
WASWINGTON N[WSL[Tl[~ 

Vol. 32 

BOX 54. 110 MARYLAND AVENUE, N.E. 
TWX 7 1 0-822- 1 976 

WASHINGTON. D . C . 20002 

March 5, 1980 --~-----------~---------~ All or any part of the ALA Washington Newsletter 
______ may J>_~ reprJ:.nted for distribution _ ___ _ 

C O N T E N T S 

Appropriations, FY 1981, ACTION NEEDED p. 1 Copyright. . . . . 
REA Extension. . . . . . p. 2 Title 44 Revision. . 
National Periodical Center p. 3 Paperwork Reduction. 

TEL. 202-547-4440 
ISSN: 0001-1746 

No. 2 -----

. 

Arts and Humanities. . . . . p . 4 Federal Register Items 

µ. 5 
p. 6 
p. 6 
p . 6 

Attachments: National Archives and Records Service 
House and Senate Appropriations Committees 
House and Senate Budget Committees 

Appropriations, FY 1981 

U.S. Office of Education officials, testifying February 20 at a Congressional 
hearing on the FY 1981 budget for library programs, indicated that the increases re
quested for interlibrary cooperation and research libraries and level funding for 
other programs "signal a shift in the Federal investment, from that of expanding ac
cess to libraries to that of improving the efficiency and effectiveness of our 
Nation's libraries through the encouragement of resource sharing among all libraries 
and support for demonstration activities." 

Eileen Cooke of ALA's Washington Office will testify before the Senate Labor
HEW Appropriations Subcommittee on March 12, and before the House subcommittee in 
April. The ALA recommendations for major federal library programs are shown below, 
compared with the budget request and last year's figures: 

Elem~nt~ry & Secondary Educ. Act 
Title IV-B, School libraries 

Higher Education Act 
Title II-A, College libraries 

II-B, Training 
II-B, Demonstrations 
II-C, Research libraries 

Library Services & Gonstruction Act 
Title I, Library services 

II, Construction 

FY 1980 
Appropriation 

$171,000,000* 

4,988,000 
667,000 
333,000 

6,000,000 

62,500,000 
-0-

III, Interlibrary coop. 5,000,000 
>'<Advance funded program 

Carter ALA FY '81 
FY _' 81 Budget R~comme_!ldation 

$171,000,000* $205,000,000* 

4,988,000 
500 , 000 
500,000 

7,000,000 

62,500,000 
-0-

12,000,000 

15,000,000 
4,000,000 
2,000,000 

10,000,000 

100,000,000 
50,000,000 
12,000,000 

Although the administration's budget for libraries is better (thanks to efforts 
of White House Conference delegates) than in the past few years, President Carter, 
concerned about continued high inflation, has asked all federal agencies to recom
mend cuts in the budget. Thus changes in the budget may be in the offing. The 
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reaction of members of Congress will depend, in this election year , on what they 
hear from their constituents. 

ACTION NEEDED: Appropriations subcommittees are now holding hearings and will 
begin to make their own funding recommendations next month. This is the time to 
write letters in support of adequate funding for federal library programs. The key 
members of Congress for funding purposes are those on House and Senate Appropria
tions Committees (especially Labor-HEW Appropriations Subcommittees) and House and 
Senate Budget Committees (see lists attached to this newsletter). If your own mem
bers of Congress are not on these key committees, ask them to pass your message 
along to their colleagues on the Labor-HEW Appropriations subcommittees. One 
sympathetic subcommittee member noted that he needed pressure from his fellow legis
lators in order to feel comfortable asking for increases in education programs. 

Several resolutions from the lvhite House Conference on Library and Information 
Services called for better funding for existing programs. Pass the word to your 
state's WHCLIS delegates, alternates, and those involved in the state pre-conference. 
This is the most opportune time for them to show their support. Programs which do 
not receive a large outpouring of support in the next month will be vulnerable to 
budget cutting. There will be no bill numbers for some time; simply refer to the 
FY 1981 Labor-HEW appropriations. Send the ALA Washington Office blind copies of 
your letters. 

