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Transcript of Interview with Collas G. Harri s
Former Executive Officer, National Archives
First Interview - at Harris ' home, Great Falls, Virginia
January 13, 1972
Interviewer - Philip C. Brooks
BROOKS : Let me ask you first, Collas, just to summarize, how long were
you with the National Archives?
HARRIS :

From December 3, 1934, until September 1942 .

BROOKS :

Then you went to active duty in military service .

HARRIS:

I returned to the National Archives on April 14, 1948.

BROOKS:

And stayed how long then?

HARRIS:

Until 1952, with the title Senior Administrative Officer.

BROOKS: How did you happen to become interested in the Archives and to
become associated with it? You were working for FERA and CWA before that,
right?
HARRIS: Yes. I was with Harry Hopkins in t he Federal Emergency Relief
Administration in charge of the personnel activities when I saw in the
paper the announcement of the legislati on establishing the National Archives.
Having majored in American history at l\fashington and Lee University, and
that being my first love, I became interested in the National Archives
thinking that I could combine my love and interest in American history with
the administrative experience that I ' d had in the Federal Government. In
following up this interest I went to many friends and associates that I
knew on Capitol Hill to find out about the Nationa l Archives and the appoint
ment of an Archivist and sought ways of meeting the Archi vist and prosenting
to him personally my qualifica tions and interest in becoming associated with
the National Archives. It final ly culminated in meeting Dr. Connor in
Senator Bailey's office on Capitol Hill. Thad Page introduced me to
Dr. Connor, and we had our firs t oral conference, and I presen!.ed what I .
thought were my qualifi cations to be assoc iated with the National Archives.
BROOKS:
of ' 34.

That was just after Dr. Connor had come to Washington in the fall

HARRIS:

That ' s right.
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BROOKS: · And wer e you the :.'irst employee that he hired?
HARRIS: TI1 c fi r st employee was Miss Marjory Terrell, who had been his
secretary at Ch ape l Hil 1. His next appointment was Dorsey Hyde who was
the first profes s ional employee. If I recall correctly, his date of
appointment was t he same as mine, December 3, 1934.
BROOKS: I'm curfous to know if you could say anything about how some of
the other key people c ame to th e Archives . People particularly that I
can't interview. One of them is Dorsey Hyde.
HARRIS: Dors ey Ilyde, as I recall at that time, was associated with the
National Ch amber cf Commerce. l:le'd had some experience in history and
records and he pres ented his qualifications and competence to Connor, but
the details of the actual decision, I don't recall . I was n't privy to
them.
BROOKS: And Senator Bailey, I take it, was a friend of Or. Connor's and
Thad Page probably knew Dr . Connor before anyway. Did you know any of
the other found ing fathers, Dr. Jameson, Dr. Leland, and so forth, before?
HARRIS: I did not know them before. I met them after I became associated
with the National Archives, by introduction from Dr. Connor to them as they
came to the National Archives . I got to know Dr. Leland extreme ly well
after the establishm3nt of the Committee on the Conservation of Cultural
Resources in, I beli nve, March 1941.
BROOKS: There is one thing I wanted to ask about them, Callas. It's
fairly easy to learn that Senator Sol Bloom introduced a bill in the spring
of 1934, and that it was replaced in effect by the content of a bill intro
duced by Senator McKe J. lar . One of the things I ' m curious about is that
during the long movement for the National Archives (which I ' ve been reading
about recently in Victor Gondos' doctoral dissertation), spearheaded by
Dr. Jameson, th e emphasis was always on the building . It was obvious that
they'd .have to have a building. Along about 1928 , Louis Simon, who was
Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, asked, well who was going
to rl.D1 thi s thing after th e building was built? But even so, unti l 1934
so far as I know, no attempt was made to draft a bill that would draw up
the organization of the National Archives . Now , in 1934 were Sol Bloom
and Senator McKe llar conversant enough with archival n eeds to write that
bill or who told them, sugges ted to them what to put in it in the way of
content-'-on things of vi tal importance lik e the relation ship with the agency
in establishing restrictions on records , the transfer of records, or the
authority of the Archivist to inspect records? 1here are a number of other
key thin gs that were in that bill th~t must have be en put in there by
somebody that knew the problems . Were you in a position to know?
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HARRIS: Not in a first hand position. It ' s covered quite a bit in
Dr. Connor's journal and 1 think that Dr. Jameson, Dr . Le land, and
others th at I'd have to refresh my memory on, were instrumen tal in
getting t o Congressman BJoom and Senator McKe l l ar to assist th em in
the proper \vording of th e National Archives Act.
BROOKS: There was an Advisory Commission set up in 1930 appointed by
President HooYer to r ev iew the data obtained by t he Treasury primarily
to cooperate in planning for the building itse l f . And I wondered how
much they would have had to do with th e planned organization of th e
content of the Act . Ty l er Denne tt of the State Department; Louis Simon,
who was Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department; Brigadi er
General J . F. ~lcKinley, assistant to Th e Adjutant General; E. K. Burlew,
Administrative Assistant to the Secretary of I nterior; J. F. Jameson;
and J . L. Baity , the Executive Officer of the GAO. Now do you r emember
enough about thi s to know i f any of them were particul ar l y active in
direc ting the planning of the organiz ation?
HARRIS : Jameson I expect would be the key one, and E. K. Burlew who,
as I reca ll, I believe was chairman of that Committee that made a survey
of the records of the Federal Government, and th en recommendations as to
what should be done with the probl em .
BROOKS : Now the actual content of tho se recommendations illus trates a
point that I think we ought t o bear in mind. Th at is dealt within Gondos '
dissertation and t here are other publis hed sources . That is not so much
the kind of thing that we ought to talk about on tape as your personal
r emembrances or i de as or interpre t ations . We know that there was that
Commission , that it drew up a report. We know that the bill for the
organization of the Archives was passed actually very shortly before the
Archivist was appointed. And most of what you find in Jameson ' s corre
spondence and other p l aces has to do with the appoint ment of t he fi r st
Archivist , rather than with the details of t he organization .
HARRIS :

That was cov ered and document ed in Dr . Connor ' s j ourna l i n depth.

BROOKS : Yes , but Dr . Connor ' s journal wi ll not be available before 1975 ,
for pub li cation or citation. What do you know about the original organ - ·
i zation patt ern of t he National Archi ves? For ins t ance , peop l e are now
curious about why did we start out with a sort of a l ibrary t ype organ
i zation wi t h a catalog division , a classification division , and so forth?
Who was mostl y respons i ble for that?
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HARRIS : It was in the latter part of December 19 34 when we'd hardly
gotten underway. At that time the Archivist had temporary offices in
the Department of J ustice . We go t a call from the Bureau of th e Budget
saying that i f we wanted any money to operate for the fi scal year 1935
and 1936, which was then being cons i dered by the Bureau of the Budget, ·
we 'd have to submit a plan and budget. Congress had appropriated $75 ,000
for the beginning of the operation of the Nat iona l Archives . Well as a
result to the call from the Bureau of the Budget, Dr. Connor as ked me to
go up and talk to t he appr opriate official, who turned o·u t t o be Dr. John
Keddy . At th at time he was in charge of the Independent Offices appro
priation .
BROOKS: I remember Keddy well, but I didn ' t realize he was in the picture
that early. Dr. Keddy?
HARRIS:

Dr . Keddy, he ' s a Ph.D.

BROOKS :

In public admini stration or something of the sort?

HARRIS : Yes. He ' s still living in Al exandria .* My first t alk wi th Ke ddy
was very inter esting . He l ooked me square in the eye ·and he said , "We
don't need all those papers and all that building, and to spend any money.
'Ihey ought to t ake a ll that stuff and t ake it out and dump it in the Potomac
River; you'd be better off." I said, "We ll Mr. Keddy ," I said, "Tha t's here
nor there ." I said, "I disagree with you. I think that the archives of
permanent and historical records of th e Government should be preserved and
made available for us e . " He quieted dowl} and then we got into di scussion
of how th e estimate should be prepared, the physical presentation, the oral
presen tation. I came back and reported to the Archivist the interview and
that i t was necessary that we begin i mmed i ately to prepare a budget . But
obvious l y as we talked in our discussions at that time , you couldn't prepare
a budget until you first had an organi zation chart. You knew somewhere
where you were going . The first major decision that was made, and I played
some part in it, wa·s that considering the Archives Act as a whole and the
job ah ead of the Archivis t, there were two major phase s. One would be what ·
you would cal l the professiona l side and the other the administrative or
the hous ekeep in g side . And I recommended that all of the acti vHies in any
way concerned with administration , fiscal , personnel, housin g , space, and
everything be put on the admini strative si de~ and everything pertaining to
the professional, the archival side of working with the archives , be included
in th e profess ional side . That was th e first deci s ion made. Another one
which was easy to make was a Director of Publi cations because the Ac t provided
for the estab l ishment of a National Historical Publications Commission, so
it was easy then to make that decision that we needed a Director of Pub lications.
The next decisions were fairly long and involved in discussions . As you would

