
tee's own negligence. 

A last and most urgent matter, Gettleman said, involved the prin
ciple of confidentiality invoked in the report without any serious 
examination of the use or misuse ofthat principle by Yale historians 
who plainly, openly and repeatedly state that the alleged inferiority 
of Aptheker's scholarship disqualifies him even from a one-semester 
teaching position at Yale and then retreat behind the smoke screen 
of confidentiality when asked to defend their appraisal of Aptheker's 
work. It was given out that no more could be said less Aptheker's 
reputation be irreparably damaged. But bluntly, Gettleman main
tained, we should ask, just who do they think they are kidding? What 
could be more damaging than the intimation of wrongdoing so 
serious that its particulars cannot even be revealed. No wonder 
Aptheker aptly called this McCarthyism disguised as benevolence. 
No one of us defending Aptheker at this point is minimizing the 
importance of confidentiality in appropriate cases. Lynd writes that if 
the reason for confidentiality is to protect Aptheker, could they, the 
Yale historians, in good conscience refuse to make their reasons 
public when Aptheker himself demanded it? Supposing for the mo
ment that the university as well as the affected individual has an 
interest in confidentiality so that the individual alone might not 
waive it, does the department waive any right to keep its reasoning 
private after that reasoning has been shared with several dozen 
people outside the department, including students? Aptheker him
self raised the same point when he concluded his own response to 
the committee report with the statement "Confidentiality is precious 
but the good name of a scholar is also precious even-if he or she is a 
Communist." 

Gettleman concluded his remarks by saying that those questions 
are lamentedly not posed let alone answered in the OAH-AHA report 
and they deserve careful attention by this body and at this meeting. 
The conclusion reached by the OAH Executive Board that the report 
is "reasonable" is equivalent to an endorsement, Gettleman said. 
We do not care to use that language nor do we care to label the report 
as unreasonable but we ask in these resolutions for something the 
opposite of an endorsement. The inadequacy of this unfortunate 
report and the grave disservice done to Aptheker, a member like the 
rest of us ofthe OAH, demand that at least as a minimal step we pass 
the resolutions that Naison just read . 

The chair recognized Stampp who introduced a substitute resolu
tion: 

RESOLVED that the OAH Business Meeting accepts the ac
tion of the Executive Board on the Yale-Aptheker Report ofthe 
AHA-OAH Committee on the Defense of the Rights of Histo
rians under the First Amendment. 

The motion was seconded and Slampp spoke in support of it. He 
suggested that the purposes of the original resolutions were to 
repudiate the findings of the AHA-OAH committee on the grounds 
that the committee failed to get vital evidence and to set up a new 
committee more representative of OAH membership to make a new 
investigation of this case and of subsequent cases. As to the second 
resolution, Stampp said, the committee was instructed to make this 

investigation two years ago and worked for about a year and a half. 
Professor Gettleman reports that he had some apprehension about 
the committee at the time that it was set up, Stampp observed, but 
during the long period that the committee was making this investi
gation no complaints came to our attention ortothe Executive Board 
about the makeup of this committee or about the possibility that it 
would come in with an unfair report. After the committee made its 
report the cry of unrepresentativeness, the cry that the committee 
was loaded, was made. 

As to the first resolution presented by Naison, Stampp maintained 
that the committee obtained an enormous amount of testimony 
from all those individuals who were involved in the case at Yale. The 
committee did not get verbatim reports from the history ad hoc 
committee on its discussions of the Aptheker case; it did not get a 
copy of the letter that Professor C. Vann Woodward wrote to the 
Term Appointments Committee; it did not get a verbatim account of 
the meeting that Professor Woodward had with the Davenport Col
lege Seminar Committee; it did not get verbatim reports of the two 
meetings of the Joint Boards of Permanent Officers of Yale College 
and Graduate School. Needless to say, Stampp continued, the 
members of the committee would have been very pleased to have 
received verbatim accounts ofthese meetings because it could have 
then reported that it had everything, that everything was open to it. 
Nevertheless, although these things were not available to the com
mittee because of the rule of confidentiality, it did not regard these 
data as so crucial that it was unable to come to some conclusion. In 
the committee's opinion the most self-serving documents it could 
possibly have received were documents such as Professor Wood
ward's letter to the Term Appointments Committee at Yale and the 
prepared statements that Professor Woodward, Professor Blassin
game, and other historians made to the Joint Boards at its meeting in 
December, 1975. If historians had had political motives they would 
not have confessed their political motives in these formal presenta
tions. The committee felt that the responses it got from the people 
involved in the controversy at Yale were more valuable than these 
formal presentations because the committee was able to ask em
barassing questions and follow up its letters until it got responses 
that it found satisfactory. 

The meeting of the Davenport College Seminar Committee and 
the two meetings of the Joint Boards were leaky affairs, Stampp 
said, and the leaks came not from the historians but from the critics 
of the historians. Yet not one of these leaks charged that any histo
rian who objected to Aptheker's appointment for this term had ex
pressed political, ideological or personal reasons for opposition. 

Stampp continued by saying that if a new committee is set up, the 
new committee would not get this material either. It simply is not 
available. As far as the committee knows, the ad hoc committee of 
which Woodward was chairman did not keep any records, and the 
debates in the meetings ofthe Joint Boards and the presentation that 
Woodward made to the term committee at Yale are restricted on the 
principle of confidentiality. 

As to the charge of missing evidence, Stampp noted that the 
committee has studied Aptheker's critique, it has read Staughton 
Lynd's critique, and they have told the committee nothing that it did 
not know before. They have offered interpretations that the commit
tee does not agree with but have provided no information that the 
committee had not gathered before it made its report. So there is still 
nothing in the available evidence that the Yale History Department 
violated Aptheker's academic freedom or its rights under the First 
Amendment, Stampp argued. 

Stampp observed that the most obvious point in this case is 
sometimes, in fact, frequently overlooked and that is that Herbert 
Aptheker went to Yale University and taught his course. Even if the 
historians had at the meeting of the Joint Boards expressed their 
opposition to Aptheker's appointment on the grounds that he was a 
Communist or because they disliked his ideology, or because they 
disliked him personally, the fact of the matter is that they were 
overruled and Aptheker went to Yale and taught his course. There is 
no academic freedom case involved here, Stampp contended. Ifthe 
historians had expressed opposition to Aptheker on the grounds that 
he was a Communist, the OAH might very well then want to rebuke 



them for their lack of support for the principle of academic freedom. 
Yet there is no evidence that they objected to Aptheker's appoint
ment for political or ideological or personal reasons. 

Much has been made of the fact that the historians continued to 
oppose the appointment of Aptheker after the case was taken up by 
the Political Science Department and this is often cited as evidence of 
the fact that historians were pursuing Aptheker, were conducting a 
kind of vendetta against him. But consider this case from the histo
rians' point of view, Stampp urged. Davenport College came to the 
History Department and asked that department to sponsor Aptheke
r's appointment. The department refused to do so. The Political 
Science Department took up the case; it was taken before the Joint 
Boards; the historians came to the Joint Boards meeting and ob
jected to the appointment of Aptheker, and the Joint Boards voted 
down the case. This was an unprecedented action, no question 
about it. The Joint Boards had never before rejected a temporary 
one-term appointment. But something else made it 
extraordinariy- never before had a department at Yale taken up an 
appointment that had been rejected by one department and recom
mended it over the opposition of the department to which it had 
originally been submitted. There is another aspect to this, Stampp 
said. The chairman of the Yale Political Science Department objected 
bitterly to the History Department coming to the Joint Boards meet
ing and opposing this appointment when it was sponsored by the 
Political Science Department. This action, said the chairman of the 
Political Science Department, was a violation of the principle of 
collegiality. Perhaps, but from the History Department's point of 
view, Davenport College came to the History Department with a 
request that a historian be approved by the History Department to 
teach a history course. From the point of yiew of the historians, 
collegiality was violated by the Political Science Department for 
taking up a historian who had been rejected by the History Depart
ment. So it depends on which way one looks at these problems, 
Stampp argued. The History Department has a case and itwas a case 
that the committee found persuasive. 

Discussion continued from the floor. Arthur S. Link, Princeton 
University, suggested that two excellent and clear presentations of 
this matter had been heard and he moved to vote on the substitute 
resolution. The motion was seconded and defeated. 

Francis Jennings, Newberry Library, questioned the acceptance of 
the principle of confidentiality. He felt that the principle was a good 
one in certain cases but not in the present case, and the OAH should 
not establish a precedent endorsing this principle. Having lived 
through the 1950s, he said, he could imagine an appointment being 
opposed on political or ideological grounds although he did not 
accuse Woodward or anyone else of this. He also did not want to 
endorse the committee's decision not to send someone to Yale. He 
therefore supported the resolutions introduced by Naison. 