Higher Education Act Extension 

The Senate Subcommittee on Education, Arts and Humanities has begun markup of 
S. 1839, a five-year extension of the Higher Edu~ation Act . On February 28, the 
subcommittee approved a simple extension of the college library, library training 
and demonstration, and research library programs (REA II-A, B, and C), plus a com
promise proposal for a national periodical system developed by Sen. Jacob Javits 
(R-NY). Rather than setting up a National Periodical Center as in the House-passed 
bill (HR 5192), the Senate subcommittee's.REA II-D would establish a National 
Periodical System Corporation to design a system. The design would require Con
gressional approval before it could be implemented (see following article on National 
Periodical Center). 

The subcommittee had recently requested from the administration a proposal for 
need-based criteria for the II-A College Library Resources grants. The proposal 
was received just a few days before markup, and subcommittee chair Sen. Claiborne 
Pell (D-RI) explained that members had insufficient time to make a judgment on it. 
Need-based criteria will be considered for II-A at the full committee level, how
ever. Although full details are not yet available, the administration's proposal 
as outlined in a letter from Secretary of Education Shirley Hufstedler to Sen. Pell, 
would provide grants for approximately 675 institutions in three categories (two
year, four-year and universities) based on the number of titles in the library and 
the percentage of institutional expenditures on library collections. 

The subcommittee also approved on February 28 a revised REA title I which 
would include establishment of a Commission on National Development in Post
secondary Education, state planning and continuing education (including at least 
$50,000 per state for educational and occupational information and counseling pro
grams replacing the current Educational Information Centers program), institutional 
adaptation and innovation pilot programs, women's worksite development demonstra
tion, and postsecondary education and youth unemployment transition demonstration 
programs. 
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The institutional planning and adaptation pilot programs, for which $13 mil
lion per year would be authorized, would provide assistance to schools of library 
and information sciences or "other schools and areas of study experiencing diffi
culties and economic change which adversely affect the quality of the delivery of 
educational services." The pilot programs are to help develop methods of delivering 
cost-effective, high quality educational services to unserved or underserved 
populations and to help higher education institutions adapt to the pressures of 
demographic and economic change. 

On February 27 the subcommittee approved a new HEA title VI, International 
Education Programs, which would reauthorize the current National Defense Education 
Act foreign language and area study programs, add a new part B for business and 
international education, and transfer NDEA section 603 which has emphasized teacher 
training and elementary and secondary level programs to ESEA, Title VI was de
veloped by Sen. Robert Stafford (R-VT) who introduced it as a separate bill 
(S. 2306) with bipartisan cosponsorship on February 20. 

Title VI is based partly on the recommendations of the President's Commission 
on Foreign Language and International Studies. (Its report, Stre~_1_hrough 
Wisdom ; A Critique of U.S. Capability, November 1979, is available for $4.75 from 
GPO, Washington, D.C. 20402, Stock No. 017-080-02065-3. There is an accompanying 
Background Papers and Studies, $7.00, Stock No. 017-080-02070-0.) The report takes 
note of library problems and recommends expanding Library of Congress internationa l 
activities and establishing a $4 million per year Education Department grant program 
to provide $50,000 grants for library collections to the national international 
studies centers plus $300 mini-grants to allow scholars from other institutions to 
visit and use the center collections. 

The Senate subcommittee will meet again on March 14 to continue markup of 
HEA title IV student assistance provisions. 

National Periodical Center 

Sen. Jacob Javits (R-NY), saying he had "rarely run into a buzz saw like this 
one," proposed a compromise on the National Periodical Center which was accepted by 
the Senate Education, Arts, and Humanities Subcommittee February 28. The subcom
mittee version of HEA II-D would establish a National Periodical System (not 
Center) Corporation to "assess the feasibility and advisability of a national 
system and, if feasible and advisable, design such a system to provide reliable and 
timely document delivery from a comprehensive collection of periodical literature." 
The design must be submitted to Congress by December 31, 1981, and may not be im
plemented until approved by further Congressional action. 

Apparently referring to intense lobbying against the House-passed provision by 
the information industry, the publishers (who earlier supported the NPC but now want 
to delay it), and some representatives of scholarly society publishers, Sen. Javits 
said he had "great fear that we are compromising the sources of American excellence 
should we establish such a system." Setting up a board to design a system would 
give everyone "a little time to think this over .•• to cool off." Subcommittee chair 
Claiborne Pell (D-RI) called the compromise "a good approach and a proper Senatorial 
one." 