*Dr. Keddy died in 1972

s
in a library, and we usec! th at as a comparison , you first have to classify
the materia l, you have to know somethin g about it, and then you have to
decide as to how you would find your way into it wjth a catalog, so at
th at time we decided on a Catalog Division and a Cl ass ification Division,
and an Accessi on Division.
The Office of the Administ1ative Secretary was e s t abl ished because bas ica lly
we knew that we would have to have a relationship wi th a ll of the Government
agencies, with the Congress , and the j ud jcia l branc h; and a l so a pub l ic
relationship wi th the public. And that was th e reason tha t the Admini s tra
tive Secretary ' s Office was established , to handl e our, sort of you might
say, pub lic and official image in the Government.
BROOKS: I've al ways thought--thi s may be a digrcs si on--that our i mage in
the Government was of particular interest because her e we were a small agency
starting out in the middle of the New Deal when th ere were al l sorts of
exciting things going on . I well r emember going to do a survey in th e
Department of Interior one ti me , going to the office of a bureau chi ef who
started the conversat ion by saying, " What in t he he ll is the Nationa l
Archiv es anyway? " And I thin~. this i s the pos ition that th e agency was in.
So " the image in the Govemmen t," that is a good phrase.
HARRIS: And th at ' s carried on in the discussions that are still today of
what are archives and what are r ecords? And the National Archives Act
referred to the records and archives of the Government . All three branche s.
Now in order to b ri ng material in you wou ld have to accession it. Dr. Connor
had the authority un der the National Archives Act to make a survey of all
the r ecords of th e Government. But he had no authority to accessi on without
the agreement of t he agency conce rned. Ile jus t couldn 't go out with a truck
and back up to a l oading platform and go up in th e central files and load
material that they thought they would li ke to have in the Archives . So
there had to be a Division of Accessions that would do the ne gotiating with
the proper officials in the various departments as to what r eco rds be t rans 
ferred to the National Archives , and then making arrangements for th eir
orderly transfer. And a l ong with that , because we were dealing with records
that go way back to the be ginning of t he Government that had not been
properly housed or peroperly cared for, and many o f them were in a damaged
condition, th at w·e would have to establi sh a division called Repair and
Pres ervation that wou l d undert ake the job of fumigati,ng the material and
cleaning it , and doin g r epair of those documents th at needed r epair before
they went into th e s tacks where would be their l odging place in the National
Archives Building.
BROOKS : Somebody at that point must have gone to the National Bureau of
Standard s very early in th e game and established a close relationship,
because that Division of Repair and Preservation was almost a branch office
of the Bureau of Standards.
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HARRIS: Kimberley, who was the first Chief of the Repair and Preservati on
Division, had been conducting research on the preservation of paper at the
Bureau of Standards so h e was a logical person with his professional back
ground to be the first chief of the Division .
BROOKS :

Well, he didn ' t come unti l

HARRIS:

That ' s right.

BROOKS:

But he evidently had been working with the Archives before that .

HARRIS:

Working with preservation of papers .

1

36 or ' 37 .

Another interesting thing in the es t ablishment of th e organization was our
idea in the beginning--because it would be appealing, we thought, to the
various departments and agencies to know that the identity of their records
woul d not be lost once they were transferred to t he National Archives--that
we establish and create divisions of archives known as Department of State
Archives, Treasury, Conunercc , and so for th .
And then there ' s another category of records that hasn't been mentioned that
would fall into all of the major departments , technical records, such as maps
and charts . It also became obvious that we needed to es t ablish a division
to take care of the motion pictures and sound recordings because the Govern 
ment , all of the agencies , in one way or the other had been invo l.ved in
motion pictures or pictures pertaining to Wor l d War I and other activities.
Along with this there was a great collection of photographs that had been
accumulated by a ll of the agencies going back to 'the Civil War, Brady and
his photographs that he took during the Civil War, and t here was estab lished
the Motion Pictures and Sound Recording Division . At that time i t was also
decided to establish a division of photographic reproduction and research.
The photographic reproduction had to do with making copies of documents
either for prese r vation or to suppl y the need of a scho l ar. Dr . Vernon Tat e,
who had been a pioneer in photographic reproduc ti on and in the early stages
of microfilming, was appointed as t he first Chief of the Division of Photo
graphic Reproduction and Research.
BROOKS: Tate was in the gr aduate school a t California a t just the same
time or a litt l e bit after I was, and I don ' t thi nk th at he had a close
relationship with the Archives lon g before he was appoint ed . But Brad l ey
was a proteg~ of Congressman Keller of Illinois and I think he did have
something t o do with the provision of the National Archives Act app l ying
to motion pictures , right?
HARRIS: Capt. Bradley, John G. Bradley, was the cl erk of the Library Commit t ee
of which Congressman Kent E. Ke lle r of the southern district in Illinois was
chairman . And Br adl ey had had an interes t in motion pictures .
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BROOKS: Is it fair to ask what, in lookin g back, 1~hat do you think of
that original organi zation? Obviously s ome of thos e divisions we~en ' t
continued as s u ch . Some of th em were. Later the whole pattern was changed
with mor e emphas is on what we then call ed the records divisions .
HARRIS: For what. it is worth, I think that we did well in eventually com
bining the genera l functions of catalogin g and classification into what
you might c a ll, finding media. I today rather like our original organiza
tion of having s eparate divisions and segr egating the r ecords of a major
department such a!; State, and Wa r, and Navy. To me it gave, and still does,
a littl e be tter advertising, you might say, of the records. A description
in a broad categor y.
BROOKS: Well, I t hink it's obviously important that the same people that
develop an expertise in militar y records deal with all phases of the work
on military records , for exampl e . Collas , we didn't go under Civil Service
for 2 or 3 years after the National Archives was set up, but from the
beginning we used Civil Service grade titles and Civil Service classifica
tion. Now how was t hat brought about?
HARRIS: Well bas ed on my experience in the Government. up until joining
the Archives . . .
BROOKS:

That had been primarily in personnel, had it not?

HARRIS: In personne l , having to do with grade, structure, and classifica
tion. And there was a little thought in the back of my head that--even
though the National Archives Act cxempteq the National Archives from being
under Civil Service, and that the Archivist could make appointments of
members of the staff based on their qualifications and experi ence; by law
though we had to follow the classification and grade structures of the
Government . And I then went to talk to Mr . Spilman who was Chief of the
Classification Division, discussed the problems with him, he gave me as
much guidelines and. grade s t~ucture as he could . Also, we tal ked about
the grade structure and somewhat similar positions in the Library of Congress,
keeping in mind though that the job of a librarian is not the same as an
archivist. We were introducing into the Government for the first time a
whole new classification structure based on archives or archivi~ts . But
again following the general outline and having in mind the difference between
a library where there is a book with a title, with an author, and with an
index and there are schoo ls for the t eaching of library science . There were
none for the archives or any archival science places . And when you deal
with archives you're dealing with individual papers and each one has -to be
judged on its own merit in its relationship to other documents. So as close
as possible we followed the grade system . But recognizing that we did need
scholars, we needed to keep them and have them over a long period of time,
we were as generous as we could be in establishing the grades because within
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the Government once you establish a grade if you establish it too low you
have a very difficult time in ever getting it higher . So we put it as
high as we could in the very beginning, consistent with other positions in
the Governmcn t .
The position t hat the Archives took at this time was borne out in later
years when we came under the Civil Service Act. The examiner who had been
assigned to the National Archives also had the Library of Congress, so no
matter how much we said about the professional knowledg e that had to gci into
the work of the National Archives the examiner cou ld never get it out of his
head that he was comparing us with the Library of Congress, so we had to
fight hard to justify and to obtain the grade structure that we thought was
rjght.
BROOKS: How free were the heads of the various units in choosing th e people?
The choice of the division heads, and so forth was very important .
HARRIS : The general pattern that was followed was that people who were
interested filed their appli cations. They were c l assified as to the positions
that they'd be qualified for in the National Archives. Th en as openings
occurred in the various divisions, the personnel office would send to the
division chief the papers of the individuals that th ey thought were qualified.
Th e first decision really to appoint a given person .to a given job r ested
with the division chief who made his recommendation to the Director of
Archival Service and he to the Archivist who made the final decision .
BROOKS: In the significant appointments in the first year or two especially,
would you say that there was much political patronage involved?
HARRIS: Not political patronage as such . No matter where the pressure
crune from , either f rom Mr . Farley or from Mr . Hurja a t the National Democratic
Committee or from Members of Congress and Members of the Senate, they
natura lly recommended people and brought pressure to have them interviewed
to get a job and every consideration was given to them . But in the final
ana lysis it has been borne out they received their jobs because in the end
the Archivist felt that they were qualified for the jobs ; and I can say,
as was borne out by the record , that nobody was appointed so l ely be~ause of
a pressure of pat ronage .
BROOKS: I ' ve always thought t here was a certain amount of academic, not
what you ' d call academic patronage, nothing forma l; but it ' s easy to see
that a number of people who were appointed in t h e p r ofessional divisions
were at least introduced and recommended by certain prominent peopl e in the
academic fie l d.
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HARRIS: There was one thing that has to be borne in mind here, in dis
cussing the politics or patronage , that the Ar chives Act said that anybody
who was appointed with a salary of $5,000 or more had to be appointed and
confirmed by the Senate . So with anybody that was to be appointed in this
category we had to tell them they have to get , not a c l earance, but they
had to clear it with their, at least their Senator because if they went up
for confirmati on t hey would have to have the support of thei r respective
State Senator .
BROOKS: Well there was some sort of requirement like that for peop l e who
were not in that sal ary level either , because I well remember that when I
was appointed:- - ! was recommended by friends i n the academic profession ,
particularly Dr . Bemis who was a friend and protege of Dr . Jameson --but I
had to go to t he Senator from Illinois, my legal residence was in Illinois,
and I had to go to a Senator from Illinois or to his staff and get a c l ear
ance. This was high l y proforma , because he didn ' t know a thing about me
and I didn 1 t know much about him , but I had to conv lnce him that I was a
registered voter in I llinois . I ' ve forgotten whether they asked me whether
I was a democrat or not , but it wouldn ' t have hurt if I had told them that.
We have now i n the Civi l Service system standards for jobs in va:r ious series .
. Were there qual ificati ons standards as such at t hat time?
HARRIS :

Well, th ere were for the posit ions on the admini strative side .

BROOKS: Because everybody was famil iar wi th what a stenographer did, and
so forth?
HARRIS : St enographers , clerk typi sts , fi l e c lerks , accountants, peopl e who
worked in the s tock r oom , and those were fa i r l y standard throughout the
Government . And we followed t hose grades pr etty much.
BROOKS : As time went on, were you i nvo l ved in or concerned about training
activities , tra i ning of the s t aff , particu l arl y the professional staff?
Perhaps t hat would have f a llen more to profes sional chiefs . The reason I
as k i s t hat fo r a l ong t ime we didn ' t do much about anythi ng except on-the 
j ob trai ni ng .
HARRIS :

That ' s ri ght .