Robert Zangrando, University of Akron, also spoke in favor of the 
Naison resolutions. Encouraging the members to approach this mat
ter in emotion-free terms, he recalled the Joint Committee's work on 
the Frick-Stevens case and maintained that then there was no hesi
tation to go to the ultimate to hire a fine and expensive team of New 
York attorneys to prepare appeals in court had they been necessary, 
no acceptance of confidentiality or any other justification for pulling 
short of a complete investigation. Defining the present report as 
defective and unstatisfying, he said the members were not voting on 
the good name of the members of the committee or the good name 
and reputation of the members of the Yale History Department, but 
on the question as to whether professional historians can proceed as 
they were trained to get atthe facts and to use every resource attheir 
disposal until those facts are determined. Urging endorsement of 
the first resolution, he suggested that members were in a position to 
say to the Joint Committee that we find your report defective and 
would like to review the matter further. 

After further discussion, the Stampp resolution was substituted 
for the original resolution by a vote of 65 to 50. 

Jennings offered the following amendment to Stampp's resol u
tion : 

Because of the complexity of th is issue, the vote upon the 
motion shall not constitute a precedent for future actions of a 
similar nature. 

The motion was seconded. Paul Gaston, University of Virgin ia, noted 
that in adopting the Executive Board's statement, the mem bership in 
no way would be approving the principle of confidentiality. The 
Jennings amendment was defeated. 

Gettleman moved for the following amendment to the Stampp 
resolution : 

The Business Meeting of the Organization of American His
torians accepts the action of the AHA-OAH Committee on the 
Defense of the Rights of Historians under the First Amend
ment but regrets that the report does not adequately deal with 
issues of confidentiality and academic freedom and asks the 
Executive Board to consider ways of strengthening the Joint 
Committee on the Defense of the Rights of Historians under 
the First Amendment and empowering itto give this and other 
academic freedom cases the attention they deserve. 

The amendment was seconded. Genovese noted that the Execut ive 
Board had already voted to review the composition and procedures 
of this committee. Stampp said that this was a move to return to the 
original motion and called for its defeat. The amendment was voted 
on and defeated. 

James Chapin, Rutgers University, introduced an amendment to 
the Stampp resolution call ing for the inclusion of the content of the 
Board's action in the Stampp resolution . The motion was seconded 
and Chapin said that he felt the Board had taken three separate 
actions and his amendment would enable the members to vote 
separately on the three parts. The amendment was defeated. 

Genovese called for the vote on the Stampp resolution . The vote 
was 59 in favor and 41 against, thus sending the resolution to the 
members in a mail ballot. THE BALLOT ACCOMPANIES THIS 
NEWSLETTER. 

A STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION 

TO THE STAMPP RESOLUTION 


It is important that those voting on Professor Kenneth Stampp's 
resolution, especially those who did not attend the OAH Business 
Meeting in New York on April 14, understand the context in which 
this resolution was introduced. The Business Meeting provided the 
members of the Association their first opportunity collectively to 
evaluate the joint OAH-AHA report, " Yale University and Dr. Herbert 
Aptheker." This report was prepared after the OAH membership, by 
mail ballot in 1976, directed the Committee for the Defense of the 
Rights of Historians "to make an investigation ofthe [Yale-Aptheker] 
matter and to report its f indings to the membership." 

Many of us in the OAH concluded t hat t he investigating committee 
did not adequately discharge its responsibility. Some ofthis dissatis
faction was expressed by members of t he OAH Executive Board, as 
point number 3 of Professor Stampp's reso lution concedes. The 
main bases for skepticism about the repo rt w ere: (a) the unwilling
ness of the committee to pursue forcefu lly the quest ion of why Yale 
historians opposed Aptheker's one-semester, temporary appoint
ment, even when this appointment was sponsored by another Yale 
department; and (b) the acceptance of Yale's invocation of the prin
ciple of confidentiality, when the aggrieved OAH member, Herbert 
Aptheker, himself called for full disclosure of the reasons for his 
non-appointment. On the basis of wide consultation and carefu l 
analysis ofthe report,* Professor Mark Naison introduced t he follow
ing resolutions at the OAH Business Meeting on April 14: 

WHEREAS: The OAH-AHA joint Report on Herbert Aptheker and 
Yale University dealt with two sets of actions: (1) the opposi



tion of Yale's History Department to their own sponsorship of 
a one-semester single course on the life and work ofW.E.B. Du 
Bois which the Fellows of Davenport College asked Dr. Her
bert Aptheker to conduct; and (2) the subsequent efforts of 
members ofthe History Department before university bodies 
to block another Yale department, Political Science, in spon
soring the same appointment. 

WHEREAS: The OAH-AHAcommittee admits in its report that itdid 
not obtain the stated reasons for opposition to the appoint
ment of Aptheker (who is a member ofthe Communist party of 
the United States) on the four occasions at which the History 
Department, or members thereof, presented their position to 
Yale University bodies. 

WHEREAS : The committee cites at length and accepts the state
ments of the president and dean of Yale in support of the 
principle of confidentiality in faculty discussion of ap
pointments, yet the committee also cites the imputation that 
alleged "deficiencies in Aptheker's scholarship" constituted 
the sole reason why the Yale historians rejected him. 

WHEREAS: As a consequence, the committee was unable to weigh 
the kind of evidence that historians have traditionally consid
ered of vital importance in reaching adequate historical judg
ment in matters of this sort, namely the statements openly 
made by the principals at the time of their actions. 

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED : In light of gaps in the record as 
assembled by the committee, we believe that this committee 
would have been only justified in a finding that it was not 
possible to reach a conclusion one way or the other on the 
question of the reasons for the two sets of actions at Yale. We 
believe the committee was not justified in going beyond this. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: The inadequacy of the committee's 
report on Herbert Aptheker's case at Yale necessitates the 
appointment of a balanced and representative committee of 
the Organization of American Historians fully empowered to 
give this and other academic freedom cases the attention they 
deserve. 

[The intent of the preceeding resolution is to direct the OAH 
Executive Board to consider ways to strengthen the Joint 
Committee for the Defense of Rights of Historians under the 
First Amendment and make it more representative. It is un
derstood that such strengthening (which would make the 
committee over more in the militant image of the committee 
on the Status of Women in the Historical Profession) might 
involve either parallel action by the American Historical 
Association or severance of this committee from the AHA 
altogether.] 

Professor Stampp then moved his resolution as a substitute motion. 
The substitute won by a vote of 59 to 41. In accordance with OAH 
procedures, such a resolution must be approved by mail ballot ofthe 
members. The Executive Secretary of the OAH asked me to supply 
this statement to accompany the resolution. 

We urge you not to approve the Stampp resolution . No reflection 
on Professor Stampp, or on any of the principles in this unfortunate 
matter, would be intended or implied by a negative vote. Professor 
Stampp of course worded his resolution as to gain widest possible 
support, and thus asks the OAH membership to endorse the Yale
Aptheker report (of which he is co-author) as "reasonable." In urging 
rejection, we do not wish to label the document or its authors as 
"unreasonable." Such a vote would simply signify the rejection of 
the conclusions as unwarranted in light of the evidence assembled 
and reported . 

The fact that Aptheker eventually taught the seminar on W.E.B. Du 
Bois at Ya le is not relevant, for this was accomplished under the 
auspices of another department and (as has been mentioned) over 
the vehement objections of senior Yale historians, who simultane
ously refused to specify the basis for these objections. The intention 
of this investigation from the outset was not to get Aptheker on the 
Yale campus for one semester, butto probe the extraordinary efforts 
of Yale historians to keep him off. 

Judging from certain of Professor Stampp's remarks at the con

clusion of the spring Business Meeting, this matter of Yale and 
Aptheker has prompted the OAH Executive Board to consider 
changes in the Committee for the Defense ofthe Rights of Historians 
along the lines suggested in the Naison resolutions. We welcome 
this, and see it as an additional reason to vote down the Stampp 
resolution. Such an action will put the OAH membership on record 
as endorsing a vigorous, effective Committee for the Defense of the 
Rights of Historians at a time when the profession needs it urgently. 

Marvin E. Gettleman 

* The report itself was distributed some months ago to all OAH and AHA 
members. A detailed critique of the report, prepared by Staughton Lynd, is 
available at the cost of $1.00, from Professor Marvin E. Gettleman, Polytechnic 
Institute of New York, 333 Jay Street, Brooklyn, NY 11201 . 

THE COMMITTEE'S RESPONSE 
After investigating the Yale-Aptheker controversy, this committee 

unanimously concluded : "The testimonies gathered from many 
participants do not persuade us thatthe (Yale) History Department or 
individual members opposed Aptheker's appointment for political 
or ideological reasons." At the annual meeting in April, the OAH 
Executive Board resolved "that on the basis ofthe data sought by the 
committee and made available to it, the 'Findings' are reasonable," 
and the Business Meeting endorsed this action. Yet, critics have 
made the following charges against the committee and its report: 

1) That the report was written by six "establishment historians" 
whose objectivity is open to question. Critics seem to assume that 
the associations were free to brush aside their rules and establish 
any type of committee that they desired. The fact, however, is that 
once the OAH voted that the joint committee should investigate the 
case and report to the members, the Organization had to rely upon 
the people who, according to the bylaws, were members of the 
committee. Now critics ask for a new committee, more " balanced 
and representative" of the membership, to reopen the investigation 
of the Yale History Department. However, these critics knew the 
personnel of the AHA-OAH committee for two years and offered no 
objection until after its report was published. It is unfortunate that at 
this late date some critics use ad hominem attacks on committee 
members to discredit the findings. 