$750,000 for each of fiscal years 1980, 1981 and 1982 would be authorized, plus 
such additional sums as necessary through FY 1985 to implement a congressionally 
approved design. The Corporation's Board of Directors would consist of 14 members 
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appointed by the President (for two-year terms) and confirmed by the Senate, plus 
the director. Members are to be "equitably representative of the needs and in
terests of the Government, academic and research communities, libraries, publishers, 
the information community, authors, and the public." 

The design for a national periodical system is to include provisions for the 
system to: 

1) acquire current and retrospective periodicals, and to preserve and maintain 
a dedicated collection of such documents; 

2) provide information on periodicals to which the system can ensure access, 
including those circulated from private sector sources, and cooperate in 
efforts to improve bibliographic and physical access to periodicals; 

3) make such periodicals available, through libraries by loan or by photo
reproduction or other means; 

4) cooperate with and participate in international borrowing .and lending activ
ities as may be appropriate for such purposes; 

5) ensure that copyright owners of periodicals who do not wish to participate 
in such system are not required to participate; 

6) ensure that fees are fixed by the copyright owners for any reproduction or 
dissemination of a document delivered through the system; 

7) complement and not duplicate activities in the private sector to provide 
access to periodical literature; 

8) ensure, to the maximum extent feasible, that such system not adversely 
affect the publication and distribution of current periodicals, particularly 
scholarly periodicals of small circulation; and 

9) ensure coordination with existing programs to distribute periodical litera
ture, including programs of regional libraries and programs of interlibrary 
loan and library networks. 

In January, separate briefing sessions were held for Senate staff by opponents 
and proponents of a National Periodical Center. Opponents included the Information 
Industry Association, the Association of American Publishers, and representatives 
of some scholarly societies which publish journals. Proponents included the 
Association of Research Libraries, Special Libraries Association, Association of 
American Universities, the Board of Governors of the National Enquiry into Scholarly 
Communication, and ALA, represented by President Thomas Galvin. 

The Senate subcommittee expects to complete markup of Higher Education Act ex
tension in mid-March, after which the bill would be sent to the full Labor and 
Human Resources Committee. 

Arts and Humanities 

The Senate passed by voice vote on February 7 a five-year extension of the 
National Foundation on the Arts and Humanities. The bill, S. 1386, would increase 
the authorization for the National Endowment for the Arts from $175 million in 1981 
to $306 million in 1985, and for the National Endowment for the Humanities from 
$170 million to $299 million over the same period. The authorization for Arts En
dowment challenge grant funds would increase from $27 million to $52.3 million, 
and Humanities challenge grant funds from $30 million to $53 million. Challenge 
grants, which have aided a number of libraries, require raising $3 for every $1 of 
federal funds. 
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In its report (S. Rept. 96-557), the Senate Labor and. Human Resources Committee 
said of the Humanities Endowment: 

The Committee is pleased to note the increased attention that the 
Endowment is paying to the needs of our country's libraries. The estab
lishment of a separate Library Program in 1978 has allowed the humanistic 
resources of these institutions to be more fully utilized by the public. 
Wider use of humanities collections and increased local participation 
and financial support are viewed by the Committee as positive results of 
this new program. The support made available to local public libraries 
to raise the profile of their humanities collections is particularly 
welcome to members of the Committee. 

On February 7 the Senate also passed an extension (S. 1429) of the Institute 
of Museum Services. The Institute is located in HEW and will become part of the new 
Education Department, but Senate Education, Arts and Humanities Subcommittee Chair 
Sen. Claiborne Pell (D-RI) said the "committee decided to extend the Institute's 
authorization for only two years, rather than the usual five, so that it could re
examine the question of the Institute's location within the Federal Government at 
the end of that period." Other locations mentioned include the Smithsonian Institu
tion and an independent status like the Arts and Humanities Endowments. 

In the House, the Postsecondary Education Subcommittee, chaired by Rep. Bill 
Ford (D-MI), has held hearings on extension of the Arts and Humanities Endowments 
and the Institute of Museum Services, but legislation has not yet been introduced. 

Copyright 

Public hearing on5-y~ar review. The second regional hearing leading up to the 
first five-year review required by section 108(i) of the Copyright Act of 1976 will 
be held by the Copyright Office March 26 in Houston in connection with the annual 
meeting of the American Chemical Society. The hearing will be held at 9:30 a.m. in 
Room 218 of the Albert Thomas Convention and Exhibit Center, 612 Smith Street. Re
quests to testify and ten copies of written statements should be sent by March 19 
to: Office of General Counsel, U.S . Copyright Office, Library of Congress, Caller 
No. 2999, Arlington, VA 22202 (703/557-8731). Supplemental statements will be 
accepted until April 26. 