BROOKS: For ye ars the r e was no eff ec tive tra i ning sys tern . Then Dr . Buck
was inter es t ed in i t , and t he f i rs t training courses were t heor et i cal archives
courses , one that he gave at Col umb i a in ' 38 and th e one th at he and Dr . Posner
started in ' 39 . But even then t her e was no di r ect re l at ionship of thos e
academi c courses t o anythi ng l ike what t hey have now , in -service tr aining
and promot ion th at i s r e l a t ed t o it.
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HARRIS : But you have to r emember that we were plowing a field for t he
first time and you couldn't start a school for th e training of archivists
until you had had sever al harvests of successful grain and knew more how
to go about i t . It wasn ' t that there wasn't an interest in traini ng people,
but we realized in the early days that they would have to get thei r training
by experience on the job, and then out of these experiences and some experi
mentation you begin to develop the kind of information that you would need
in order to do in-service training, or to train archivists into the tech
niques that had been dev el oped i n the past years in the beginning of the
National Archives.
BROOKS : Okay . Be fore we get away from the congressional activities in the
early days of the Archives, it seems to me th at Con gress was much more
concerned with the Archives than--a whole lot of congressmcm--than it is
now. Of course now the various conunittees hear the testimony on the bills
and so forth. Would you say that congressmen wer e much concerned with the
organizati on and function of the Archives then? Which congressmen or
sen ators were particularly interested or particularly active?
HARRIS: There were a few that were interes te d in the early stages of i t .
I n amed before Con gr essman Bloom of New York, Senator McKellar, and
Congressman Keller of I llinois; and later Congressman Woodrum of Virginia
was one of the congressmen who took a great deal of interes t in the estab
l ishment, grow t h, and development of the National Archives. Congressman
Dirksen also played a part . Now there were some other interests shown in
the National Archi ves, espe cially because the positions in the early day s
were outside the Civi l Service, and they ' d hoped to get some appointments .
But there were not too many in those days that re.ally compreh ended and
understood what went into the National Archives. A l ot of them called them
musty old records , records that serve no purpose ; they might as we l l be
destroyed . A l ot of th em t hought they ' d had a li tt l e i ndoct rination prior
to the establis hmen t of the Archives, and really a ll you needed was a l arge
buil ding or a records or large file place to store the records until th ey
lived out their life . And it was a l so a thing th at was h ard to knock down
with the politicians j ust what are archives and how valuabl e t hey are , and
what made these historical records of value that woul d cause them to be
preserved and made available for use .
BROOKS : I ask that question partl y because I l ooke d the other day at part
of a daily journal that Miss Terrel l kept and she wrot e at one time i n
October I think of 1934 t hat officials of the Archives , Dr. Connor and I
suppose you and Hyde , went to appear before a con gressional commit t ee . Her
commen t was that Dr . Connor didn ' t get to say very much . I t hink t hat' s
characteristic of mos t congressional hearings .
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HARRIS: This should be said , that Dr . Cc.nnor and Mr. Page and myself and
others we sought every opportunity t o encourage interest in t he National
Archives in any relationships that we had with any congr essmen and senators .
We ah·ays wounded up by inviting them to come to visit the National Archives .
Senator ~!cKel l ar came , through my invitation t o his brother who was hi s
administrative assistant; he lp·ought the Senator down and I in t roduced him
to Dr . Connor and we took him a ll around the Nat ional Archives Building and
showed him what we were doing , and how , and why , and he was very pleased .
But as a poli t ician in a grandiose manner he 'd say, this is fine , this is
gr eat , th]s is wonderful , I ' m glad you ' re doing t hi s , that , and the ot her.
Wher eas when the then Senator T;·uman visited t he Nat iona l Archives at my
invitation to his secretary, whom I ' d gotteu to kno w, h e came down and spent
qui t e a bit of time. I introduced hi m to Dr . Connor and we went al l over
the Nati onal Archives , and I don ' t guess we wer e ever asked as many t echni cal
and i ntelligent questi ons as we were asked by t he th en Sen at or Truman .
BROOKS :

Very interesti ng .

When was t hat?

HARRIS :

Qui t e earl y, quite ear l y .

Al s o v ery ear l y?

BROOKS : He came to th e Sen ate in January of ' 35, so i t could h ave been any
time af t er t hat .
HARRIS : But he was t he mos t interested and asked the most inte ll igent
questi ons of any, outside of Congressman Woodrum, of any of th e peopl e f r om
Capitol Hi l l.
BROOKS: I am much inter ested to know t hat . It' s consistent wi t h a lot of
other t hings we know about Mr. Truman. Co ll as, the Nat ion al Archives Act
says that the Archivi s t has t he power t o d eal wi th t he re cords of t he
judici a l branch of the Government as we ll as th e executive and l egis l at ive ,
but it' s my f ee l] ng th at in the early clays we didn't have very much to do,
comparativel y, wi th t he judi cial branch. Would yo u conunent on th at , and
was ther e muc h interest s hown on the part of the judicial branch ?
HARRIS : Ther e was not much interest shown and it mi ght be inj ect ed her e
th at f or some unknown r eas on t he judicial branch was n ot included i n the
membershi p of th e Na tional Archi ves Council as pr ovided for by l aw. The
inter est f r om th e judi cial side s t ar ted coming about when th e Congress
establis hed an Admin i s t r ativ e Office of the United Sta t es Courts.
BROOKS: You mentione d the National Archi ves Council. I remember when they
first met in the Archi ves Buil ding . It was a fairly impres s iv e occas ion in
the confer ence room of the Nat i onal Archives . I s uppose they met every
year or so from t hen on, I don't r emembe r exactly. But it i s my memory tha t
the Na tiona l Archiv es Council was not r eally very active or did not affect
very much the development of t he ins t i tut i on. Is that a fair statement ?
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HARRIS: Not on a day-to-day basis ~f operations, but in the broader
picture of determining the class of materials that should be transferred
to the National Archives. It was obvious, I think from th e beginning,
th at it wasn't something that would ue consulted and conferred with on a
day -to-day basis about appointments or budgets or personnel , but it was
to play the role of a broader picture of advising the Archivist on the type
and class of records in general that should go into the National Archives.
BROOKS: Now another relationship that ' s extremely interesting was that
with the President of the United States. And I think most people today do
not realize how actively interested Mr . Roosevelt was in th e National
Archives, and the number of things he was concerned with and the inter.e st
that he took in the appoint ment of the Archivis t and in the transfer of
records from certain agencjes . Would you comment on Mr . Roo sevelt?
HARRIS: I'll only comment beginning with 1937, but I ' d like to inject that
prior to his visit to the N:itional Archives in June 1937 at that time in
the Government any structural changes in any Gov ernment building had to be
approved by the Bureau of the Budget and by the Pres ident. Well we had a lot
of structural changes that had to t ake place, changing locker rooms and char
rooms into office space . All the changes were drawn up by Mr. Simon's staff,
the supervising Architect of the Treasury Department. He took it to the
Bureau of the Budget and it was approved, and then Mr. Simon took it to the
President. Believe it or not, the President examined a ll the s tructural
changes, he agreed to them. But he did not think that we need to spend money
to put channels in the Spanish tile floors for telephone and electrical
conduits ; he thought that we could run those around the wall . He didn't
think that we needed to put cork til e flooring in· the offices . He said that
all you needed to do was to use the old bat tleship gray l inoleum. All of
these are marginal notes on the plans made by Rooseve l t himself in his own
handwriting .
BROOKS:

Where are they now, in the· Archives or at t h e Roosevelt Library?

HARRIS : They shoul d be at the Archives . And what was i nteresting to me at
that time, was that here was the President in the middle of national and
i nternationa l affairs that could stop in the midd l e of it and project himself
i nto a building which he had not been in and make cons t ructive suggestions.
BROOKS : Inciden tall y, one of the major changes was the filling of the
center court. The building was built originall y with t he center court
unfilled . As I remember, it was very soon after the building was built that
PWA money was obtained to fill in that center court. How was that initiated?
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HARRIS: Well, there was a movement on Capitol llill and the pressure was
being brought to bear, a lot of it by the War Department , to establish a
records center where the various dep artments could transfer their semi
ac ti ve records, where they could be stored and used by the personnel of the
department concerned. Because of the interes t on Capitol Hill and some of
the other departments and th e President, Mr . Ickes under th e PWA money had
made a plea for a grant to build a records center or building at Suitland ,
Maryland. Dr. Connor , the Archivist, on October 4, 1934 , in consultation
with Mr. Burlew and with Mr. Tekes and others persuaded 'them that the money
could be better used to complete the National Archivcs Building . That is
the extension which woulc;l fill in th e inner court of t he building which h ad
been left open in the very beginnin g realizing that in time, you woul d have
to increase the space avail able to the National Archives . And the building
being structured like it was from t he exterior side surro unded by 72
Corinthi an col unms, that you couldn't put an extension on the outside, so
John Russell Pope in his wisdom allowed the inner shel l to be vacant . I
woul d like t o say t hat Mr. Ickes agreed and others agreed on October 4, 1934,
and the grant was t hen made to bui ld the extension, or to comp lete the
National Archives Building, in lieu of building a records center at that
time at Suitland or some other available place . The contract was signed
December 11, 1935 , and finished February 19 , 1937 .
BROOKS : Let's ge t hack to Mr. Roosevelt.
about his visit in June of ' 37?