2) That the committee did not gain access to certain confidential 
materials. The committee did obtain testimony from all the princi
pals in the case. It sent a long list of questions to each ofthem, and 
the responses revealed that the facts of the case were not really at 
issue, but only how they were to be interpreted . Having discovered 
this, the committee concluded that a visit to New Haven would add 
nothing of significance to the mass of data already accumulated. 

Confidentiality in personnel decisions serves the same purpose as 
the secret ballot. It lessens the possibility of intimidation, recrimina
tion, or acute embarrassment. Accordingly, the committee asked 
individuals involved in all aspects of the Aptheker case for whatever 
information they were willing to divulge about their own choices and 
their reasons for such choices. We do not believe any other commit
tee should go beyond this. 

3) That the committee conducted a narrowly limited inquiry and 
uncrit ically endorsed the arguments supplied by the History De
partment. In fact, the committee constructed hypotheses critical of 
all major participants in the controversy and devised questions de
signed to test those hypotheses. It seriously considered the possibil
ity that either the Yale historians or their critics were motivated by 
political concerns. It addressed its questions to a broad spectrum of 
participants and received full responses from most. It had no means 
of compelling the others to respond. It asked for and received vari
ous public documents and newspaper articles relating to the case 
and used this evidence to evaluate responses to its questions. 

Although we cannot say w ith certainty that the confidential mate
rials unavailable to us would have had no affect on the report, it is 
unlikely that they would have substantiated the charge of political 
motivation. Neither the historians nor the supporters of Aptheker 
were likely to have articulated any but academic arguments in pre



senting their cases before their colleagues. If there were political 
motives on either or both sides, it is extremely doutbful that these 
confidential records would have provided evidence of such motives. 
Furthermore, the crucial meetings at Yale moved to be rather leaky 
affairs, and the committee is not althgether ignorant of what went on 
in them. The leaks came from critics of the historians, and we con
sider it significant that they did not supply evidence that the histo
rians opposed Aptheker's appointment with political or ideolgical 
arguments. 

Critics of the report appear to believe that somewhere there is 
evidence that the committee overlooked or was not permitted to see 
that will prove the case against Yale historians. The committee 
believes this to be an illusion. It has studied the critiques of its report, 
written by Aptheker, Staughton Lynd, and others, and it finds that 
these documents merely advance a different interpretation of the 
facts that the committee itself had obtained. In short, no one has yet 
uncovered a shred of evidence indicating that there are relevant facts 
not considered by the committee. 

The attack upon the Yale historians and now upon the committee 
report seems to assume that, given Aptheker's list of publications, 
only non-professional considerations can explain the refusal to sup
port his appointment. However, evaluations of his scholarship have 
been both favorable and unfavorable. Therefore, the committee 
concluded that it was possible for the Yale historians, governed by 
professional considerations, to oppose the appointment of 

Aptheker-and to continue to oppose it even after another depart
ment agreed to sponsor him. The committee does not believe that it 
is the responsibility of the OAH and the AHA to evaluate conflicting 
appraisals and impose their evaluation on departments. The com
mittee also assumes that the challenge to the History Department's 
decision must rest upon evidence and does not believe that in the 
absence of evidence persons accused of a breach of professional 
ethics should be forced to prove their innocence. 

Members of the OAH should bear in mind the concluding state
ment in the report: "Needless to say, this committee neither ap
proves nor disapproves the decision by the Yale History Department 
on the Aptheker appointment. This committee should never pre
sume to pass upon his or any other historian's scholarly credentials. 
We suggest now only that one does not normally interpret an ad
verse judgment in the appointment process as a challenge to a 
historian's integrity, or as a bill of charges that should warrant a 
public airing and the opportunity for a detailed refutation." 

AHA-OAH COMMITTEE ON THE DEFENSE OF THE RIGHTS OF 
HISTORIANS UNDER THE FIRST AMENDMENT 

AHA Members: OAH Members: 
Paul K. Conkin Richard S. Kirkendall 
Charles Gibson Paul L. Murphy 
Mack Thompson Kenneth M. Stampp 

BALLOT ON THE REPORT 

RESOLVED that the OAH Business Meeting accepts the action of 
the Executive Board on the Yale-Aptheker Report of the AHA-OAH 
Joint Committee on the Defense ofthe Rights of Historians underthe 
First Amendement. 

YES 0 NO 0 

The OAH Executive Board action on the Yale-Aptheker report read 
as follows: "1) The Board of the OAH recognizes that the many 
issues involved in the Yale-Aptheker controversy are extremely 
complex. 2) The Board also recognizes the severe limitations under 
which the Committee worked, the most significant of which was the 
principle of confidentiality. 3) Although some members of the Board 
reject the 'Comments: the Board believes that on the basis of the 
data sought by the Committee and made available to it, the 'Find
ings' are reasonable." 

THIS BALLOT TO BE COUNTED MUST BE POSTMARKED NO LATER 
THAN OCTOBER 15, 1978, AND MAILED TO THE EXECUTIVE SEC
RETARY, ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN HISTORIANS, 112 NORTH 
BRYAN AVENUE, BLOOMINGTON, IN 47401 



JAH QUESTIONNAIRE 

As the new editor and editorial board discuss the future direction oftheJournal ofAmerican History, it is essential to have some expression of 
the readers' interests and preferences. Your answers to these questions will be greatly appreciated. 

1. Which sections of the JAH do you read, and how regularly? 

Always Often Sometimes Never 

articles 

book reviews 

book notes 
news of accessions 
and other archival 
activities 

lists of recent articles 
in other journals 

lists of recent 
dissertations 

personals 

correspondence 
other 
(specify______. 

2. What fields of American history are of greatest interest to you? 

Does the JAH now cover these fields adequately? _________________________________ 

3. Would you favor the publication of special issues on a single theme or topic? _____________________ 
If you WOUld, please suggest themes or topics __________________________________ 

4. TheJAH now carries about 100 reviews per issue. Is this too many? ______too few? ______about right? ______ 
Would you favor longer review essays? yes ______ no ______ 

5. To which other historical journals do you subscribe? 

6. What is your occupation? 
Highest degree held, and year it was awarded ________________=-_________________ 

Please attach additional sheets, if you wish, to offer other comments on the future editorial policy of theJournal ofAmerican History. Return by 
October 1 to Editor, Journal of American History, Ballantine Hall, Indiana University, Bloomington, IN 47401. 



Lewis Perry 
Editor, Journal of American History 
Ballantine Hall 
Indiana University 
Bloomington, Indiana 47401 



Culbert seeks responses from interested members of the OAH as to 
what they think the profession should be doing about such matters 
as: 1) production by historians of television programs; 2) the proper 
use of mass media in the classroom; 3) whether the Journal of 
American History should play any role in reviewing materials relat
ing to mass media; and 4) whether changes in format of the annual 
convention might make sessions relating to mass media more ac
cessible to OAH members. All letters will be promptly acknowl
edged. 

PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS BILL 
Legislation that would make Presidential records public property, 

but permit an outgoing chief executive to control certain access for 
up to ten years, was introduced June 29, by Representatives 
Richardson Preyer (D-NC). John Brademas (D-IN). and Allen Ertel 
(D-PA). 

"President Ford set an excellent example by donating his papers 
to the government after he left office and President Carter went even 
further by declaring early in his term that he would turn his papers 
over to the public," said Representative Preyer, who is Chairman of 
the Government Information and Individual Rights Subcommittee. 

"We hope that President Carter now will join us in pushing for 
early passage of this bill , which we believe adequately protects the 
confidentiality of the White House while at the same time making as 
much information available as fast as practicable to historians, the 
new media, and the public," Preyer continued. 

Congressman Brademas, Majority Whip and original sponsor of 
the 1974 legislation which asserted control overthe Nixon materials, 
said : 

This legislation will be of great importance to scholars, 
researchers and journalists who wish a better understanding 
of the decision-making process of the Executive Branch. In 
addition, this bill recognizes the need to preserve a complete 
record ofthe Presidency forfuture generations of Americans. 
Atthe same time, the bill's safeguards will permit the free flow 
of information and advice to the Presidentto continue without 
the fear of premature public disclosure. 

Copies of the bill, H. R. 13364, and a section-by-section analysis are 
available from the Government Information and Individual Rights 
Subcommittee. For further information contact Ed Gleiman or Tim 
Ingram, (202) 225-3741. 

OAH RECEIVES NEH GRANT 
The OAH Committee on the Status of Women in the Historical 

Profession has received a $19,500 Chairman's grant from the Na
tional Endowment for the Humanities. The grant has two purposes, 
both aimed at understanding and strengthening the position of 
women in the humanities. The first is a national conference of the 
leaders of thirty women's committees and caucuses in the 
humanities and social sciences to exchange ideas and methods. This 
conference will be held October 25th and 26th at the National Ar
chives in Washington. Mary Berry, Patricia Graham, Marjorie Cham
bers, and Eugene D. Genovese are among the featured speakers. 