The announcement of the hearing in the February 20 Federal Register (pp. 11279-
81) includes the specific questions on which the Copyright Office is particularly 
interested in receiving comments. These questions were enumerated in the Decem~er 
31, 1979 ALA Washington Newsletter preceding the January 19 Chicago hearing, but 
two new questions have since been added by the Copyright Office: "Would the creation 
of a National Periodical Center affect your operations?" and "How should foreign 
copyrighted works and requests from foreign libraries be treated under section 108 
and, in practice, how are they treated now?" 

Register of Copyrights search. The Register of Copyrights, Barbara A. Ringer, 
who was instrumental in the development of the major revision of copyright law 
passed by Congress in 1976 (Pt 94-553), will ~e retiring this spring. A search com
mittee to consider candidates for a new ' Register has been established by the Library 
of Congress. The committee is chai;ed by Alan Latman, executive director of the 
Copyright Society of the U.S.A., and includes Robert Wedgeworth, ALA executive 
director. 
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The Register of Copyrights is appointed by the Librarian of Congress, serves 
as the principal U.S. public official in the field of copyright, is responsible for 
carrying out the provisions of U.S. copyright law, and serves as head of the Copy
right Office, one of the principal departments of the Library of Congress with 
approximately 600 employees. The search committee is to forward its nominations 
to the Library by March 14, and the Librarian of Congress plans to announce his 
selection in mid-May. Nominations should be sent to Alan Latman, New York Univer
sity Law School, 40 Washington Square South, New York, NY 10012. 

Title 44 Revision 

The House Administration Committee has not yet issued its report on HR 5424, 
the National Publications Act of 1980. Preparation of the report has been delayed 
because the Congressional Budget Office has not yet sent the committee a cost esti
mate for the bill. The difficulty seems to be that cost figures for the current 
system of government documents printing and distribution are not available in a 
form that can be compared with the cost of doing things under the proposed legis
lation. 

Paperwork Reduction 

After two days of hearings the House Subcommittee on Legislation and National 
Security approved HR 6410, the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, on February 26. One 
week later, on March 4, the Government Operations Committee approved the bill, recom
mending passage by the full House . Rep. Jack Brooks (D-TX) is Chair of both the 
Subcommittee and the full Committee, as well as the sponsor of the legislation which 
was originally introduced on February 5. 

The stated purpose of the bill is to achieve coordinated and integrated federal 
government information policies and practices. An Office of Federal Information 
Policy would be established within the OMB in order to provide "overall direction in 
the development and implementation of Federal information policies, principles, 
standards, and guidelines, including review and approval of information collection 
requests, the reduction of paperwork burden placed on the public, Federal statistical 
activities, records management activities, privacy of records pertaining to indi
viduals, interagency sharing of information, and acquisition and use of automatic 
data processing and other technology for managing information resources." 

A Federal Information Locator System would be established to keep track of 
government information and each agency head would designate a senior official to 
oversee all agency information activities. The authority of any agency to pre
scribe policies, rules, regulations, procedures, and forms for federal information 
activities would be subject to the authority of the Director of the Office of Federal 
Information Policy. 

Federal Register Items 

Public Telecommunications Facilities Program. Application deadline extended to 
March 21. Contact NTIA, Dept. of Commerce, 202/724-3307 . Feb. 5 FR, p. 7780. 

U.S. Patent Data Files available on magnetic tape from National Technical In
formation Service. Contact NTIS, 703/557-4806. Feb. 6 FR, p. 8083. 

National Archives & Records Service. Revised regs on issuance and use of re
searcher ID cards and researcher use of lockers. Feb. 8 FR, p. 8603. 
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Metric Education Program. Deadline extended to 45 days after publication of 
final regs (regs & new deadline date will appear in a future FR). Contact USOE at 
202/653-5920. Feb. 11 FR, p. 9113. 