Do you remember anything particular

HARRIS: J une 19 37, I thik it was Jun e 16 . Dr. Connor in hi s relationship
with the President from his first intervtew, th ey were very close and th ey
talked about record s and they talked about archives, and I would get thi s
second handed from Dr. Connor about his interest . One day Dr. Conno r
announced that he ' d just come from the President and that he ' d promised to
make a visit to th e National Archives . The date and time was establ i s hed .
The Secret Service came down, they examin ed everything, I took th em all over
the building, show~d them where we would go and where he would come in . And
then on the given date at about 5 o'clock he came , and Dr. Connor and ~Ir . Thad
Page and myself conducted him on a tour of the building . He showed great
interest in every aspect of it. We had a hard time get ting him out of the
Repair and Preservat ion Division , he was fascinate d by the t echPiques that
had been developed by Kimber l ey in laminating do cuments for preservation .
He was fascinat ed in Dr . Tate 's division, Photographic Reproduction, especially
in t he field of microfilming and what he saw , and he kept up that interest.
When he went through the various stack areas, the Department of State archives,
Department of Navy, and then we got to th e area wh ere Dr. Connor said, this
is t he Division of \Var Department archives an d th e Pres ident looked around
and he didn ' t see any , and he said well where are the old records of the \far
Depart ment? And Dr. Connor, in hi s diplomatic way, remarked they seemed to
be somewhat reluctant to tr ansfer their old records to us . Roosevelt was
extremely interested i n everything th at he saw . The Sear ch Room, which would
be the central r eference room, and then up on the 5th floor in th e motion
picture and sound recording area and what was being done t here to store and
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preserve the motion pictures and sound recordings. He was somewhat
apprehensive about storing nitrate film in the National Archives Building
along with paper records, and Capt. Bradley and Dr. Connor cxpl ained that
we ' d been doing a lot of research and study of the proper type of equip
ment; and that Capt Bradley had recently finished a r ather detailed report
with reconunendations . The President said that he would like to have a copy
of the report, which was later sent to him . He was so interested in what
he saw at the National Archives and his various questions that the time
went by until finally his son James h ad to say to him that you have a dinner
at the \\~1itc House at 7 o 'clock and it is now 20 minutes of 7. With that
he reluctantly l eft; but he was deeply interested in th e Archives , in the
preserva tion, and other work that had been done.
BROOKS: As I remember we all had to evacuate th e building , but the division
chiefs in the divisions that he was going to visit were th ere , and Betty
Hamer has told me a bit about that visit . I think she was on part of the
tour. \foll , one other question occurred to me about the building. I ' m sure
that rel ations with John Russell Pope and Barry Faulkner, who did the mural s,
and all were primari l y in th e hands of Louis Simon, right? Do you know who
wrote the inscriptions that are on the outside of the building?
HARRIS : No , I don't recall.
I don't remember.

Somewhere I do remember, or its recorded, but

BROOKS: What kind of staff r elationships were there s o far as you were
affected in the early days . In other words , presumably you saw a good
deal of peop l e l ike Mr . Hyde, Mr . Buck, and so forth , in dealing with
personnel appointments, \vi th the budget, with a llocations of space . Do
you remember that there were stormy sessions or was it generally amicab l e
or were ther e particular people that were more difficu lt to work with than
others?
HARRIS: I don't reca ll any difficulties . I think our relationship was
very harmonious . Natural ly in the position that I held, especially from
a budget and personnel and space s tandpoint, I had to be invol ved in a ll
of their ac~ivi ties which I sought to listen to with an open mi nd and an
int erest . In the preservation of motion pictures , I spen t hours with
Capt. Bradley on the equipment; wi th Kimberley, and in the every facet of
the work I sought to t ake an interest , to represent th em , and to give them
the necessary tool s to go on with their work, whether it was Buck in publi
cations or Kimberl ey with some n ew storage containers .
BROOKS: How about the rela tions with specific other agenci es? Generally
speaking, did the Budget Bureau relationships go well? We had different
examiners assigned from ti me to time. A little l ater some of us felt that
the Budget Bureau was interested in doi n g a lot of records man agement work
rather than having th e National .Archives pick it up. That ' s a hi gh ly
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specialized phase . Particularly I rem~1ilier Mr. Keddy in the appraisal
and accessioning and disposal functions, that sometimes we rather had
some rather hot sessions. Do you have any general comments on specific
ones on the Budget Bureau relations?
HARRIS: Well , I have one that you won ' t find anywhere recorded and that
was our first year. We had Dr. Keddy, even though he was sort of rought
on us in the beginning , in the end he did come around and recommended a
fairly good size budget for the fiscal year 1936 which enabled us to get
off the ground without crawling. The next year they had changed and a
man by the name of Maj or Jones was in charge of the Independent Offices
appropriation. I went up, met him, had a preliminary discussion, told
him a bout the National Archives, gave him the background, and in due time
we submitted our estimates and our written justifications, and we had a
hearing and everything was just rosy . "That's fine. That ' s very interesting .
Your' re doing a splendid job and you must be adm:i.red for it." And, Lord ,
I thought that he woul d not only give us what we asked for but would increase
it . But when the appropriate time came we got a letter from Danny Bell,
who was then the Director of the Budget, reducing our request for 1937 to
considerably l ess than what Keddy had recommended for us, and which we got
in 1936. Well, this naturally got my dander up and my· adrenalin working .
I discussed it with Dr . Connor and other merilbers of the staff. DT. Connor
said, well what can we do? And I said , well sir, with your permission I
would like to discuss it with Congressman Woodrum. I said I happen to
know Danny Bell . I've met him personally and I've sat in some poker games
with him and I think he ' s a reasonable person . Dr . Connor agreed . I tried
to get in touch with Woodrum . I finally reach ed him in Roanoke, Virginia .
I told him what the problem was. He said , if you will set up an appointment
for ll o ' clock on Saturday morning with Bell, I will be there and we wi 11
have a conference with him. The appo i ntment was made. Dr . Connor and I
went to Mr. Bell ' s office . Major Jones came in . Congressman Woodrum
arrived . We then 1vent in to Mr . Bell ' s office and Dr. Connor presented
the problem and our needs, and Congressman Woodrum supported Dr. Connor as
to what he had to say and as to the amount . Then Mr . Bell beckoned for
Woodrum to come over to his desk and look o ver h is s houl der, and you could
see that they were writing figures and nodding thi s that and the other and
finally Bell said to Dr. Connor, I foyget the exact amount , "Dr. could you
live with this amount? " Dr . Connor said , "Yes I thi nk we can . It' s not
quite what we would like, but I think that ' s fair. " Bell said to Woodrum,
" Do you think you can get this through your corr.mi ttee?" Woodrum said, "Yes
I think I can." Mr . Be ll then said to Dr. Connor, "I will write you a
l etter to this effect on the amount that we ' ve agreed upon." I might add
footnote there that Jones sat there with his t ail bet ween his legs and we
never had him again in the Independent Offices appropriation . They moved
him to some other place. Where I don ' t know .
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BROOKS: \~hat you said about Keddy interested me particularly because he
came back as examiner . Perhaps when other people had gone to war he was
examiner, for part of the war, and I didn't rea li ze that he had been so
involved at the planning stages of the Nationa l Archives. But he was
intensely interested in great detai l. I~ did such things as being respon
sible for the requirement that we all report out time down to a quarter
hour, as to what we did, and he also was much interested in the organization
and functions. I remember, probably in the early 40 ' s, when I was Assistant
Director of Records Accessioning and Prcserva tion, his asking me if I didn ' t
think I could do a better job i f I had the accessioning and appraisal for
all agencies right in my office . I told him, no, I didn't think so. He
and Dr. Buck had some pretty heated sessions, I'm sure. But th e one thing
that I think I learned at that time is how important the Budget examiner
can be. The agency can make recommendations to the Budget Bureau and if
it doesn ' t sell them to the examiner at the Budget Bureau the who l e policy
of the agency can be changed, and a ll its program before i t goes to Congress,
I guess you learn in a short time to bear this in mlnd.
Do you want to say anything about special aspects of problems with other
agencies?
HARRIS: Well, I'd like to just finish one genera l comment on the Bureau of
the Budget. As I said, Major J ones was changed so w.e never had him anymore
after that . The other Budget officers, one was Mr. Ahern, were very sympa
thetic, very understanding, and took a great interest. For those years
until I left to go on active duty in September ' 42 we didn 't have any major
probl em with the Bureau of the Budget. Even when I went to our Budget
examiner to e>.-plain the program that the Archivis.t thought well to get
established; not exactly a records adminjstration progr~1, but to work with
the departments in doing something with their records, their handling and
storage, and making some order out of the chaos . And h e understood it, he
could see where the dollars and cents would be saved in filing cabinets and
in office space ; and as I recall he gave us in our estima t e the amoun t that
we had asked for to start this program.
BROOKS: How about the Civil Service Commiss ion? Wha t l ed to the s t aff
going under Civil Service, and wha t kind of r elations did we have with th e
Commission after that?
HARRIS: In appropriation hearings the question was a lways asked of
Dr. Connor as to whether he was under Civil Service and he said no, that
th e National Archives Act authorized the Archivist to make appointments
depending on their qualifications and abi lities . At later hearings he was
asked as to whether he thought that now was the time , or wheth er it would
be well now that the staff was se t up and was a going concern , the major
appointments had been made and s taff select ed , as to whether they should go
under Civil Service. And Dr. Connor said , " yes , I think it would be now a
very good id ea ." I didn ' t think so in the beginning because there we re no
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rosters which we could have consulted to have drawn archivists. After the
last Budget hearing, I forget the exact year, it may have been ' 38,
Congressman Woodrum called me and asked me to come and see him. And I went
and he said, "If you all are really interested in going under Civil Service,
if you would prepare the appropriate language I think I could get it
attached to the Independent Office appropriation bill as a rider. 11 He said,
"You draw it up," and he suggested I go and talk with the General Counsel
at Civil Service vvho was a ~Ir. Vipond, I believe . I drew up what I thought
was appropriate language, struggling how to get around the requirement that
everybody of $5,000 and above had to be appointed by the President and
confirmed by the Senate , and out of an inspiration en.me that the language
that they could have a non-compe titive examination and be brought under
Civil Service, r egard l ess of the method by which appointed . The language
was very short . I took it to Mr . Vipond, h e studied it . We talked about
it and he said it was perfectly all right and would accomplish our objectives .
Th e Archivist then authorized me to give it to Congressman Woodrum . I did
and i t was attached as a rider to the Independent Offices appropriation bill
and became effective November 23, 1938 .
BROOKS: Then the regu l ar pattern was set up of Civil Service examiners
coming over, reviewing , rec l assification, and so forth .
HARRIS: lvell, then on t he non-competitive side it required each member of
the staff to fill out a detailed questionnaire or personal history statement
with the Archivist . This was transmitted to the Civil Service Commission and
th ey sent it throu gh a ll their machinery and examined it and then t hey would
send back the certificate of the position and grade in the National Archives .
They were then under Civi l Service and subject to the Civil Service Re ti rement
Act, which we had not been previously .
BROOKS : Collas , I think I said before we started thi s that I was not
primari l y interested in anecdotes and reminiscences other th an those that
with substance th at would affect the development of the National Archives .
But some times the anecdotes illustrate how peop l e thought or acted, and 1
think you said some thing a whi l e ago about how some of the Congressmen took
this proposal t o put us under Civi l Servi ce .
HARRIS : It is in teresti ng in the wheels of political ma chinery to mention
an instance th at happened in the considera tion of the rider to bri ng the
National Archives under Civil Service. The rider went through the Indepcnde.nt
Offices appropriations s ub commit t ee and the whole appropriations commi ttee
and was coming up in th e House for a vote . Congress man Woodrum called me
one day and was very agitated , and said that he had heard th at Congressman
McFarland of Texas had said that Khen it came up on th e floor that he was
going to object t o it. And all it took was jus t on e objection to have
knocked out, this provision to bring the National Archives under Civil Service .
He asked me whether I knew McFarland. I said no , I didn ' t know him personally,
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but I di d know hi s s ecr e t ar y whom I had t a lke d r o several time s on the
ph one. An d h e said, "We ll i f you c an get t o him you 1 d better, and you 1 d
better hurry because , as I say , I under stand he ' s going to block it ." I
of course r epo r ted this t o Dr . Connor and with his pe rmis sion asked to go
and see McFarl and. Ile agreed and I called a secretary to the Congressman,
made th e appointment, an d went i nto his of fi ce and I found a very hostil e
Congres sman. He said th at he was goi ng to oppos e the r i der, and he didn't
like t he National Archives ; he went on and on, and then finally he said,
"And I haven' t got a singl e per son appoin ted to that s taff down t here ." I
said, "I don' t recall hav i ng any recommendat i on f r om your off i ce ." That
s topped hi m for a moment;" ~m d furth er J said, "Th e Archi vist wi ll appoint
peop l e onl y i f t hey 're qu ali fied f or a particular job . If you have any
cons t i tuents that you would li ke to r ecommend who have qua l ificati ons and
can mee t th e standards f or a job , I'm ~ ur e th at th ey will receive serious
consi der ation ." At that we par t ed. I f elt th at I had made my point and
that hi s animosity had been grea tly r educed. Soon af t er that his s ecreta ry
sent me the names of five peop l e an d something about th eir qua lifications .
I went over them . I intervi ewed the f ive and out of th em one I think a
clerk typis t, who was tes ted , wa s quali fied , and was subsequently given a
job. I will footnote that t o say that McFarland , when the Ind ependent
Off ice appropriation bill was on the floor for a vote, did not oppose the
rider, so I guess a little bi t of somethin g came for good in the long run .
BROO KS: I want to ask you about other agencies of the Government. Some
of th e key deve l opments in th e his tory of the Archives were the accessioning
of th e r ecords of major agenci es that had had some archival cons ciousnes s
of the ir own. Particularl y State, War, and Navy . Do you have anything to
say about th e efforts to get th e records of those agencies access ioned or
what was neces sary t o bri ng it ab out? I had heard be fore that Mr . Roos evelt
was invo lved at least in the War Department situation. What do you remember
about State?
HARRIS: Only second- h and fro m Dr . Connor, but it was said that Hunter
Miller , who wa s th e Chief His torian at the State Department and who was
editing some dipl omatic paper s , when they \vere asked about trans £erring
any of the old records to the National Archives , said it would never be
done except over my dead body . Soon after t hat, maybe a year, I recall
he was retired . Cyril Wynne, I think , took his place .
BROOKS:

That 's right .

HARRIS: And a Mr. Messersmith had come in , and the question had been rai s ed
with him, or he had r a i sed it, about the old r ecords and about the National
Archives, its setup , and so forth, and it was s uggested that he , before
going and making any decisions, visit the National Archives . An appointment
was made , Cyril Wynne brought Mr . Messersmith in, met Dr . Connor, I was
th ere , we then went on a tour of the building and a ll th e facilities , and
the various activities ; and where th e State Department records would be
stored, and discusse d their availability , and th eir protection. Messersmith
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in l eaving said, " Dr . Connor,. that answers a:ll of my questions. I w j 11
reconm1en d to the Secre t ary when I return t hat all the records up to , I
believe 1910, 1908 (and it was l ater changed t o I be li eve 1914 or 18) be
transferred to the National Archives ." Some time after thi s decision had
been made and the r ecords were transferr ed , the question was raised by the
State Department with Dr. Connor of the records th en in the various consul 
ates and embassies throughout the World, that they f elt because of th e dark
clouds and the threat of war shoul d be brought home . They did no t know
wh at to do with th em, and there was some discus s i on of buil di ng a records
building. Well in discussing it with Dr. Connor he expl ain<3d to them that
the records could be transferred, the bulk s hipped directly to the Nati onal
Archives. 111at they would be put in a special area, segregated , and nobody
would have access , except a member of the staff of th e State Department
until as such time as it was mutually agreed that th ey could be made
avail able for use . 111 e State Depar t ment r eques t ed the funds from th e
Congress to ship the r ecords. They were shipped direct ly to the Archives,
and after bei ng fumigat ed transferred into the stacks.
BROOKS: Was the tr ansfer of the State Department personne l caring for
the records a con di tion of th e transfer ?
.HARRIS :

It was part of the condition .

BROOKS :

\\'hen Mrs. Summers and Miss Judy Bland came over.

HARRIS :

That's right.

BROOKS : And I suppose the Deputy Examiners were involved in these negotia
tions pre tty much too. I hope to t alk to some of them. How about the
War Department? What happened aft er FDR raised th e quest ion with Mr. Conno r?
Do you remember much, anythi ng special a bout that?
HARRIS: It was quite an exch ange of correspondence, through the President ,
t o the then Secretary of War.
BROOKS :

Dern, I think.

HARRIS: Dern. 111ere 1 s ·a very interesti ng anecdote about Connor's conference
with Dern about transferring the r e cords. Corresponden.ce went on back and
forth and finally Or. Connor was ab le to knock down the ir ma jor ob jections,
and with th e interes t of the President , they started trans f erring the Civil
War records . 111en as the question of maybe involvement in a war, or clouds
of war, the War Department e.>--panded. They needed space, they di dn 't have
it, and they approached th e Archivis t about transferring a ll of the old
records, especially those from the Haley Garage , to the National Archives.
And this was done over a 3 or 4 months period. But once the ice Kas broken
things went a l ong fairly smoothly , although they were the reluctant dragon
to begin with.
BROOKS: And was there somewhat l ess controversy about the transfer of the
Navy records?
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HARRIS: I don 't recall that there was any controversy. I think they came
forward in the very beginning with an inte rest i n the preservation of th eir
records.
BROOKS: Some of the working staffs of the other agencies were worried about
whether they were going to lose their jobs or not. I was , as you know, a
Special Examiner assigned to surve y records that had been proposed fo r
disposal. In the first year I was assigned to the Veterans Administration,
and Fred Shipman , after he did the State Department, was also assigned to
the Veterans Administration . We decided it was si lly for each of us to do
separate surveys of the agencies, so we went toge ther as a team. I well
remembe r going into the Munitions Building at 17th and Constitution Avenue,
where the Veterans Administration had their reco rds of the Revolution and
the War of 1812 . Mr. Carlton , who was the building manager of the Veterans
Administrati on, introduced us to the l adi es who were in charge of these
records, working, of course, mostly on pensions . The lade in charge drew
herself up and said, "May I ask where these gentlemen are from?" Mr. Carlton
said, "They 're from the Nat ional Archives . " She said, "So, it's come at
last." 1hat was Mrs. Finch , who later was transferred to th e Archives staff
and worked on the servicing of military service records . I'm sure that
anecdote represents a gener al att itude that existed on a lot of agencies.
HARRIS: Yes , especially War Department . One of their conditions was th ey
would transfer the records t o the Archives Building ," but only for the physical
preservation. Their staff would have to consult, work with them, and service
them.
BROOKS: We had a whol e staff from the War Department, the Old Records Branch
for years and years. That originated then?
HARRIS:

That ' s r i ght .

BROOKS: Connected with the Navy Department too , th ere is I suppose an
anecdote . In 1938, I think, I was in the Navy archives with Nelson Blake,
and he and I went to Alexandria and supervised t he t ransf er from the torpedo
station which had been us ed as a depos itory for Navy records, transferring
the things out of th e archives so they could start making torpedos again.
It had been built for that purpo se in Wor l d War I. We ll , later a lot of .
those r e cords were disposed of because they were moved i n a great hurry
and we simply could11 ' t do an adequate survey and appraisal of them. Then
of course after the war they qui t making t orpedos and the building became
a records depos itory again, part of it under the National Archives and
Records Service , and eventual ly all of i t~
We ll, do you have any other special conunents about re l ations wi th agenc i es?
HARRIS: No, except I think by and large considering t he normal j ea lousy
that agencie s have, I think that th e Archi vist , Dr . Connor, and his staff
had through his , l et ' s cal l it diplomatic way of doing things gradual l y,
wHhout bringing any pressure to bear or any force of press ure , gradually
broken down the barr i ers to where there was a more or l ess h armon i ous
re l ati ons hip with a ll the departments. ·
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BROOKS: Yeah, I think the payoff on this came in two ways . One, that it
saved them space, as there was an economy in that; two, that the Archives
was able to produce their records in reference service and then they were
sold .
HARRIS: And at that point we set up a service whereby they could phone
over and request certain records and that they would be sent by messenger,
by truck, to the agency.
BROOKS:

Any of the agencies, yes.