The second portion of the project will begin the development of a 
full-scale, multi-year investigation of the status of women in the 
historical profession. This project, developed in consultation with 
survey research special ists, will include a questionnaire and follow
up indepth interviews. The treatment of women on college faculties 
will be investigated, as well as conditions in editing, administrative, 
and research jobs. Further details on the investigation will be sent to 
OAH members when-and if-sufficient funding is obtained. 

HISTORY DAY 1978 
On May thirteenth, a gloomy Saturday morning at 8:00 a.m., 156 

junior and senior high school students, teachers, parents, and sib
lings converged on the beautiful Cincinnati Historical Society and Art 
Museum in Eden Park bearing assorted colored boards, costumes, 
models, tape recorders, and projectors to compete in the first Re

gional History Day Program. The students came as top winners from 
their district and state contests in Ohio, Indiana, and Kentucky. Al
though the festive atmosphere that characterized the district and 
state contests was not as evident, possibly because of the weather, 
possibly because of the intensity of the students, as the day wore on 
students and teachers from three different states, from a variety of 
backgrounds and schools, rural , private, public, and parochial , 
began to talk to one another about their projects, about their perfor
mances, and about their schools. As one of the teachers from a rural 
county in Appalachia told an NEH evaluator, History Day had given 
her " an opportunity to utilize the talents of her students in ways that 
could vindicate her teaching methods." She had been encouraging 
projects and performances in her classes, but could arouse little 
interest among her colleagues and superiors and, the students also 
had little interest. All that has now changed. The awards her students 
had won changed the environment in which she teaches, as well as 
her outlook on teaching. And, more important, they had enhanced 
the students' confidence in themselves. She said they were reluctant 
to even participate in the regional meeting because they would be 
competing with students from bigger and better equipped urban 
schools. All that too had changed now for these and other students 
and teachers from isolated rural and mountain counties because 
several such schools not only competed in the tri-state History Day 
Program in Cincinnati, but won top awards. 

History Day began at Case Western Reserve University in 1974, 
and became a state Bicentennial Project in 1976, with eleven district 
History Days held on eleven college and university campuses for 
junior and senior high school students. The students competed in 
five contests, individual and group performances, individual and 
group projects, and historical papers. Projects, performances, and 
papers, all had to display a high level of historical research, original
ity, and creativity. In 1977, the National Endowment for the 
Humanities Youth Project Division funded a three-state pilot pro
gram which culminated in the regional contest in Cincinnati. It 
turned outthatthe theme "Energy: Its Impact on History," was all too 
appropriate and nearly ended History Day before it began with an 
extremely severe winter that closed schools in Kentucky and south
ern Indiana for over a month, that created an energy shortage 
through the longest coal strike in history thus threatening to close 
more schools. In spite of these enormous obstacles, History Day 
1978 did occur in the three states. 

Projects ranged from a display on the history of liquifaction of 
oxygen and its possible future as a source of energy, to a game 
which featured the history of ideas as mind power and its harness
ing, a scale model of Drake's oil well and a history in pictures ofthe 
development of the oil boom. One black junior high school jazz 
group from Lexington, Kentucky, won a first place award for their 
original arrangement of slave work songs, with a narrative and 
musical history of black labor. There were windmills and water
wheels, dynamos, and an effective multimedia performance of the 
dangers of the misuse of water power in an original play and slide 
show aboutthe Johnstown flood disaster in 1889. Another rural high 
school group studied the history ofthe war in Vietnam in terms ofthe 
waste of a variety of energy, including human life. They put on a very 
powerful skit featuring lighting, and "Sensu round." There were 
puppet shows, video tapes, movies, and a display on the effects of a 
decline of a source of energy with the scarcity of whale oil. All in all, 
despite the weather and other obstacles, the project was a success in 
that it demonstrated the viability, the liveliness, the relevance of 
history. To both students and teachers, it demonstrated the in
genuity and creativity of both junior and senior high school students. 
The plaques, medals, and the certificates that all students took away 
from each of the contests gave a recognition to history within the 
schools that hitherto has gone only to marching bands and athletic 
teams. The qualitative success of this year promises to be followed 
by quantitative success in the next few years as college and univer
sity history faculty members realize that their livelihood depends on 
a broad popular base for their subject and the base is the teachers 
and students in the high school and junior high schools. Whether or 
not students take history in college depends largely upon their ex
perience with the subject in high school. History Day is one way of 
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making that experience positive, pleasurable, and intellectually ex
citing. 

First place winners in this year's contest, junior high school divi
sion, were: Ian Pilcher, Boardman, Ohio, for his paper "Oil: Its Polit
icallmpact World-Wide"; Kenneth Blochowski, Toledo, Ohio, for his 
project, "Drake's Oil Well and the Oil Boom"; Charles Lewis, Kevin 
Troxell, David Grimes, and David Merideth, Bowling Green, Ken
tucky, for their project, "Getting the Message"; Jeff Semberger, 
Youngstown, Ohio, for his performance, "R. Buckminster Fuller"; 
and Sheri Fuller, Karl French, Larry Peyton, Barbara Fields, and Eric 
Underwood, Lexington, Kentucky, for their performance, "Work 
Song." 

First place winners in the senior high school division were: 
Michael Mabry, Toledo, Ohio, for his paper "The Impact of Oil on 
Wood County"; Elizabeth Renner, South Euclid, Ohio, for her proj
ect, "Substitutability: A Major Factor in Producing Energy"; Kathy 
Waymire and Jackie Keller, Cincinnati, Ohio, for their project, "Nu
clear Power Plants: Today's Energy, Tomorrow's History"; Jaymie 
Potts, Cleveland Heights, Ohio, for her performance, "Energy: His
tory of Influence, Source of Progress"; and Richard Shimp, Byron 
Bragg, and Patrick Quotson, Mogadore, Ohio, fortheir performance, 
"Our Course is Resolute ... Our Conviction is Firm." 

A handbook on History Day is being prepared this summer and 
should be ready for distribution by October. For more information 
write: David D. Van Tassel, Chairman, Department of History, Case 
Western Reserve University, Cleveland, Ohio 44106. 

MEETINGS AND CONFERENCES 
On September 14 and 15, 1978, the Conference on Senate History: 

Symposium on the Research Value and Disposition of Senators' 
Papers will be held at the United States Capitol. For further informa
tion write Senate Historical Office, Washington, D. C. 20510. 

On September 21-22, 1978, the National Archives will hold its 
conference "The Law and American Society: New Historical Per
spectives and Resources." It will be held in the Archives building, 
Washington, D. C., and conferees will discuss new research that 
examines the interaction of American law and society, and the his
torical records that support that research. Program directors are 
Clarence F. Lyons, Jr., head ofthe Archives' Legislative, Judicial and 
Fiscal Branch, and R. Michael McReynolds, a staff assistant to the 
Archivist ofthe United States. Registration for the conference, which 
includes a reception, is $25. For registration material, write: Legal 
Conference, Education Division (NE), National Archives and Records 
Service, Washington, D. C. 20408. 

The Fourth Chancellor's Symposium on Southern History will be 
held October 2, 3, and 4 on the Oxford campus of the University of 
Mississippi. The program-"Have We Overcome?"-will provide a 
twenty-five-year retrospective evaluation of the Brown v. Board of 
Education decision and its effects. Papers will be given by Morton 
Horwitz, C. Eric Lincoln, Vincent Harding, Robert Wiebe, William 
Leuchtenburg, Henry Levin, and Lerone Bennett. For further infor
mation contact Professor Michael V. Namorato, Department of His
tory, University of Mississippi, University, Mississippi 38677 or call 
(601) 232-7148. 

Hofstra University will celebrate the William Cullen Bryant Cen
tennial with a conference "William Cullen Bryant and His America: A 
Centennial Celebration," on October 6-8, 1978. Inquiries should be 
sent to Professor Michael D'innocenzo, Conference Coordinator, 
University Center for Cultural and Intercultural Studies, Hofstra Uni
versity, Hempstead, New York 11550. 

The National Historic Communal Societies Association will hold 
its fifth annual Historic Communal Societies Conference in conjunc
tion with the Department of Sociology and the Institute for Icarian 
Investigations at the University of Nebraska at Omaha, October 
11-14, 1978. Those individuals wishing to make presentations 
should contact the program chairman, Dr. Mark O. Rousseau, Uni
versity of Nebraska at Omaha, Box 688, Omaha, Nebraska 68101. 
Other inquiries should be sent to Dr. Donald E. Pitzer, Director, 
Center for Communal Studies, Indiana State University Evansville, 
Evansville, Indiana 47712. 

The Regional Economic History Research Center, Eleutherian 
Mills-Hagley Foundation will sponsor a conference on October 13, 
1978 at 2: 15 p.m. on "Economy and Society: Philadelphia and Its 
Hinterland." For further information contact: William H. Mulligan, 
Jr., Regional Economic History Research Center, Eleutherian Mills
Hagley Foundation, Box 3630, Greenville, Wilmington, Delaware 
19807. 