Public Telecommunication Services Program. April 7 deadline for proposals for 
Public Telecommunications Services (PTS) needed by and affordable to public service 
organizations and government agencies. PTS is any offering of operational facili
ties, program/service acquisition and delivery, and other management services 
necessary to provide telecommunications that will meet agency requirements. $1.2 
million is available; at least two awards will be made. Contact NTIA, Commerce 
Dept., 202/724-3464. Feb. 12 FR, pp. 9310-14. 

Community Education Program. Deadline extended until after final regs are 
published. Contact USOE, 202/245-0691, Feb. 19 FR, p. 10902. 

Women's Educational Equity Act Program. Application deadline May 9. Contact 
USOE, 202/245-2181. Feb. 26 FR, pp. 12499-500. 

Consumers' Education Program. Deadline extended to May 12. Contact USOE, 
202/653-5983. Feb. 26 FR, pp. 12501-2. 
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House of Representatives 

U.S. NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS SERVICE (NARS) 

NARS is news lately. Congressional oversight hearings, criticism of NARS' preser
vation efforts, the Archivists's retirement and the search for a successor, and a 
controversial proposal by the GSA Administrator to decentralize archival records-
all have brought NARS into the unaccustomed glare of media attention. Several of 
these events are covered in the Congressional Record item below. For further 
detail, see the February 1980 Extra edition of the SAA Newsletter (Society of 
American Archivists). 

ARCHIVES DECENTRALIZATION OF 
RECORDS 

The SPEA.K!:R pro tempore. Ul1der u 
previo:.is order of the House, the gentle
man from North Carollna <Mr. Pltrvr11 i 
Is recognized for 5 minute!. 
• Mr. PREYER. Mr. Speaker. a number 
or question, have been raised recentJy 
concemlnir the announced plan to move 
c<'rtaln records currently held by the 
National Archives and Records Service 
In Washinaton to regional record.-, cen
ters acr~ the country. 

The proposal was discussed last No
vember 8 at a hearing held by the 
Subcommittee on Government Informa
tion and Ind!\'lduo.J Rt&hts, which I chair. 
The subcommittee has leiiislntJve and 
overaiibt re,poruilhillty for the National 
Archiv•. and hu been examining t.he 
manaaement or t.he Archlvei, for more 
thnn a year. The subcommittee was told 
by the Actlnr Archivist In No,•ember that 
t.hc planned transfer of records to the 
regions Involved small amow1ts of mate
rials; that the National Archives Ad
\'lsory ~ouncU and Independent scholars 
supported the. transfer; and that the 
plWl, which the Administrator of Ck n
ernl Services hnd ordered be accelcrn.ed. 
was oriilnally developed by Archives 
officials In t.he late sixties. 

A number of roopected historians and 
archivists have questioned t.he an
nounced move, however, and are con
cerned that this would involve a mass 
dispersal of materials currentJy available 
in Washington. Since many researchers 
have to use the manuscript collections 
and materials at the Library of Congress, 
the trip to Washington becomes Inevita
ble in much scholarly research. The con
cern is that additional trips to other 
parts of the country may be necessitated 
by movement of documents, breaking up 
current subJeet matter holdings. 

nie crux 1s the criteria used to segre
gate the materials, what user intereat 
there is in the records, and whether 
movement will facilitate or hinder re
Sl arch. Splitting up Works Proi}'ess Ad
ministration records, for example, based 
on the part ofthe country a WPA project 
took place, might make an overall history 
of WPA politics and·admtnistration diffi
cult, but be of some interest to local or 
regional historians. 

A decentralization or historical hold
ings would be a dramatic shift in Ar
chives policy. It ts a change which would 
require considerable consultation with 
Congress and the affected scholarly com
munities and an adequate cost-beneftt 
study. 

To clarify the scope of the proposal 
and to reassure interested parties, I 
asked the Administrator of General 
Services to place a temporary hold on 
any further movement of documents 
pending further study or the Issue. 
Happily, he has agreed to t.hls freeze . 

My letter to the Administrator and his 
reply follow. Also Included below is a 
statement Issued by the Administrator 
on January 24, 1980, outlining his gen
eral views of the Archives and this issue. 
I hope that my colleagues who have re
ceived inquiries concerning t.he move
ment of archival holdings will find useful 
the following materials: 
SUBCOMMITrEE OF THE CoMMrrrt:r: 

ON 00Vl:1INMENT 0PEIIAT10NS, 
Wash,ngton. D .C., January 21, 1980. 