HARRIS: And I go back again to what I said earlier about the establishment
of the Archives. I think one of the things that did help us in the ear ly
days, maybe not be valid today, was that we did establish the divisions of
department archives. In other words, Division of Navy Department, Division
of War Department, Division of State Department , Division of Veterans
Administration , so that the agencies could fee l that their records did not
lose their identity .
BROOKS: Yes, I can't imagine that the State or War Departments would have
transferred their records just to go into a general collection of stuff.
HARRIS:

Yeah , I don ' t think so .

BROOKS: In the movement for the National Archives the historians h ave been
given credit for it main ly and they certainly deserved a great deal of credit,
particularly Dr . Jameson and Dr. Leland. .But I remember reading some of the
records of those committees years ago, that indicated that people like
Mr . Baity of GAO were activel y interes ted because of the economy, the space
and equipment. This really is th e background of our current interes t in
records management. And a footnotc--in reading Gondos ' dissertation the
other day, I was reminded that Dr. Jameson in the 20 ' s had en listed the support
of veterans organizations, particularly the America n Legion , in pushing the
movement for a National Archives . The head of the historical dep artment of
the American Legion was Thomas McAdory Owen, and I suppose that his coming
to the Archives staff was a pretty natural derivative from that development .

Second Interview, Alexandria, Virginia - July 28, 1972
BROOKS: Now, in our first interview, Collas, we talked _quite a bit
about the transfer of records from some of the major agencies of
the Government. You said that you had more to say about the transfer
of the War Department records, which is extremely important because
obviously we had to knock off these major agencies to set the pattern.
HARRIS: When the President visited the National Archives Building
in 1937, after we'd taken him on a tour of the Division of Navy
Department Archives, he was quite impressed to see how well they
were being taken care of and remarked to the Archivist that many of
these he had salvaged from possible damage and destruction when he
was Assistant Secretary of the Navy. We then went to the Division
of War Department Archives and there were blank shelves and blank
drawers and the President said to Dr. Connor, "Where are the old
records of the War Department?" And Dr. Connor said, "They seem
somewhat reluctant to transfer their records," and the President
said, ''Well. " Soon after that, within a very short length of time,
Dr. Connor received by messenger from the White House a copy of
the note that the President had sent to the Secretary of War, within
24 hours after his visit to the Archives, substance to show cause as
to why the old records of the War Department had not been transferred
to the National Archives. Dr. Connor called a meeting, read the
letter, and all of us had a part in drafting a reply to the Secretary of
War letter for the President to sign. That's all I have to add on that.
BROOKS: One thing I wanted to ask you I didn't find quite clear in
reading the Annual Reports as to the timing of certain decisions- -was
the decision to have flat steel archives equipment in the building.
Was that made before Dr. Connor became Archivist, or how much
choice did he have in selecting e~ipment for the stacks?
HARRIS: As I recall, the "flat concept" was in existence at the time
the Archivist was appointed. Sketches and drawings had been prepared.
The concept that was presented, and which existed in the Archives for
several years, was that by filing the records flat., the edges would not
be damaged as if they were filed upright in a loose container. But
the big probl em that existed and came to the front was that many
varied and odd sizes of the_paper just wouldn't even fit into flat
containers . A survey was made of the·sizes of paper and the type of
container and we went ahead with. The first stack equipment was
finished and was occupied in May 1936. This went on ·fQr several
years of expanding, again trying to make some improvements in the
flat containers, but in time it seemed to be of more importance to get
more flexibility. First we had a steel upright box and then later we
got into cardboard boxes .
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BROOKS: Yes, we found that with the papers in the flat drawers
the corners were damaged by lifting them up.
HARRIS: That's right.
BROOKS: A general point about the earlier and continuing policies
of the Archives: I'm sure in discussing problems with the Archivist
and at.lier officials you must have had some thoughts about the
comparative priorities in service to the Government agencies them
selves, to individuals for their own concern such as veterans claims,
to professional researchers such as genealogists, and or to the
academic scholars. To which of these do you think was the first
responsibility of the Archives?
HARRIS: Well, like all priorities, it's hard to pick them. If you didn't
give immediate and rapid service to the departments whose records
had been transferred to you they would be reluctant to transfer any
records, so you have to at times lean over a little backwards in order
to speed up service back to the department. If a legitimate scholar
came into the search room and wanted to pursue a. certain subject
and if he wasn't given the proper attention and some priority, why
then you would be blasted in the professional world. So in all things
you were damned if you do and damned if you don't. I think we tried
to meet each of the situations as they arose without offending anybody's
feelings or position.
BROOKS: But you would agree, I think, t hat during the war we had to
emphasize service to the Government agencies and the service to the
academic scholars was somewhat minimized. "As was the demand,
because so many of them were off in the service too.
HARRIS: That's correct, and we also have to bear in mind that we had
been put in the category of a defense agency and we received priorities,
so if we had not given service to the defense establishment or defense
agencies we might have lost our status.
BROOKS: One of the things that I think you were particularly interested
in was our service to the agencies at the beginning of the World War Il
to give them information about World War I agencies. It used to be
said that we had to tell them about World War I so they could repeat
the same mistakes. You did have some role in that emphasis, I believe.
HARRIS: Yes, and on May 5, 1939, I addressed a short m.e morandum
to the Archivist of the United States, subject, "The expedition of
arrangement of certain records created during World War I." I
wanted to point out that in the critical conditions of World affairs that
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I felt very certain that we would be called on to render service on
those records to the agencies to aid the World War II effort. There
fore, I thought that emphasis should be placed on arranging the records
and making them available for use as quickly as possible.
BROOKS: You were interested also, as we all were, in the effort to
promote the economy and effectiveness of the agencies preparing for
war by emphasizing records administration activity. Right?
HARRIS: Right. Having this thought in mind, I'm not sure of the exact
date, Dr. Connor had lunch with me at the University Club. After
lunch I approached him on the subject of the National Archives taking
a primary interest in records administration because of the rapidly
expanding agencies of the Government, and the need for office space-
taking records out and putting them in temporary storage, and moving
them out of Washington. I said that since the Archives Act gave the
Archivist authority over the archives and records of the United States
Government I felt that he had enough authority to enter into a records
administration program working.with the departments and agencies as
to what to do with their records. I also felt that if the National Archives
didn't take the leadership at this time that some other agency or body
would be created to take care of this problem that was stifling the ·
departments. I felt, repeating, that if the National Archives did not
take the leadership in this that somebody else would and I would rather
see the National Archives do it since I felt that it had the authority
for it and have the dog wag the tail rather than the tail, in the end,
wag the dog.
BROOKS: Yes, I remember talking to you at that time, in the fall of
'41, about records. administration and the problems of field r ecords
and the problems of the agencies that were threatened with being
decentralized out of Washington.
HARRIS·: Well, Dr. Connor in general agreed with my con,cept and
said that he would call a meeting of the staff, which was done that
afternoon at around 4 o'clock. He did suggest, and I have no qualms
about it, that it might be better if he presented the idea of the Archives
entering actively into a records administration program, rather than
me since I was strictly on the administrative side. All of which I
agreed to because I didn't care for any credit. I wanted the National
Archives to receive the credit for launching the first real records
administration program in the Government.
BROOKS: Well, :.pr. Connor left in September of 1941, and shortly
after Dr. Buck became Archivist he named me as a special assistant
to the Archivist with the job of preparing a plan for a records
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administration program, which I took charge of January 1, 1942.
HARRIS: At the meeting that afternoon fhe concept was agreed upon.
There was a little question as to whether we could get the money to
support it, and my answer to the staff meeting was that I felt that
by presenting it to the Bureau of the Budget as a time saving and a
money saving and a space saving for the United States Government
that the Bureau of the Budget would buy it and then submit it to the
Congress. And I was authorized by the Archivist to go and explore
it with the Bureau of the Budget, which I did. They were sympathetic
and we submitted a supplemental budget, which went to Congress and
was approved to launch the program.
BROOKS: ·Right about this time was when Dr. Connor left. Do you
remember anything particular about his retirement or the reasons for
it that was not generally known? Were there any particular angles to
it?
HARRIS: Nothing in particular. I do know that Mrs. Connor had been
having trouble with her eyes. She was not in the best of health.
Neither was Dr. Connor. The pressure of the activities in Washington,
both business and social, was tiring them both and you could feel that
they were anxious to get back to a quieter atmosphere. So it really
didn't surprise me when he announced that he was going to resign
and go back to Chapel Hill.
BROOKS: Yes, I think those reasons were stated at the time, and it
was pretty straightforward. There was no hidden motive back of it.
Well, now he recommended Dr. Buck to be his successor and I guess
there wasn't any particular question about that appointment, or any
particular rival claimants. Do you know?
HARRIS: No I don't think there were. I think it was a pretty straight
forward recommendation based on logic. Dr. Buck was a well-known
historian, prominent in the American Historical Association, had been
very active in the Minnesota Historical Society, and had been with the
National Archives almost from the date of its inception. He'd grown
up with it. He was familiar with all of the problems and I think he
was a logical person to have the job. I guess Dr. Connor recommended
him and the President felt the same way.
BROOKS: Well, it was quite evident that Dr. Buck's influence had been
steadily growing, and of course after he became Archivist the war came
on us immediately and many activities had to be expanded in which he
was interested in. Do you have any particular comments on his role
or how his administration of the Archives di.ffered from Dr. Connor's?
Did your relations with him differ much?
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HARRIS: No, my relations with Dr. Buck, although they were a
little bit different from Dr. Connor, but my relations with him admin
istratively and professionally I would say you couldn't ask for anything
better. I respe cted his judgment, he respected mine, and there was
no diminution in authority or responsibilities or. action as far as I
was concerned. I felt I had his confidence and he had mine.
BROOKS: One of the things in which I remember your being very
active at the time, because I was associated through the Society of
American Archivists, was the Committee on the Conservation of
Cultural Resources. How did that all come about, and what of your
relations with Dr. Leland who was, I believe, Chairman?
HARRIS: Yes.
BROOKS: And Dan Lacy whom you took over from the Historical
Records Survey, right?
HARRIS: It came about I think sort of gradually. There were two
committees that were set up under the Society of American Archivists.
One was the Committee on the Protection of Archives Against the
Hazards of War, of which Dr. Connor was the Chairman. Then there
was a Committee on the Emergency Storage of Archives, of which I
was Chairman. And I think because of my role in the National Archives
and my interest in the protection I was asked to assist Richard Heindel,
who was then Executive Secretary of the Committee on Conservation of