"Air Power and Warfare" will be the theme of the Eighth Military 
History Symposium, sponsored by the United States Air Force 
Academy on October 18-20, 1978. For further information about the 
symposium, write Major John F. Shiner, Department of History, 
USAF Academy, Colorado 80840. 

On October 19-21, 1978, the International Conference on 
Eurocommunism will be held at Monroe Community College, 
Rochester, New York. The conference theme will be "Eurocom
munism and the Historical Compromise." For further information 
contact Dr. Thomas A. Fabiano, Program Director, Monroe Com
munity College, Department of History, Rochester, New York 14623 
or phone (716) 442-9950. 

The Societyforthe History ofTechnology will hold its Twenty-First 
Annual Meeting October 19-21, 1978, in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
For further information contact Professor Merritt Roe Smith, Chair
person, Department of History, Ohio State University, 230 West 17th 
Avenue, Columbus, Ohio 43210. 

A national conference ofthe leaders ofthirty women's committees 
and caucuses in the humanities and social sciences will be held atthe 
National Archives in Washington, D. C., October 25-26, 1978. This 
conference will hopefully allow an exchange of ideas and methods 
among women's committees which have operated in isolation from 
one another for a decade. For further information contact D'Ann 
Campbell, Newberry Library, 60 West Walton Street, Chicago, il
linois 60610 or telephone (312) 943-9090. 

The Sixth Annual Symposium of The Victorian Society in America, 
which is being cosponsored by the Decorative Arts Chapter of the 
Society of Architectural Historians, will bring together twenty spe
cialists in diverse aspects of nineteenth-century furniture and will be 
held on October 26-29, 1978. Victorian Society and Decorative Arts 
Chapter members will receive registration material for the Sym
posium during the summer months. Non-members interested in the 
Symposium should write to Amy Flowerman, The Victorian Society 
in America, The Athenaeum, East Washington Square, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 19106 or telephone (215) 627-4252. 

The fall meeting of the D. C. Historians will be held on October 27, 
1978, atthe George Washington University Club, Marvin Center, 21 st 
and H Streets, N. W., Washington, D. C., at 1 :00 p.m. Following a 
luncheon the customary one-minute announcements concerning 
new publications, research, and programs will be made. For further 
information write to Dr. William Lloyd Fox, 7905 Takoma Avenue, 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910. 

Texas A&M University will sponsor a symposium entitled "The 
Czechs in Texas" on October 27-29, 1978, in Temple, Texas. Inquiries 
should be sent to Clinton Machann, Project Director, Texas Czechs 
Symposium, Department of English, Texas A&M University, College 
Station, Texas 77843. 

Pending funding from the Minnesota Humanities Commission, 
Normandale Community College in Bloomington, Minnesota, will 
host a symposium on "War and Society," November 2-4, 1978. 
Speakers will include former Senator Eugene McCarthy, David H. 
Culbert, and Stephen Vaughn. 

The Sixth Annual Archives and Records Workshop of the Society 
of Georgia Archivists will be held November 16 and 17, 1978, at the 
Tower Place Hotel in Atlanta, Georgia. Persons wishing additional 
information should write to the Workshop Committee, Society of 
Georgia Archivists, Box 261, Georgia State University, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30303. 

State and community historians, teachers, archivists, librarians, 
and historical society officials will convene in Chicago, March 22-25, 
1979, to exchange fresh ideas on teaching state and community 
history to college students. The conference is sponsored by the 
Family and Community History Center ofthe Newberry Library, and 
funded by the National Endowment for the Humanities. Post
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conference research and writing fellowships are available. For fur
ther details and application forms (due December 1, 1978) contact 
D'Ann Campbell, Newberry Library, 60 West Walton Street, Chicago, 
Illinois 60610 or telephone (312) 943-9090. 

The American Educational Research Association announces the 
call for papers and symposia to be presented at its annual meeting in 
San Francisco, April 8-12, 1979. Division F, History and Historiog
raphy, solicits contributions related to the following generai topics: 
(1) Historical development of education; (2) the study of contempo
rary educational issues in historical perspective; (3) the relationship 
of pedagogical ideas and practices to social, economic, and political 
contexts; (4) the history of educational agencies other than schools; 
(5) the comparative study of educational change; (6) the historiog
raphy of education; and (7) the teaching of history of education. 
Individuals wishing to make proposals are invited to consult the 
May, 1978, issue of AERA's Educational Researcher, or to secure a 

_	copy ofthe call by writing to: AERA Meeting Coordinator, 1230 17th 
St., N. W., Washington, D. C. 20036. Proposals for papers and sym
posia will be considered for inclusion in the program ifthey reach the 
Divisional Program Chairperson by August 15, 1978. 

The German-American Studies Society will hold its annual sym
posium at Saint Olaf College, Northfield, Minnesota, April 27-28, 
1979. Papers not to exceed eight pages are invited from all disci
plines related to "German-Americana: New Orientations in Re
search." Manuscripts should be submitted before November 15, 
1978, to Maria Wagner, Department of Foreign Languages, Rutgers 
University College, 84 College Avenue, New Brunswick, New Jersey 
08903. 

GRANTS, FELLOWSHIPS, AWARDS 
For information regarding Fulbright-Hays Opportunities Abroad 

individuals should write to the Council for International Exchange of 
Scholars, Eleven Dupont Circle, Suite 300, Washington, D. C. 20036. 
Eligibility requirements for these awards include U. S. citizenship. 
For teaching, postdoctoral college or university experience at the 
level and in the field of the appointment sought is usually required. 
Some awards are listed for younger scholars or recent PhDs. For 
research, a doctoral degree at the time of application or other com
parable professional qualifications are needed. 

The American Council of Learned Societies has published an An
nouncement on "Aids to Individual Scholars," which deals with 
competitions to be held in 1978-79. Some application deadlines are 
as early as September 30, 1978. For this brochure and other informa
tion write to American Council of Learned Societies, 345 East 46th 
Street, New York, New York 10017. 

The Center for Field Research is currently accepting proposals for 
1979. The Center is a non-profit organization established to raise 
private funding for field research scientists and to encourage public 
understanding of science. While the deadline for proposals for proj
ects beginning after December 1, 1978, was June 15, 1978, the 
deadline for project proposals to begin after June 1, 1979, is October 
1, 1978. Forfurther information and for a copy of the 1978 edition of 
the Center's Guide to Funds and Volunteers for Field Research con
tact: Elizabeth E. Caney, Center for Field Research, 10 Juniper Roadl 
Box 127H, Belmont, Massachusetts 02178 or telephone (617) 489
3032. 

The deadline for the next competition in the pUblication series, 
Notre Dame Studies in American Catholicism, is October " 1978. To 
be eligible for publication manuscripts must be pertinent to the 
study of the American Catholic experience. The series is not limited 
to anyone discipline. Unrevised dissertations normally will not be 
considered. The author of the award-winning manuscript will re
ceive a $500 award and the award-winning book will be published by 
the University of Notre Dame Press. Scholars interested in entering 
the competition should send one copy of the manuscriptto: Director, 
Center for the Study of American Catholicism, Memorial Library
Room 1109, University of Notre Dame, Notre Dame, Indiana 46556. 

Project 87, a joint study of the United States Constitution spon
sored by the American Historical Association and the American 
Political Science Association, announces two competitions. Appli 

cations are currently being accepted for grants in aid of research and 
for fellows in residence at the Brookings Institution in Washington, 
D.C. Historians and others are invited to apply for support of re
search that focuses on one or more of the following four areas: 
critical analyses ofthe political theory ofthe American constitutional 
tradition; investigations of particular turning points or threads in 
constitutional evolution; examinations of political behavior as con
ditioned by constitutional forms and rules; and inquiries into the 
reputation and impact ofthe Constitution as a model for other states, 
as well as arguments for constitutional reform and revision. The 
application deadline for the first round of research grants was June 
1, 1978. There will be a second round of competition for research 
grants and fellowships in the fall, w ith a deadline date for applica
tions on October 1, 1978. For further information, including instruc
tions for applicants, write Donald Allen Robinson, Project Director, 
Project 87, 1527 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W., Washington, D. C. 
20036. 

The Rockefeller Foundation announces the Rockefeller Founda
tion Humanities Fellowships for 1979-80. The deadline for first-stage 
applications is October 1, 1978; awards will be announced in March 
1979. For further information contact: Rockefeller Foundation 
Humanities Fellowships, The Rockefeller Foundation, 1133 Avenue 
of the Americas, New York, New York 10036. 

The Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars an
nounces its competition for fellowships. For academic participants 
eligibility is limited to the postdoctoral level, and normally it is 
expected that academic candidates will have demonstrated their 
scholarly development by the publication of some major work 
beyond the PhD dissertation. The Center holds one round of com
petitive selection per year. The deadline for receipt of applications 
and all supporting materials in the annual cycle is October 1, 1978. 
Decisions on appointments will become available by mid-February. 
For information and application forms contact: The Woodrow Wil
son International Center for Scholars, Smithsonian Institution Build
ing, Room 321, Washington, D. C. 20560 or telephone (202) 381-6247. 