Hon . ROWLAND 0. FJll':!:MAN m, 
Administrator, General Sermces Administra

tion. Washington, D.C. 
DEAR MR. ADMINISTRATOR: I am writing to 

request that you place a "hold" on the fur
ther transfer of archival documents from the 
Washlntgon. D.C. metropolitan area to Na
tional Archives and Records Service (NARS) 
regional facilities until auch time a.~ the Im
pact of such transfers bas been fully consld· 
ered by this subcommittee. 

At the subcommittee's November 8 hearing 
you announced that the holdings of the 
eleven regional NA.RS centers would be slg· 
nlficantly Increased by transferring to these 
centers, re·cords of Interest to the particular 
regions. You emphasized that none of the 
records constituting the core of the National 
Archives' holdings would be Involved In this 
action. The program was described by both 
you and the Acting Archivist as Involving a 
simple acceleration of plans NARS had devel
oped In the late 1960's, Dr. O'Nelll stated that 
the proposed dlsperaal of records had been 
discussed with members of the National 
Archives Advisory Council and with Inde
pendent scholars, most of whom were sup
port! ve of the plan. 

Recently, however, considerable confusion 
appears to have developed concerning the 
scope and Impact of the program to transfer 
materials to regional centers. Concern has 
been expressed by a number of mid-level em
ployees of the National Archtna and mem
bers of the academic community about both 
the poul.ble abort-term dl.Blocatlon resulting 
,from the plan and Its long-term effect on the 
Arch1YN. 

I agree that we should aeek ways to ln· 
crease the avaUablllty to citizens throughout 
the country of our rich documentary history. 
But I am unclear aa to the dimension of the 
transfer or documents contemplated and the 
1:rtterta to be used in eelectlng the.e 
Clocumenta. 

Given theee concerns, I belteve a more 
careful examination or the decentralization 
propuat ta warranted. A &lliht delay ahoutd 
enable you to cllapel any unwarranted fean 
and ,provide an opportunity to clarify re
searcher uae and Interest In the recorda 
llated to be moved. Tbls review of 11, possible 
lncrease In the archival holdings of the re
gions may further be 1n order with the plan 
lo Jotn ·lnio a aillgle regional commlaalonen 
poaitlon, WAR8 ~ AI1l'S (automated 
data &11d telecommunications 1yatema) 
rasponaibWtlu. 

Cordially, 
RICHARDSON Pllr:vr:a, 

Chairman. 



0EWICR4L SE!IVJCl:8 ADMlNJSTllATION, 
Was/Ungton, D.C., Januarv 22, 1980. 

Congressman RICHAaDIION P P.EYER, 
Hou,e o/ .Representatives, 
Wa1hi11gton, D .C. 

DEAa Ma. PuY&a: Thank you for your let
ier of 21 January 1980. I regret that what 
appeared to be a rather simple request for 
dispersal of some records In Washington, 
D.C., to the regions has both been misinter
preted, badly managed and has created con
fualon . 

It la quite nppttrent we failed to dlGcuu 
with the w.ers o! these rewrds anticipated 
moves. In m y concu rre nce with t he mnterle.1 
that was to be moved, I m nde the erroneous 
assumption the proper stall" v.·ork had been 
completed. I hllvo req\lested the Acting Ar
chivist of the United St.ates to hold further 
transfer until such time as we have selected 
an Archlvlat and have had the opportunity 
to review the plan with him/ her w; well as 
discussing potential candidates !or transfer 
to the regions with the \Iser comm unities. 

I will keep you Informed or our p rogress 
1n this matter. 

Sincerely, 
R . 0 . F'RBFMAN III, 

Admi ni3trator. 

JA NUARY 24, 1980. 
ADMINISTRATOR OF 0ENltRAL S ERVICES 

(By Rowland O . Freeman III ) 
Scholars, historians, genealogists and 

other researchers need not be fearful that 
the destruction or the Ne.tlonnl Archives ls 
near, as some have reported and others have 
proclaimed. 

There Is no proposal under consideration 
at the General Services Administration, nor 
has there been nor la it anticipated that 
there w111 be, !or a "decentralization of the 
National Archives" that would disperse the 
core holdings of the Institution ln a destruc
tive way. 