Cultural Resources, in preparing a paper on the protection of cultural
resources. I spent a great deal of time with Heindel and out of that
I was later then appointed a member of the Committee on the Conser
vation of Cultural Resources.
BROOKS: Heindel was then on the staif of Leland's American Council
of Learned Societies, or the Social Science Research Council.
HARRIS: I'm not sure. He had an office, a small office up in the
Library of Congress where he conducted his research and his work.
The Committee on the Conservation of Cultural Resources was
established under the National Resources Planning Board. Soon
aiter I was appointed to the Cultural Resources Committee we began
having some problems about administration and I recommended to
Dr. Leland, and he subsequently r ecommended it to the Committee
and they approved it, that there be a small executive committee
composed of Dr. Leland, the Archivist, the Librarian of Congress, a
representative from the Smithsonian, a representative from the
Public Buildings Administration, and one from the Office of the
Secretary of War. The Executive Committee was established and
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Dr. Leland appointed me as the Chairman of the Executive Committee.
This was a small group that could m eet in a hurry in an emergency
and take a course of action that would not be, you might say, incon
sistent with the overall thoughts or jurisdiction of the Committee as
a whole. Also, soon after the Executive Committee got underway
Dan Lacy, who had been active in the WPA Historical Records survey,
was put on the National Archives staff and was assigned as Secretary
to the Executive Committee. Well, as we got underway the question
arose as to what our r elationship would be with the states. We
couldn't just confine everything to Washington and try to run the
whole national program with the small Executive Committee in
Washington. You had to branch out and get support and action and
activities from all of the cultural organizations in all the states.
And I proposed this to Dr. Leland and he said, "Well do we have the
authority?" And so I reread to him the authorization establishing
the committee and I couldn't see where we were prohibited from doing
it so I said, "Since we aren't prohibited, let's try it." He said, "If
you think so, go ahead. " So we started and were very successful in
getting, I would say, all or most- of the associations in the states to
establish conservation committees composed of librarians, museum
directors, and other people in charge of cultural resources . It was
then through them that we worked and had communications for a
national program.
Now there is one little interesting anecdote here about the Executive
Committee. It did meet, it did function, it took some action, not
inconsistent, until Pearl Harbor. Pearl Harbor arrived and I called
an emergency meeting of the Executive Committee the next day
(Monday) to make plans and make recommendations for action that
should be taken and that we should seize the day. Mr. MacLeish,
the Librarian of Congress, who had been a hawk earlier, said that
we should not do anything immediately on our own responsibility.
He was reluctant to take any action until we had the go sign from the
President and from the Secretary of War . Especially as to any
danger that might happen to Washington--a possible air raid or
ships close by firing onto Washington. And what he wanted in
particular was, as we speak of it today, was an estimate of the
situation. Well, I said to Colonel O'Brien, who was the Secretary
of War representative on the CCCR, "Do you think you could get
such an opinion?" He said, "I think so, write a letter. " So we
wrote a letter to the Secretary of War and in due time Colonel O'Brien
brought back a reply. It answered the questions of MacLeish and
David Finley, and action was then taken for immediate removal of
the most priceless cultural material from its present location into
ofuerlocations~gre~ersafety .
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BROOKS: Where was Colonel O'Brien from--The War Department?
HARRIS: Yeah.
BROOKS: And in the meantime the Archives had its own committee,
as I remember it, that was responsible among other things for the
plan to put the most valuable records in the interior stack area.
HARRIS: And then also there was a Committee on the Protection of
Federal Buildings and its Contents that was established mainly by
the Public Buildings Administration and the National Park Service,
and I was the National Archives representative on that Committee.
BROOKS: You went into the Army-Air Forces in September of 1942,
right?
HARRIS: That's right.
BROOKS: It used to be a standard joke that people who were highly
trained would get into the Army, or some of the military services,
and be assigned to something wholely unrelated to what they were
qualified for . What kind of experience did you have in that respect?
HARRIS: Well, I jumped the gun on that a little bit when I got my
commission as a first lieutenant, I went and talked to General Fechet,
who was a former Chief of the Army-Air Corps, as to what I should
do. I was too old to be a piloto I didn't want to go into the adminis
trative side as an adjutant and he said, "Hold out to get in the Air
Force Intelligence or as a combat observer. " So with that in the
back of my mind I was ordered to the Officers Training School,
Miami Beach, from there to Bowman Field in Kentucky and there,
going through the interviewing stage, they wanted to send me out as
an adjutant, which I declined and held out to go to the Air Force
Intelligence School at Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. After finishing
that I joined an outfit and went overseas to New Guinea in August of
1943 as an intelligence officer. Now, in that capacity you are privy
to everything that's really going on. Even your commanding officer
at times cannot know. I ~now and remember in particular when we
were getting ready to go overseas the intelligence officers were
briefed as to where we were going. We collected maps and
documentations on the area. We were specifically instructed not
to tell our commanding officer, which we didn't do. And when mine
in particular found out in California--San Francisco--where we
were going he turned to me and said, "Did you know where we were
going?" I said, "Yes," and he said, "Why in the hell didn't you tell me?"
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Well, having a background in history and in the Archives throughout
my whole career I thought about collecting material, not classified,
but material r elating to World War II in all the areas and all of the
activities that I was engaged in. In '45 I was ordered back from
the Philippines and went to ihe Military Government School at
Charlottesville, and then the Civil Affairs Training School, Ann
Arbor, Michigan, then to California , and then to Japan. In Japan
I had a lead into the civil information and education section, General
Headquarters, Supreme Commander Allied Powers (General McArthur).
My first job was to draw up plans for an analysis a nd research division.
I drew up the chart and all of the documents that were needed to
activate it, then I was appointed deputy director of this division. We
were responsible for establishing freedom of the press, freedom of
education, freedom of speech, the whole field of cultural resources,
and sociological activities. And my interest in the cultural resources
caused me to have a research staff that did quite a bit of research
into the cultural resources of Japan. Reports were prepared. Copies
were sent back to Washington. I saw to it that copies were sent to the
Library of Congress. I kept the Archivist advised of my activities
and I subsequently collected all of the copies of the reports that were
not highly classified and brought them back with me to the United
States. They're now housed in the George Marshall Research Library
at Lexington, VMI. Also, in 1944 I had published in Australia a book,
a history of our organization called, "Sky Train. " The publisher of
the book in Sidney, Australia, was also the publisher of the official
publications of the Australian effort in World War I and in World War II,
and he gave me copies of all of these publ~cations that they had put
out, which I packaged up and sent back to the Library of Congress.
BROOKS: Well, you came back to the Archives in April 1948. Did
it seem quite di.f ferent? Did there seem to be any change of course
that impressed you?
HARRIS: Well, it didn't quite seem to be the same place but I think
the thing that hit me the most, that disappointed me, was that the
emphasis on records administration seemed to have lapsed or lagged
behind. When I left it seemed to be the great thing that was going to
go and make the National Archives more than what it was. But
somehow it did seem not to have the force that it had when I left in
'42. And in that respect I was somewhat disappointed.
BROOKS: I see what you mean. Of course I think there could be some.
difference of opinion, or difference of emphasis about that. When you
left we were building up this records administration staff that I had
charge of. I think we had 6, 8, or 10 people at one time. Before
you came back, many of the agencies had done much more themselves
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with records administration. P articula rly the Army and the Navy.
Ed Leahy had a lot to do with that in the Navy, and Wayne Grover in
the Army. And I think the Archives was as much interested in
records administration as a part of the total picture, but after the
war it had an opportunity to give more emphasis to the strictly
archival services of description reference service, and so forth.
But I know there was some difference of opinion about this at the
time that led up to Leahy's activity in connection with the Hoover
Commission Report.
HARRIS: I just didn't feel that we were taking as positive and as
strong a leadership in this as we should have, but that's only my
personal opinion.
BROOKS: Before we get to the Hoover Commission, within 2 or 3
months after you came back Dr. Buck resigned and went to the
Library of Congress. Dr. Grover was immediately appointed as his
successor and confirmed by the Senate 3 or 4 days after. And
several other changes in the staff took place right about that time.
Do you have any particular light to shed on Buck's resignation or
Grover's appointment?
HARRIS: No, it came as a complete surprise to" me. I was not
privy to any inside information on it before it was announced. There
was speculation as to why Grover received it, and some said well,
I guess because of his relationship to Senator Thomas of Utah. He'd
be sure of confirmation. But I have no light to shed on it.
BROOKS: I think Wayne has to sort of live down the fact that he was
Senator Thomas' son-in-lawo He was as well qualified professionally
as anybody in the place, but it didn't hurt him to be Senator Thomas'
son-in-law. When you came back you were Administrative Officer
and you were again in charge of the administrative activities. Pretty
much the same pattern as what you had when you left, right?
HARRIS: Not quite the same pattern. The title of the job had been
changed. It wasn't Executive Officer anymore, but that's purely a
title. I think the relationship with Dr. Buck during that limited
period of time was the same. But there was a change in relationship
after Grover took over as Archivist.
BROOKS: Callas, somewhat related to your feeling when you came
back to the Archives that there wasn't then, in 1948, sufficient emphasis
on records administration, you made some recommendations about
this, I believe, that were related to the activity of the Hoover Commission.
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HARRIS: Now the question of whether records administr ation,. or
records management, in the Government was to be a separate
agency was under discussion and had been explored by the Hoover
Commission. This I felt was going i n the wrong direction, and on
May 3, 1949, I wrote a memorandum to the Archivist of the United
States urging him to take positive and aggressive l eadership in the
field of records administration, and what I might say is to sei ze
the day and not l et somebody else run away with the ball. As l ater
it turned out, with the then Archivist somewhat reluctant to take
the lea dership in records administration, seemingly to want the
National Archives to rest only in its responsibility pertaining to
Archives and not take a positive l eader ship in the records admin
istration, · and when he did not take this positive stand, Leahy in
his final recommendation to the Hoover Commission r ecommended
that the National Archives be pl aced under the General Services
Administration in which it would lose its independent status . This
was done and the Archives did lose its independent status.
BROOKS: But the Archives i mmediately had as a part of it an
Office of Records Management, or whatever the name was, which
set forth on an aggressive program in the records management field. ·
HARRIS: But we were not an independent agency. We were a Service
or an agency or whatever you want to call it of the General Services
Administration which was a housekeeping agency and not a. professional
organization. And I felt it lowered the professional prestige and
world standing of the National Archives, and I personally r esente d it.
BROOKS: You weren't the only one that thought so. As I unde rstand
it, Callas, after the passage of the GSA Act in 1949, the F ede ral