The Columbia Society of Fellows in the Humanities, with grants 
from the Andrew W. Mellon Foundation and the William R. Kenan 
Trust, will appoint a number of postdoctoral fellows in the 
humanities for the academic year 1979-80. Fellows newly appointed 
for 1979-80 must have received the PhD between January 1, 1977, 
and July 1, 1979. Stipend is $14,000, one half being for independent 
research and one halffor interdepartmental teaching, probably w ith 
modest additional grants. Application forms can be obtained by 
writing to the Director, Room 1509, International Affairs Building, 
Columbia University, New York, New York 10027. Deadline for re
ceipt of completed application forms is November 1, 1978. 

The Newberry Library announces the availability of Short-Term 
Resident Fellowships for Individual Research. These grants are for 
any field appropriate to the Newberry's collections. Appointments 
with stipends of $500 per month are for periods not exceeding three 
months. Applicants must have the PhD or have completed all re
quirements except the dissertation. Preference will be given to 
applicants who need to use Newberry resources and to applicants 
from outside the Chicago area. Completed applications are due 
November 1,1978. For additional information and application forms, 
write to: Committee on Awards, The Newberry Library, 60 West 
Walton Street, Chicago, Illinois 60610. 

Opportunities to attend a summer seminar or to teach abroad will 
be available under the Fulbright-Hays Act for the 1979-80 school 
year. Elementary and secondary teachers, college instructors, and 
assistant professors are eligible to participate in the teacher ex
change program. Basic requirements are: U. S. citizenship, a bache
lor's degree, three years of teaching experience for one-year posi
tions and two years of experience for seminars. As most of the 
positions are on an interchange basis, applicants must be employed 
currently. Application should be made before November 1, 1978. A 
brochure and application form should be obtained in September by 
writing to : Teacher Exchange Section, Division of International Edu
cation, U. S. Office of Education, Washington, D. C. 20202. 

The American Society of Church History announces that its next 
Brewer Prize competition for a booklength manuscript in Church 
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History will conclude in 1978. The award will be announced at the 
meeting of the Society in the spring of 1979. It will consist of a 
subsidy of $1,000 to assist the author in the publication of the win
ning manuscript, which shall be described on its title page as the 
"Frank S. and Elizabeth D. Brewer Prize Essay of the American Soci
ety of Church History" and shall be published in a manner acceptable 
to the Society. If competing essays are otherwise of equal quality, 
preference will be given to those dealing with topics relating to the 
history of Congregationalism. Complete manuscripts in final form, 
fully annotated, must be in the hands of William B. Miller, Secretary, 
American Society of Church History, 305 East Country Club Lane, 
Wallingford, Pennsylvania 19086, on or before December 15, 1978, 
with return postage included. No manuscripts previo;.:sly submitted 
will be considered. 

The Board of Directors of the Early American Industries Associ
ation, Inc., has authorized a program to provide grants-in-aid to 
support individuals engaged in research or publication projects re
lating to the purposes of the Association . A non-renewable grant of 
up to $750 will be awarded to each of three individuals conducting 
research or publication projects at the graduate or postgraduate 
level, provided that the grants-in-aid committee appointed to ad
minister these awards finds the application to be related to the 
Association's purposes and of a nature worthy of support. Grants
in-aid may be used to supplement existing financial aid, scholar
ships, fellowships, or other awards but may not be used by institu
tions as a substitution for such assistance. Additional information 
and application forms may be obtained from Charles F. Hummel, 
Chairman, Grants-in-Aid Committee, Early American Industries 
Association, % The Winterthur Museum, Winterthur, Delaware 
19735. 

The Smithsonian Institution announces its programs of higher 
education and research training for 1979-80 in the fields of American 
History and Material Culture, Anthropology, History of Art, and the 
History of Technology and Science. Smithsonian Fellowships are 
awarded to support independent research in residence at the Smith
sonian Institution using the collections, facilities, and laboratories 
and pertaining to research interests of the Smithsonian research 
staff. Proposals for research may be offered in the fields in which the 
Institution has research strength. Applications are due by January 
15,1979. For more information and application forms please write: 
Office of Fellowships and Grants, Smithsonian Institution, Washing
ton, D. C. 20560. Please indicate the particular area in which you 
propose to conduct research and give the dates of degrees received 
or expected. 

IMMIGRATION HISTORY SOCIETY 
The Immigration History Society was organized in 1965 to pro

mote the study ofthe history of immigration to the United States and 
Canada from all parts of the world, including studies of the back
ground of emigration in the countries of origin; to promote study of 
ethnic groups in the United States, including regional groups in the 
United States, native-Americans, and forced immigrants; to pro
mote understanding of the processes of acculturation and of con
flict; to furnish through the Immigration History Newsletter infor
mation as to research, organizations, meetings, and publications in 
the field of immigration history; to help organize session programs 
at meetings of learned societies; and generally to serve the field of 
immigration-ethnic history with special reference to professional 
scholarship. Officers include Moses Rischin, president, and John 
Higham, vice-president. The society holds its annual meeting in 
conjunction with meetings of the Organization of American Histo
rians in April each year. For further information contact Office of 
Carlton C. Qualey, Minnesota Historical Society, 690 Cedar Street, St. 
Paul, Minnesota 55101 . 

INTELLECTUAL HISTORY GROUP 
A conference on "The Tasks and Opportunities of American Intel

lectual History" met at Wingspread, Racine, Wisconsin, on Decem
ber 1-3, 1977. Twenty-two historians from all parts of the United 

States, one from Canada, and one from England attended. All partic
ipants submitted papers, except the co-organizers, Paul Conkin and 
John Higham. One session of the conference considered future 
organizational needs. Favoring a maximum of looseness and flexi 
bility but desiring some means of continuing communications, the 
conferees agreed to constitute themselves as the nucleus of an 
Intellectual History Group. Something less than a society but more 
than a caucus, the Group will circulate a newsletter and gather 
suggestions for sessions at scholarly meetings. The Group is de
signed to embrace intellectual and cultural historians of both mod
ern Europe and North America. Professor Thomas Bender has 
agreed to serve as coordinator for the Group. All who are interested 
in joining should write to him at Department of History, New York 
University, New York, New York 10003. 

CENTER FOR HISTORY OF THE AMERICAN INDIAN 
The Newberry Library Center for the History of the American 

Indian will initiate in September, 1978, a three-year project to com
pile, annotate, and publish a documentary political history of the 
League of the Iroquois and its tributary tribes. Funded by the Re
search Division of the National Endowment for the Humanities, the 
project will be conducted by Francis Jennings, Director of the Center, 
and will be jointly edited by William N. Fenton, Distinguished Profes
sor of Anthropology at State University of New York-Albany. 

The first stage of the project will be to locate and identify the 
minutes and other documents of treaty conferences, including 
wampum belts and strings. Persons knowing of manuscripts, wam
pum, or oral traditions concerning particular treaties are requested 
to communicate with the Center. Please write to Francis Jennings, 
The Newberry Library, 60 West Walton Street, Chicago, Illinois 60610 
or telephone (312) 943-9090. 

CENTER FOR STUDY OF THE 

CONSUMER MOVEMENT 


The Center for the Study of the Consumer Movement has been 
awarded a major grant from the National Endowment for the 
Humanities. To date, matching funds have been received from the 
Rockefeller Foundation, Governor Averell Harriman, and other indi
viduals. The money will be used to conduct historical documentation 
of Consumers Union and the consumer movement. Consumers 
Union provided initial funding to establish the center. 

The purpose of the center is to locate, evaluate, and preserve 
materials of historical significance; to supplement this documenta
tion with manuscript histories and scholarly taped interviews; to 
arouse the interest of consumer advocates in the history of their 
past; to assist scholars in the field to use the primary source mate
rials available, and to encourage them to initiate historical studies 
based on such materials. The center houses a unique collection of 
personal papers, CU records, books, periodicals, oral history inter
v iews, and films relating to the consumer movement and its impor
tant personalities over the last four decades. Located at CU 's Mt. 
Vernon headquarters, the center is open to scholars, consumer activ
ists, researchers, authors, and others interested in the development 
of the consumer movement. 

The center is interested in information on the locations of mate
rials relating to the consumer movement which have already been 
given to other repositories and in the preservation of endangered 
records. Information and requests for the Center's free Newsletter 
should be sent to Sybil Shainwald, Director, Center for the Study of 
the Consumer Movement, Consumers Union, 256 Wash ington 
Street, Mount Vernon, New York 10550. 