·A program of transferring select ed region
ally oriented records to archive.I centers 
a.round the country-begun m ore than 10 
yea.rs ago-will continue In a sensible, or
derly manner that has already proven so 
successful. No changes will be me.de that 
would have a detrimental Impact on this 
program. In addition to making t he docu
ments or our rich heritage available t o more 
people, It hopefully will relieve to some de
gree the critical problem we h nve or archival 
storage space In t he nati onal cap ital area. 

A storm o! controversy and concern has 
developed around thts program In · recent 
weeks, mainly because my Interest In the 
program has been poorly communicated. 
perhe.pe deliberately. Part of that controveny 
v.&11 a meeUng during the past few days of 
some 200 mldlevel managers and employees 
or OSA'1 National Archives and Records 
Service (NARS), a group calling themselves 
the National Arch ives Concerned Pro!esalon
ala. The organization approved a resolution 
to be tran11mlttt"1 to the President o! the 
'United States. It called for a delay In the 
reglonallzatlon program, and that a conunJa.. 
lion be formed to study the feaslbll1ty of 
re-establishing an lndependent National 
Arch I Yell. 

The proponents of thla resolution may be 
surprised to learn that I ha.ve no ba.slc dis
agreement with them. I had already directed 

a temporary halt to the tranarer of records 
w regional centera until I perceive my vlewa 
on \he matter are properly umleratood ·and 
until we can canter at some length with t.be 
user community to ensure agreement as 
to how the records may be kept . When I 
aeked ee.eral montbe a«o for- a plan to make 
parta of th!s rich heritage available In re
gional centen. I wu delighted that such a 
progra.m to reglonallze archival holdings had 
been underway el.nae lste9 under what I 
consider to be ur»lble guidelines. The U 
archives branches now hold original records, 
prlnclpally of regional research Interest-
such a.s fteld actl'f'ltlea of Federal agencle&
aa well as mlcroftlm copies o! some of the 
most Import.ant or frequently UBed holdlnp 
In the National Archives. Well used by re
searchers, these branch holdings have been 
augmented !rom time to time by almllar rec
ords or regional Interest and are now .ftx· 
tures In the federal archival system. 

This program will continue. But users may 
be as.sured that there wm be no fragmenta.
tton or the records that constitute the core 
or the National Archives. Recommendations 
or records to be transfetTed to regional cen· 
ters would come from the ArchlvlBt of the 
United States after consultation with the 
wsi:r comznunlty. 

Further means to be used to preserve and 
lncren.se accessibility to the documents that 
trace our nation '• history surely Include du
pllcl\tlon of records In microfilm or mlcro
ftchc. Plans are being explored to develop a 
National Archives and Manuscript Informa
tion System In cooperation with other maJ~ 
archival and Library Institutions. Such a 
computerized Indexing system would be valu• 
able to researchers, and the public as well, 
In de tennlnlng the full extent or the hold
ings or these lm1tttutlons and facilities access 
thronr,h Inter-library loans. 

I have set no goals or deadlines fffl' this 
program In the way of dates, or Yolumee of 
records. nor have I personally decided that 
any particular records are to be dispersed. I 
rt'lterate that t hese decisions will be made 
by archlvls~R. Any examples I have used were 
ba.'led on recommendations made by arch!• 
vis ts. 

The shortage of space In the Washington 
area Is of concern to me and the expenae of 
further construction 18 a problem In a time 
or budget colll!tralnta and taxpayer concern. 

As to the question of separating the Na· 
ttonal Archives from OBA : I have no pre
conceived view of the disposition or thls 
tesue. This question has not been seriously 
considered since 1967. and It may be appro
priate to do 10 now. 

A ftnal matter of utmost Importance Is the 
selection or a person Of considerable stature 
for the position o! Archivist of the United 
States (vacated In August by the retirement 
or Dr. James B . Rhoads) . My position all 
along has been that we wlll select & person 
experienced as an archlvl~t . historian or 
scholar. I have added another criteria, that 
the person be a capable manager, competent 
to administer the •so mllllon budget or 
NARS, Its 4,200 employees here and In the 11 
rei;l•rnal centers and six preddentlal li
braries. There Is no Incompatibility In these 
requirements. Recent 1tudteH by the Genera.I 
Accounting Office and OSA'a Inspector- Gen
eral Indicate dlsa.rray In the management ol 
NARS. a problem I am committed to aolve.e 
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