Property and Administrative Services Act, I mean, you were on one
of the several committees that were s et up among the Services of
GSA to coordinate and bring things together. And am I right saying
the intent then was to centralize all the administrative services
considerably, so that the personnel people that had been assigned
to the Archives wer e moved to the GSA?
HARRIS: That's right.
BROOKS: I think they pulled ba ck a bit on that l ater.
HARRIS: By and large our r el ationship 'til I left in October 19 52 with
General Services was amicable. We got sympathe tic hearing and
unders tanding of our problems . But to me having started out with
the Archives when it was an independent agency, having responsibility
over records and archives of all of the executive, l egislative, and
judicial branches of the Government, in going under GSA which was
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a general housekeeping service agency of the Government, I thought
some of the professional prestige was lost and some of the incentive
for action was bound down. Because everything had to be cleared,
you ha d to work through GSA even though they, I think, treated us
very good and very understandingly. Some of the spirit had gone out
of it and I could feel it, and I know it was reflected in the attitude
and feelings of some of the other people and officials in the Archives.
BROOKS: Well, don't you think there are two different things involved
here? One, the absorption into GSA itself was something that they
couldn't very well prevent, I think. That was recommended by the
overall Hoover Commission which had a general policy of reducing
the number of agencies reporting directly to the President. Now,
within that the Leahy task force recommended that there be a records
management bureau that would have been over the Archives, and if
that had gone into effect then I think the people that were active in
the more professional archival activities of the Archives would have
had far lower spirits still. I believe Grover and Bahmer went to a
good deal of effort to have the Archives, the Service of GSA with
the records management office under it, rather than vice versa.
HARRIS: Well, that's true. There were unfortunate developments,
and I think the reason the Hoover Commission made those recommen
dations about a separate agency was the feeling that I had when I came
back after the war, that the National Archives had lost the leadership
in the field of records administration. And because we had lost it
and weren't taking it somebody else was going to take it over. Now
probably in the end, since we had lost the major fight, we were well
off by going under GSA and being established then as the National
Archives and Records Service unit of GSA. I'm sorry that ever had
to come to pass .
BROOKS: You know in 1946, I think it was, there was an Executive
Order, while you were away, 9784, which for the first time stip.llated
that the head of each agency should create and preserve records that
would document its major policies and developments, and I think it
called for the appointment of a records officer in each agency. That
tended to throw the responsibility on the agencies and I think had
something to do with the appearance (which I'm not all that ready
to concede, although I'm really trying to get your opinion in this
interview) the appearance that the Archives didn't put as much
emphasis on records administration as before. Of course I didn't
personally see so much right then because in '49 I wasn't in the
Archives anyway. I was in the National Security Resources Board
and much interested in records administration, but just as much in
the professional archival activity.
Well, you stayed in the Archives until October, you said, of 1952
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HARRIS: That's right.
BROOKS: When you were transferred to another

Gover~ment

agency?

HARRIS: Transferred to the Central Intelligence Agency.
BROOKS: And what governed that particular timing, Collas?
HARRIS: I had a friend who was then assigned to the CIA whom l' d
worked with very closely in Japan, and he talked me into coming over.
He said they need people like you with your broad experience in many
fields, your particular knowledge of the F ar East and intelligence
activities. They need people like you in the Central Intelligence
Agency and he urged me to transfer over, whieh I did because at
that time it was a sort of emergency situation regarding Korea so I
transferred under one of these emergency transferrs which meant
that I could have come back to the National Archives.
BROOKS: Well, was there
of October '52 ?

anyt~ng

particularly governing the time

HARRIS: They wanted me to come in the summer, but at that time it
was my responsibility to make plans through the· Public Buildings
Administration and the Bureau of Standards to prepare safe and
adequate storage and display of the Declaration of Independence and
the Constitution when they were transferred from the Library of
Congress. The Archivist asked, and I believe he wrote a letter to
CIA requesting that I have an extension of time of reporting until the
job had come to a near completion stage. And I was glad to do it
because I had started out on it, and being interested that the
Declaration and Constitution finally got to the Archives I wanted to
see them properly protected and displayed.
BROOKS: So all in all at one time or another you were for about 10
years with the National Archives. Six years before the war and 4
years afterward. It was a l'retty interesting time.
HARRIS: Yes, it was.
BROOKS: There is one other subject that I should have brought up
earlier, Callas. The first important legislative act affecting the
authority of the Archivist after the National Archives Act of June 1934,
was the Federal Register Act of July 1935. That came so soon after
the appointment of the Archivist that I wondered if there must not
have been ·something afoot in respect to the Federal Register before
the Archivist came along.
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HARRIS: Well, I don't know what had happened prior, except t}lere
obviously had been discussions in the Treasury Department and with
State and the Department of Justice regarding the need for a Federal
Register. In this period, December '34, we were visited, Dr. Connor
was, and I was in on the meeting with representatives from Justice,
Treasury, and State asking the Archivist would he undertake the
publication of the Federal Register. The Act had been drafted but
its final location had been left out. They pointed out that the Executive
Orders and proclamations, the originals, were at State. Eventually
they would be at the Archives, so why not have them at the Archives
in the very beginning for protection and storage and utilization? And
also, the other argument they put forth was that the Federal Register
would be publishing rules and regulations, Executive Orders and
proclamations not only from the White House but all Federal agencies,
so that it was logical to ask the National Archives to do it since it
was an independent agency and would not be having any axe to grind.
And the Archivist after discussing it with his immediate staff, which
then only consisted of Mr. Hyde and myself, agreed and it then was
subsequently put in legislation and was passed.
BROOKS: Was Congressman Woodrum particularly interested in
that Act, do you know ?
HARRIS: Woodrum was interested in it and helped get the legislation
through Congress.
BROOKS: This, of course, was long before any records had come over
from the State Department. Was there any objection on the part of
the State Department to giving up thi~ function? In 1939 there was
an Executive Order transferring the backlog of Executive Orders and
proclamations to the Archives. ~d State go along with all of this?
HARRIS: I don't recall any major objections or if any were put up
by State. As I recall, I think they were a little bit relieved to get
rid of this responsibility.
BROOKS: This is interesting because State Department did to a
certain extent oppose the transfer of its historical records.
HARRIS: That's right. Gaillard Hunt said it wouldn't be done except
over his dead body, you recall.
BROOKS: ;Hunter Miller, yes.
HARRIS: Hunter Miller.
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BROOKS: There is one other subject you mentioned of interest
that· you had some connection with, and that is the Freedom Train.
HARRIS: My connection with it was after the Freedom Train had
ceased to exist as such and the cars were sitting up in the yard,
Pennsylvania yards, in Wilmington, Delaware, the Pennsylvania
Railroad wanted to dismantle it and put the cars back in use.
Naturally the Archives, the Archivist and the staff, thought it would
be well worthwhile to continue the operation of this Freedom Train,
and Thad Page was authorized to see if he couldn't get appropriate
legislation through Congress for its continued operation by the
National Archives with appropriated monies. At times it seemed
to get off the ground and then it collapsed, and finally we had to give
up on it. But the Pennsylvania Railroad w~ted to dismantle it.
There were beautiful cases. They were all steel with shatter-proof
and bullet-proof protection glasses. And I asked permission to go
up to Wilmington to see it and see what use we might make of the
display cases, and I was authorized to do it. "Pop" Stiles, who was
our architect, was authorized to accompany me. We went to
Wilmington, we looked at the train, we measured _the cases, examined
them very carefully, and thought that we could make use of them,
especially in the circular corridor around the exhibition hall. At
first we had some doubting Thomases but Stiles worked up the
drawings for a very simple construction. The Public Buildings
Administration gave us an estimate of what it would cost then the
next question was, which I had negotiated with the Pennsylvania
Railroad, that according to our measurements and our wishes the
cases, steel, by a cutting torch would be cut according to our
specifications. The Pennsylvania Railroad agreed to it. They did.
cut them, they delivered them to Washington, and we brought them
to the Archives Building and the Public Buildings Administration
installed them. That's why you have all of the display cases
around the exhibition hall in the circular corridor, at a very small
cost to the Government.
BROOKS: Well, yes. Now that was the Freedom Train that went
around the country from '47 to '49.
HARRIS: That's right.
BROOKS: I remember going out to Cameron, Virginia, when it was
being assembled. A lot of the documents came from the Foreign
Affairs Records ~ection of the Archives, which was in the division
that I had charge of. Well, they've used those cases in the circular
corridor ever since, until the spring of 1972. They now have a
contract and they are taking them out. You know, new people have
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to change every so often, and they want a clifferent kind of cases;
and they had eventually developed some problems of heat behind
those cases. But they've been there for more than 20 years now.
So they've served well.