DIRECTORY OF AMERICAN SCHOLARS 
A new edition of the Directory of American Scholars will be pub

lished in December, 1978. Nomination of qualified scholars who are 
not currently profiled in the directory is requested. Acceptance for 
inclusion is based on the following criteria, and involves no obliga
tion other than submission of information. 1) Achievement, by rea
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son of experience and training, of a stature in scholarly work equiva
lent to that associated with the doctoral degree, coupled with current 
activity in such work; or 2) achievement as evidenced by publication 
of scholarly works; or 3) attainment of a position of substantial 
responsibility by reason of achievement as outlined in (1) and (2). All 
nominations should be sent to the Editors, Directory of American 
Scholars, P. O. Box 25001, Tempe, Arizona 85282. 

HISTORIANS OF THE OHIO RIVER VALLEY 
Donald T. McDaniel is seeking information regarding early show

boats along the Ohio River. He hopes to preserve photos, stories, 
news accounts, and any other documents of early showboat history. 
Anyone interested in searching local records, or arranging for publi
cation in newsletters and newspapers or in obtaining a list of refer
ences and selected events of pioneer showboats should contact Mr. 
McDaniel at 6420 Middleshire Street, Columbus, Ohio 43229. 

HISTORICAL JOURNAL OF 

WESTERN MASSACHUSETTS 


The Historical Journal of Western Massachusetts is compiling a 
list of reviewers for its book review section. Books reviewed deal 
with New England history. Those historians wishing to review books 
are requested to inform the Journal of their special areas of study 
and any publications which might apply. Please write to Associate 
Editor Joseph Carvalho III, Historical Journal of Western Massachu
setts, Westfield State College, Westfield, Massachusetts 01085. 

INDIANA ARCHIVES/MANUSCRIPTS SURVEY 
The Indiana Historical Society is sponsoring an Indiana Archives 

and Manuscripts Survey to be conducted by Donald W. Thompson. 
The survey specifically aims to pick up individual items and mate
rials not in institutions which might be missed in the surveys being 
conducted on the national level. Questionnaires will be mailed outto 
various Indiana libraries, historical societies, museums, etc. in late 
August. Anyone desiring to receive a questionnaire or supply infor
mation, should communicate with Mr. Thompson, Lilly Library, 
Wabash College, Crawfordsville, Indiana 47933. 

THE SAMUEL GOMPERS PAPERS 
A project to collect and publish the papers of Samuel Gompers 

(1850-1924) is underway at the University of Maryland and Pace 
University. It is funded by the National Historical Publications and 
Records Commission. All the collected documents will be published 
in a comprehensive microfilm edition; the most significant papers 
will appear in a twelve to fifteen volume printed edition. The editors 
would welcome information regarding any letters to, from, or about 
Samuel Gompers. Address correspondence to Stuart B. Kaufman, 
History Department, University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland 
20742. 

MICROFILM COLLECTIONS, 
OHIO HISTORICAL SOCIETY 

The Ohio Historical Society has microfilm available for the Samuel 
M. ("Golden Rule") Jones Papers and the Jacob S. Coxey, Sr. Collec
tion. The Samuel M. Jones Papers . .. An Inventory to the Microfilm 
Edition has been published by the Ohio Historical Society in coop
eration with the Toledo-Lucas County Public Library (TLCPL). On 
deposit at the TLCPL, the Jones Papers represent the largest collec
tion of urban reform papers in Ohio. Morgan Barclay and Jean W. 
Strong compiled the ninety-six page illustrated guide, which is 
available for $5.95 from the Ohio Historical Society Sales Manager. 
Microfilm is available from the OHS Microfilm Department, 1-71 and 
17th Avenue, Columbus, Ohio 43211. 

A five-roll microfilm edition ofthe Coxey Collection (1874-1976) is 
now available from the Society for $12 per roll plus handling. Inven

tories have been included at the beginning of each roll. This micro
film edition is available on interlibrary loan or may be purchased 
from the above address. For additional information contact Gary 
Arnold or Linda Kalette, Archives-Manuscripts Division, Ohio Histor
ical Society, Ohio Historical Center, Columbus, Ohio 43211 or tele
phone (614) 466-2060. 

COLONIAL POPLIN RESEARCH CENTER 
The Colonial Poplin Research Center offers services relating to 

historical research in New England. For a brochure detailing those 
services and for further information contact: Colonial Poplin Re
search Center, Box 55, Fremont, New Hampshire 03044 or telephone 
(603) 895-4032. 

UNDERGRADUATE EDlJCATION IN LAW 

AND THE HUMANITIES 


The American Bar Association has established a Commission on 
Undergraduate Education in Law and the Humanities to foster the 
development of high quality courses and programs in law and the 
humanities in colleges and universities throughout the country. Its 
goal is to introduce undergraduates to the role of law in society 
through examination of the law's relationship to such humanities 
disciplines as history, literature, and philosophy. 

The members ofthe Commission are: Edward H. Levi, Professor of 
Law, University of Chicago Law School; Stanley N. Katz, Professor of 
History, Princeton University; Daniel Aaron, Professor of English, 
Harvard University; Shirley S. Abrahamson, Justice, Wisconsin 
State Supreme Court; Joel Feinberg, Professor of Philosophy, Uni
versity of Arizona; Carl McGowan, Circuit Judge, United States 
Court of Appeals, District of Columbia; John L. Thomas, Professor of 
History, Brown University; Richard Wasserstrom, Professor of Law 
and Philosophy, UCLA Law School; and, G. Edward White, Professor 
of Law, University of Virginia Law School. 

With a three-year, $275,000 grant from the National Endowment 
for the Humanities, the Commission is developing course materials 
which will serve as tools for teachers and administrators who wish to 
establish new undergraduate programs in law, expand and enhance 
current undergraduate offerings in law and the humanities, and, 
most importantly, integrate legal themes into existing humanities 
courses. 

The Commission is taking an active role in shaping the kinds of 
material developed for the three humanities fields encompassed by 
the program. Three advisory groups consisting of commissioners 
and outside specialists in law and the humanities are planning the 
development and implementation of appropriate course materials. 
For example, a group of American history advisors-consisting of 
commissioners Abrahamson, Katz, and Thomas; Gerald L. Fetner, 
the Commission's Director; Stuart Bruchey, Professor, Columbia 
University; Stephen Botein, Assistant Professor, Michigan State 
University; George Dargo, Assistant Professor, University of Massa
chusetts, Boston; Jonathan Lurie, Associate Professor, Rutgers. The 
State University of New Jersey, Newark; and Jamil Zainaldin, 
Assistant Professor, Case Western Reserve University-is sketching 
the outlines of a Law and American History Series. At the moment, 
the group envisions a series of volumes containing thematic essays 
and documentary source materials, with study questions and bib
liographic essay. In each volume, the writers will examine issues 
which show the relationship between the law and the social, eco
nomic, and political developments ofthe period. The volumes will be 
designed primarily for use in introductory and period courses in 
American history, although it is expected they will also be of value in 
American legal history courses. 

In addition to establishing an organizational structure to conduct 
these activities, the Commission has held meetings throughout the 
country with academic and legal groups to elicit suggestions and 
build support for the program. The Commission welcomes inquiries 
from individuals interested in the program. Address all such corre
spondence to Mr. Fetner at 1155 East 60th Street, Chicago, Illinois 
60637. 
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A NEW DOCTORAL PROGRAM 

The Department of History and Political Science at Northern 
Arizona University announces a doctorate for instructors in college 
and for officials in political and public service. The program stresses 
breadth and must include work in history, political science, social 
science, and teaching strategies and methodologies. For further 
information write: Chairman, Department of History and Political 
Science, Box 6023, Northern Arizona University, Flagstaff, Arizona 
86011. 

EMPLOYMENT, U. S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
The Office of The Historian, U. S. Department of State, receives a 

great many applications for employment. Appointments are filled 
through Civil Service procedures. Very few openings are expected, 
but persons interested in possible employment as historians in the 
Department should request information on Mid-Level Positions for 
Historians from the following address: Washington, D.C., Area Of
fice, U. S. Civil Service Commission, 1900 E Street, N. W., Washing
ton, D. C. 20415 (Attention: Mid-Level Office EWS). This procedure 
applies also to persons who have already submitted applications 
directly to the Office ofThe Historian. For further information, please 
write to David F. Trask, Office of The Historian, Department of State, 
Washington, D. C. 20520. 

NATIONAL ARCHIVES FILM SERVICE 
The National Archives and Records Service has acquired film-to

video equipment and can now offer %-inch videocassette copies of 
its archival film holdings. The Archives has extensive card catalogs 
describing documentary and newsreel film from 1894 to the present 
and its staff can make searches for film titles or specific subjects. 
Further information, including costs for this service, may be ob
tained from William Murphy, Motion Picture and Sound Recording 
Branch, National Archives and Records Service, Washington, D. C. 
20408. 

NEW ENGLAND AND THE SEA 
"New England and the Sea," a new permanent exhibition which 

presents three centuries of American maritime history, opened April 
24 at Mystic Seaport in Connecticut. The $180,000 exhibition, funded 
by a grant from the National Endowment for the Humanities, will be 
the largest and most comprehensive ever installed at the maritime 
history museum. It is designed to show the effect of the sea on New 
England history, economy, and culture. NEH funded this exhibition 
as part of its cooperative efforts with museums and other cultural 
institutions to bring a large array of humanities programs to the 
general public. 

OAKLAND MUSEUM 
The Oakland Museum's History Department officially opened its 

new multimedia center, the Breuner Gallery, on June 6 with the 
inaugural exhibit "Pioneer Aviation in California." Admission to the 
Breuner Gallery is free. It will be open during normal museum hours 
(Tu-Th.10-5, Fri.10-10, Sat. 10-5, Sun. 10-6). For further information 
contact Curator of History L. Thomas Frye, Oakland Museum, Oak
land, California or telephone (415) 273-3842. 

Please include a brief synopsis of relevant past or projected research 
as well as a description of any previous publishing experience. 

HISTORICAL EDITING FOR UNDERGRADUATES 
Historical Editing for Undergraduates, a thirty-eight-page booklet 

by Ross W. Beales, Jr. and Randall K. Burkett, analyzes the develop
ment of historical editing, problems of methodology, and the poten
tial uses of historical editing in undergraduate courses. The booklet 
also includes a thirteen-page bibliography. Copies are available for 
one dollar (checks payable to the College of the Holy Cross) from: 
Mr. Beales, Department of History, College of the Holy Cross, Wor
cester, Massachusetts 01610. 

HISTORY IN GERMANY AND THE U.S. 
The Institute of German Studies at Indiana University has recently 

published two pamphlets of interest to American historians. They 
are Gunter Moltmann's What History Means to Us: A Comparison of 
American and German Attitudes Toward History (Bloomington, IN, 
1977), and Historic Preservation in West Germany and the United 
States (Bloomington, IN, 1977). Pamphlets are $1.50 each plus $.25 
for postage and handling. For further information contact the Insti
tute of German Studies, 666 Ballantine Hall, Indiana University, 
Bloomington, Indiana 47401 . 

SALE ON FIFTY YEAR INDEX 
To reduce the size of a costly inventory, the price of the Fifty Year 

Index: Mississippi Valley Historical Review, 1914-1964 (Volume 1 
through Volume 50), has been reduced to ten dollars. Orders forthis 
indispensable reference and research tool may now be sent to the 
Office of the Executive Secretary, Organization of American Histo
rians, 112 North Bryan Avenue, Bloomington, Indiana 47401. 

ROSTER OF HISTORIANS OF WOMEN 
The Organization has published a Roster ofHistorians of Women, 

a compilation of the names and credentials of more than 130 
scholars who teach and write about the history of women in Amer
ica. Organized geographically by state and alphabetically by sur
name within each state, the roster provides for each historian listed 
an address, institutional affiliation and rank, degrees and dates, 
dissertation topic, area of specialization, and publications. The 
criteria for inclusion are teaching experience in women's history 
and/or publications in the field. Graduate students writing disserta
tions in women's history are also included. For each copy please 
send $1.50 with your name and address to: Organization of Amer
ican Historians, 112 North Bryan Avenue, Bloomington, Indiana 
47401. 

BACK ISSUES AND BINDERS 
Back issues of the JAH, Volume 51, No.2 (September 1964) 

through Volume 59, No.4 (March 1973) are available at $2. Copies 
will be mailed postpaid upon receipt at the Office of the Executive 
Secretary of $2 for each copy ordered plus an additional 50 cents 
each for overseas mailing. With the exception of Volume 56, No.1 
(June 1969) all issues are available. Issues published since March 
1973 may be ordered at $4 each. 

GENTLEMEN FROM INDIANA 
The Indiana Historical Bureau has recently published Gentlemen 

from Indiana, a collection of essays profiling Hoosier candidates for 
President and Vice-President. The Bureau is now considering the 
publication of a companion volume that would examine the lives 
and careers of other Indiana political figures, including elected and 
appointed officials and party functionaries. Persons who have un
dertaken research concerned with such individuals (or who might be 
interested in doing so) are encouraged to write the Director, Indiana 
Historical Bureau, 140 North Senate, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204. 

Binders may also be obtained for $3 each. A standard binder holds 
one volume of four issues, although it has been necessary to stock 
larger binders to accommodate Volumes 60 and 61. These are avail
able atthe same price, although orders should specify the larger size. 
Orders for back issues and binders should be directed to the Organi
zation of American Historians, 112 North Bryan Av.enue, Blooming
ton, Indiana 47401. 
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ACCESS TO PAPE~S 
The OAH has recently published for the AHA-OAH-SAA Commit

tee on Historians and Archivists a volume entitled Access to the 
Papers of Recent Public Figures: The New Harmony Conference, 
edited by Alonzo L. Hamby and Edward Weldon. Papers include: 
"Unseen Sources: A Historian's Dilemma," by Alonzo L. Hamby; 
"The Archivist's Responsibility to Researchers and Donors: A Deli
cate Balance," by Philip P. Mason; "Federal Law and Access to 
Federal Records," by James E. O'Neill; "Some Legal Considerations 
Affecting Access," by Edward Weldon; "Experiences of a Govern
ment Historian," by Richard Hewlett; "A Plaintiff's Perspective," by 
Allen Weinstein; "A Donor's View," by Regina C. McGranery; "The 
Archivist and Access Restrictions," by Edmund Berkeley, Jr.; "Ac
cess to Manuscript Collections in the Library of Congress," by John 
C. Broderick; "A Matter of Time," by Daniel J. Reed; "Thoughts on 
and Experiences with Presidential Libraries and the Library of Con
gress," by Ellis W. Hawley; "The Dwight David Eisenhower Library: 
The Manuscript Fiefdom at Abilene," by Blanche Wiesen Cook; "A 
Plea for Opening the Door," by Barton J. Bernstein; and "Selective 
Bibliography," by Philip P. Mason. 

This volume may be obtained for $4.00 from the Executive Secre
tary, Organization of American Historians, 112 North Bryan Avenue, 
Bloomington, Indiana 47401. 

WORKING 

PAPERS 


EDITED BY GLENN PORTER AND 
WILLIAM H. MULLIGAN, JR. 

OCCASIONAL PAPERS ON THE ECONOMIC 
AND SOCIAL HISTORY OF THE MID
ATLANTIC. CONTRIBUTORS INCLUDE: 
LEE BENSON, LOIS CARR AND LORENA 
WALSH, STANLEY ENGERMAN, CLAUDIA 
GOLDIN, P. M. G. HARRIS, FREDERIC 
JAHER, DIANE LINDSTROM, RUSSELL 
MENARD, WHITMAN RIDGWAY, STEPHANIE 
WOLF AND OTHERS. SUBSCRIPTION 
$5.00 PER YEAR FROM 

WORKING PAPERS 
Regional Economic History Rr.search Center 
ElclItllCrian Mills-Hagley Foundation, Inc. 
Bor 3630 
Greenville, Wilmington, Delaware 19807 

Norton 
Deep Like the Rivers 
Education in the Slave Quarter Community 1831-1865 

By THOMAS L. WEBBER 
College for Human Services 

Runner-up for the Frederick Jackson Thrner award, this book 
examines how American slaves were able to fashion their 
own culture and educate themselves and their children in a 
society for which formal education was legally denied. Com
bining historical documentation with the anthropological 
concept of "themes in culture," it is told, wherever possible, 
in the words of the slaves themselves , drawing heavily on 
slave folklore as well as on thousands of written or dictated 
narratives . $14 .95 

Daniel Webster 
By IRVING H . BARTLETT 
Carnegie Mellon University 

" Bartlett deals with what he calls the 'Black Dan-Godlike 
Man paradox' of Daniel Webster .. . To most people Webster is 
remembered as an orator and the champion of American 
nationalism. But during his lifetime he was also known as 
a spendthrift and for being overly ambitious and self
indulgenuBartiett treats Webster fairly in this well-written 
account based closely on recently published Webster papers 
and other manuscript sources .... An excellent work . It 
should be in academic and most public libraries." -Library 
Journal . Illustrated with photographs . $12.95 

Material Culture and the 
Study of American Life 
Edited by IAN M.G. QUIMBY 
Winterthur Museum 

The articles collected in this volume examine the importance 
of historical artifacts in understanding the American past . 
The contributors include: Brooke Hindle, Ivor Noel Hume, 
Cary Carson, James V. Kavanaugh, Bernard L. Fontana, 
Nathaniel W. Alcock, Charles B. Hosmer, Jr., Neil Harris, 
Arlene M. Palmer, Harold K. Skramstad, Jr., and James C . 
Curtis. Illustrated with photographs and line drawings . 

$12.95 

The Political Economy 
of the Cotton South 
Horueholds, Marlcets, and Wealth 
in the Nineteenth Century 

By GAVIN WRIGHT 
University of Michigan 

This book examines the historical background, the origins of 
the economic structure and institutions of the Cotton South, 
and the ways in which they evolved and changed over the 
course of the nineteenth century. Going beyond economic 
history narrowly defined, this study pursues the same logic 
into the realm of class relationships and political behavior. A 
new "economic interpretation" of southern political behavior 
and the Civil War is proposed, one which avoids the oversim
plifications and fallacies of earlier interpretations. Illus
trated with charts. $10.95 
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